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Chronologt  of  ''  The  Parliahentart  Debates." 


THE  PARLIAMENTAHY  HISTORY  contoins  all  that  can  be  coltected  of  the  Legblativ« 
History  of  this  country  from  the  Conqnest  to  the  close  of  the  XVIIIth  Centttry  (1803),  36  vobt. 
The  chief  souroes  whence  these  Debates  are  derived  are  the  Constitutional  Gustory,  2i  vols.  ; 
Sir  Simonds  D*£wes'  Journal ;  Debates  of  the  Commons  in  1620  and  1621 ;  Chandler  and 
Timberland's  Debates,  22  vols. ;  Grey's  Debates  of  the  Commons,  from  1667  to  1694,  10  vols. : 
Alroon*t  Debates,  24  vols. ;  Debrett  s  Debates,  63  vols. ;  The  Hardwicke  Papers ;  Debates  in 
Partiament  by  Dr.  Johnson,  &c.,  &c 

THE  PARLIAMENTARY  DEBATES  commence  witli  the  year  1803,  and  the  contents  are 
set  forth  in  the  following  Chronological  Table  :— 


HISTORY. 

OOHQIJEST  to  34  aEO.  IL-1066  to  1760. 

Vol.  1  to  15,  1  Will.  I.  to  34  Geo.  XL 

1066-1760 

REIGN  OF  OEOBGE  IIL-1760  to  1820. 

Vol.  15  to  35,  1  Geo.  TIL  to  40  Geo.  III. 

1760-1800 

(First  Parliament.) 

Vol.35    41  Geo.  III. 1801 

—   36    42        —      1802 

(Sbcx)nd  Parliament.) 
Vol.36    42  Geo.  Ill 1802-3 


DEBATES. 
Pint  Series. 

(Second  Parliament — eorUinued.) 

Vol.    1    &    2...44  Geo.  Ill 1803  4 

—  3  to    5.. .45         —       ......    1805 

—  6  &    7.. .46         —       1806 

(Third  Parliament.) 
Vol.    8&    9.. .47    Geo.  Ill 1806-7 

(Fourth  Parlument.) 

Vol.    9  to  11. ..48    Geo.  Ill 1807-8 

—  12— 14.. .49         —      1809 

^    15  — 17.. .50         —      1810 

—  18  — 20.. .51  —      ...   1810-11 

—  21  — 23.. .52         —       ;    1812 

(Fifth  Parliament.) 
Vol.  24  to  26.. .53  Geo.  III.  ...  1812-13 


27  &  28.. .54 
29  to  31.  ..55 
32  — 34.. .56 
35  &  36...57 
37  —  38... 58 


1813-14 
1814-15 
..  1816 
..  1817 
..    1818 


(Sixth  Parliament.) 

Vol.  39  &  40... 59  Geo.  Ill 1819 

—    41 60         —       ...  1819-20 

.  Second  Series. 

BEION  OF  aEOBOE  IV.-1820  to  1830. 

(Seventh  Parliament.) 
1  to    3...  1  Geo.  IV 


Vol. 


4  & 
6—    7... 

o  —     9... 

10  —  11... 
J12— 13... 


ft 

4 
5 
6 


—    14  —  15...  7         — 


(Eighth  Parliament.) 

Vol.  16  7  Geo.  IV 

—  17  8    —   .... 

—  18  &  19...  9    —   .... 

—  20— 21. ..10    —   .... 

—  22  to  25.. .11    -T-   .... 


1820 
1821 
1822 
1823 
1824 
1825-6 
1826 


1826 
1827 
1828 
1829 
1830 


Third  Series. 


BEiaN  OF  WILLIAM  IV.— 1830  to  1837. 

(Ninth  Parliabient,) 
Vol.    1    to    3...  1  Will.  IV.. 1830-1 

(Tenth  Parliament.) 

Vol.    4  to    8...  2  WiLt^  IV.  1832 

—     9—  14...  3         — 1831 


(Eleventh  Parliament.) 

Vol.  15  to  20...  4  Will.  IV 

—  21  —  25...  5         —      

(Twelfth  Parliament.) 

Vol.  26  to  30...  6  Will.  IV 

—  31—  35...  7         —      

—  36 —  38...  8         -^       


1833 
1834 


1835 
1836 
1837 
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BBiaN  OF  VIOTOBIA~18S7  to  1901. 

(TUIRTEBNTH  FARLIAMKMT.) 

Vol.  39  to  44...  1  Victoria  1838 

—  46—  50...  2        —        1839 

^  51  —  55...  3        —        1840 

—  56  —  58...  4  —  (a)  1841 

(FOURTKKNTH  PARLIAMENT.) 

Vol.  59  4  VicrroRiA  (b)  1841 

—  60  to  65...  5  —    1842 

_  66—  71...  6  -    1843 

—  72—  76...  7  —    1844 

—  77—  82.. .8  —    1845 

—  83—  88...  9  —    1846 

_  89  —  94...  10  —  (a)  1847 

(FiFiTtENTH  Parliament.) 

Vol.   95  10  Victoria     (b)  1847 

—  96  to  101. ..11   —   1848. 

—  102— 107.. .12  —    1849 

—  108— 113,. .13  —    1850 

—  114— 118.. .14  —    1851 

~  119— 122.. .15  —  (a)  1852 

(Sixteenth  Paruament.) 

Vol,  123    15  Victoria  (b)  1852 

—  124  to  129... 16    —    1853 

—  130— 135.. .17    —    1854 

—  136— 139.. .18    —    1855 

—  140— 143.. .19    —    1856 

—  144  20    —  (a)  1857 

(Seventeenth  Parliament.) 

Vol.  145  to  147.. .20  Victoria     (b)  1857 

—  148— 151. ..21        —        1858 

^   152  —153... 22        —  (a)  1859 

(Eighteenth  Parliabient.) 

Vol.  154  to  155.. .22  Victoria    (b)  1859 

—  156— 160.. .23  —    1860 

—  161  —164.. .24  —    1661 

—  165— 168.. .25  —    1862 

—  169— 172.. .26  —    1863 

—  173— 176.. .27  —    1864 

—  177— 180.. .28  —    1865 

(Nineteenth  Paruameni.) 

Vol.  181  to  184... 29  Victoria 1866 

—  185— 189. ..30        —        1867 

—  190— 193.. .31        —        ...1867-8 

(Twentieth  Paruament.) 

Vol.  194  to  198... 32  VicrroBiA  ...  1868-9 

_.    199— 203.. .33        —  1870 

—  204— 208.. .34        —  1871 

—  209— 213.. .35        —  1872 

—  214 —217.. .36        —  1873 


(Twenty-First  Parliament.) 

Vol  218  to  221. ..37  Victoria    1874 

— •  222— 226.. .38  —    1875 

—  227— 231. ..39  —    1876 

—  232— 236.. .40  —    1877 

—  237— 242.. .41  —    1878 

_  243— 249.. .42  —  ...1878-9 

—  280  &  251.  ..43  —  (a)  1880 

(Twenty-Second  Parliament.) 

Vol.  252  to  256. . .43  Victoria     (b)  1880 

—  257— 265.. .44        —        1881 

—  266— 273... 45  —  (a)  1882 

—  274  &  275... 45  —  (b)  1882 

—  276to283...46  —        1883 

—  284— 292.. .47  —         1884 

—  293— 301... 48  —  ...1884-5 

(Twenty-Third  Paruament.) 
Vol.  302  to  307 ...  49  Victoria     (a)  1 886 

(Twenty-Fourth  Parliament.) 

Vol.  308  &  309 ...  49  Victoria  (b)  1 886 

—  310to321...50        —        1887 

—  322— 332...51        —        1888 

—  333— 340.. .52        —        1889 

_   341  —348.. .53        —        1890 

—  349— 356.. .54         -  ...1890-1 

Fourth  Series* 

(Twenty-Fourth  Paruament— <wi/.) 
Vol.    .1  to     6.. .55  Victoria  1892 

(Twenty-Fifth  Parliament.) 

Vol.     7    ^6  Victoria  1892 

—  8   to  21. ..57  ,—         ...1893-4 

—  22—  29.. .57        —        1894 

_  30—  35.. .58        —        1895 

(Twenty-Sixth  Parliament.) 

Vol.  36    59  Victoria  1895 

—  37  to  44.. .59  —  ...  1895-6 
-_  45—  52.. .60  —  1897 

—  53—  65.. .61  —  1898 

—  66—  76.. .62  —  1899 

_  77    63  —  1899 

—  78—  83.. .63  —  1900 

—  84    ...    63&64    —  1900 

_  85—  87. ..64  —  19D0 

(Twenty-Seventh  Paruament.) 
Vol.  88  64  Victoria     1900 

BBiaN  OF  EDWABD  Vn. 

(Twenty-Seventh  Parliament — cont.) 

Vol.  89  1  Edward  VII... .1901 

_  90  to  100  1  —  ...1901 

—  101  ...  1  &  2  —  ...1902 

—  102  to  117  2  •  —  ...1902 

—  118  to  128  3  —  ...1903 

—  129  to  140  4  —  ...1904 

—  141  to  146  5  —  ...1906 


fflS  MAJESTY'S  PRINCIPAL  OFFICERS 

OF  STATE,  Etc. 


THE    CABINET. 


Prime  Minuter  and  First  Lord  of  the  TreaBory Rt.  Hon.  Abthub  J.  Balfour. 

Lord  President  of  the  Coanoil  and  President  of  the  Board  of  Education- Most  Hon.  the 

Mjurquess  of  Londonderry,  K.G. 

Lord  Chancellor Rt.  Hon.  Earl  of  Halsbury. 

Secretaries  of  State 

Foreign  Affairs Most  Hon.  the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne,  K.G. 

Home  Department Rt  Hon.  A.  Akers-Douqlas,  M.F. 

Colonial Rt  Hon.  Alfred  Lyttelton,  M.P. 

War Rt.  Hon.  H.  O.  Arnold-Forster,  M.P. 

India Rt.  Hon.  St.  John  Brodrick,  M.P. 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer Rt  Hon.  J.  AuSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN,  M.P. 

First  liord  of  the  Admiralty-  Rt  Hon.  Earl  Cawdor. 

Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland Rt.  Hon.  Lord  Ashbourne. 

President  of  the  Board  of  Trade Most  Hon.  the  Marquess  of  Salisbury. 

Postmaster-Creneral Rt.  Hon.  Ix>rd  Stanley,  M.P. 

Secretary  for  Scotland Most  Noble  the  Marquess  of  LiNUTHGOW. 

President  of  the  Local  Government  Board lit  Hon.  Gerald  Balfour,  M.P. 

President  of  the  Bonrd  of  Agriculture Rt.  Hon.  Ailwyn  Fellowrs. 

Chief  Secretiury  for  Ireland Rt.  Hon.  Walter  Long,  M.P. 

Lord  Privy  Seal Most  Hon.  the  Marquess  of  Salisbury. 

NOT  IN  THE  CABINET. 

Parliamentary  Secretary  to  the  Treasury Rt  Hon.  Sir  A.  Acland-Hood,  Bt,  M.P. 

Finanoial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury Victor  Cavendish,  Esq.,  M.P. 

Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Education Sir  William  Anson,  m!P. 

Secretary  to  the  Admiralty E.  G.  Prbtyman,  Esq.,  M.P. 

(  Lord  Balcarres,  M.  P. 
Lords  of  the  Treasury \  H.  W.  Forster,  Esq.,  M.P. 

[hoKD  Edmund  Talbot,  M.P. 
/  Admiral  Sir  John  Fisher,  G.C.B. 

l^rH«  «#  fhi.  AAr^i^u^ Rear- Admiral  Sir  C.  C.  Drury,  K.C.S.I. 

Lords  of  the  Admiralty Rear-Admiral  W.  H.  May,  M.  V.O. 

ICapt  F.  G.  Inglefield,  R.N. 
Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty Arthur  H.  Lee,  Esq.,  M.P. 

The  secretary  of  State  for  war  [in  the  Calnnei]. 

Lt-Gen.  Sir  N.  G.  Lyttelton,  K.C.B.,  (Chief  of  General  Staff). 

Major-General  C.  W.  H.  Douglas  (AdjutantGreneral). 

Maior-General  H.  C.  O.  Plumer,  C.B.  (Quartermaster-General). 

Major-Goneral  Sir  J.  W.  Murray,  K.  C.  B.  (Master  General  of  the  Ordnance). 

The  Under-Secretary  of  State  for  War. 

The  Financial.  Secretary  to  the  War  Office. 

Secretary.    The*  Permanent  Under-Secretary  of  State  for  War 
(Col.  Sir  E.  W.  D.  Ward,  K.C.B.). 

Inspector-General  of  the  Forces General  H.R.H.  the  Duke  of  Connaught,  K.G.,  K.P.,  etc. 

Parliamentuy  Secretary,  Foreign  Office Earl  Percy,  M.P. 

Parliamentary  Secretary,  Home  Office Hon.  T.  H.  Cochrane,  M.P. 

Parliamentary  Secretary,  Colonial  Office His  Grace  the  Duke  of  Marlborough. 

Parliamentary  Secretary,  India  Office Most  Noble  the  Marquess  of  Bath. 

ParliamenUry  Secretary,  War  Office Rt.  Hon.  Earl  of  Donoughmorb. 

Parliamentary  Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade A.  BONAR  Law  Esq.,  M.P. 

Parliamentary  Secretary  to  the  Local  Government  Board J.  Grant  Lawson,  Esq.,  M.P. 

Financial  Secretary,  War  Office— W.  BROMLEY  DAVENPORT,  Esq.,  M.P. 

Attomey-Geueral Sir  R.  B.  Finlay,  K.C,  M.P. 

Solicitor-Qeneral Rt  Hon.  Sir  £.  Carson,  K.C,  M.P. 

Lord-Ueutenant  of  IreUind^ Rt  Hon.  Earl  of  Dudley. 

The  Lord  Advocate C.  ScOTT  Dickson,  Esq.,  K.G.,  M.P. 

Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster Rt  Hon.  Sir  Wm.  Walrond,  Bt,,  M,P, 


Army  ConucU 
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OTHER  OFFICERS  OF  STATE 

Jadge  Advocate-General 

Lord  Chamberlain Rt.  Hon.  £arl  of  Clabendon,  G.C.B. 

Vice-Chamberlain Rt  Hon.  Lord  WoLVERTON. 

Lord  8teward Rt.  Hon.  Earl  of  Pembrokr  and  Montgomery,  6.C.  V.O. 

Master  of  the  Horse His  Grace  the  Duke  of  Portland,  ICG.,  G.C.V.O. 

Paymaster-General Rt  Hon.  Sir  Savile  Crossley,  Bt,  M.V.O.,  M.P. 

Comptroller  of  the  Household Viscount  Valvntia,  M.V.O.,  M.P. 

Treasurer  of  the  Household The  Marquess  of  Hamilton,  M.P. 

Captain  Yeomen  of  the  Guard ~Rt.  Hon.  Earl  Wai^dkgravk. 

/Rt  Hon.  Earl  of  Kintore,  G.C.M.G. 

Rt.  Hon.  Earl  of  Dbnbigu.  ^ 

Rt.  Hon.  Viscount  Cuurchill,  K.C.V.O. 

Rt.  Hon.  Earl  of  Errol. 

Rt.  Hon.  liord  Lawrbnob. 

Rt  Hon.  Lord  Suffibld,  G.C.V.O.,  K.C.B. 

Rt.  Hon.  Lord  Kenyon. 


Lords-in- Waiting { 


SCOTLAND. 

Secretary  for  Scotland  and  Keeper  of  the  Great  Seal The  Most  Noble  the  Marquess  of 

Linlithgow. 

Lord  Justice-General Rt  Hon.  Lord  Dunedin. 

Lord  Advocate Rt.  Hon.  C.  Scott  Dickson,  Esq.,  K.C,,  M.P. 

Lord  Justice  Clerk Rt  Hon.  Lord  Kinsburgh,  G.B. 

Lord  Clerk  Register His  Grace  the  Duke  of  Montrose,  K.T. 

Lord  High  Commissioner Rt  Hon.  Earl  of  Leven  and  Melville. 

Solicitor-General E.  T.  Salve NSEN,  Esq.,  K.C. 

IRELAND. 

Lord  Lieutenant Rt  Hon.  Earl  of  Dudley. 

Lord  Chancellor Rt.  Hon.  Lord  Ashbourne. 

Chief  Secretary  and  Keeper  of  Privy  Seal Rt  Hon.  Waltkr  Long,  M.P. 

Under  Secretary Sir  ANTONY  Macdonnrll,  G.C.S.I.  K.C.V.O. 

Department  of  Agriculture  and  Technical  Instruction -President :  The  Rt  Hon,  the  CHIEF 

Secretary  for  Ireland  ;  ^ice-President :  Rt  Hon.  Horace  Plunkett. 

Attorney-General Rt.  Hon.  J.  Atkinson,  K.C,  M.P. 

Solicitor-General J.  H.  M.  Campbell,  Esq.,  KL.C.,M.P. 


PRINCIPAL  OFFICERS  OF  THE  HOUSE  OF  LORDS. 

Chairman  of  Committees Rt.  Hon.  Earl  of  Onslow. 

Clerk  of  Parliaments Sir  Henry  J.  L.  Graham,  K.CB. 

Deputy  Clerk  of  ParliamenU  (Clerk  Assistant) Hon.  E.  P.  Thesiger,  C.B. 

Readiug.Clerk  and  Clerk  of  Outdoor  Committees Edward  Hall  Aldrrson,  Esq. 

Counseito  the  Chairman  of  Committees Albert  Gray,  Esq, 

Chief  Clerk  and  Clerk  of  Public  Bills A.  Harrison,  Esq. 

Senior  Clerks 

Principal    Clerk,    Judicial   Department,    and    Taxing    Officer  of  Judicial    Costs J.    P. 

Skene,  Esq. 

Clerk  of  the  Journals W.  A.  Leigh,  Esq. 

Princiml  Clerk  of  Private  Committees — -J.  F.  Symons  Jeune,  Esq. 

Peers' Printed  Paper  Office C.  L.  Anstrutusr,  Esq. 

W.  H.  Hamilton  Gordon,  Esq. 
Other  Clerks— Hon.  A.   McDonnell  ;  A.   H.   Robinson,  Esq.  (Clerk  of  Private  Bills) ;  H.  P. 

St.  John,  Esq,;  V.  M.  Bidddlph,  Esq.  ;  Hon.  E.  A.  Stonor;  H.  J.  F.  Badeley,  Esq.  ; 
.    C.  Headi^m,  Esq.  ;  J.  B.  Hotham,  Esq.  ;  E.  C.  Vigors,  Esq. ;  A.  Tennyson,  Esq.  ;  and 

G.  D.  LuARD,  Esq. 

Accountant  and  Copyist Mr.  T.  A.  Court. 

Assistant  Copyists Mr.  H.  P.  Norris  and  Mr.  R.  A.  Court. 

Messengers Messrs.   A.   A.   Worfell,  C.   E.   Chizlett,  A.   M-   Stoll,   J,  W.  F.    Locke, 

J.  McMillan,  G.  Bennett,  G.  T.  Philip. 

Librarian Edmund  GossB,  Esq.,  LL.D. 

Assistant  Librarian A.  H.  M.  Butler. 

Attendant Mr.  W,  WoRFBLt. 


PRINCIPAL  OFFICERS  OF  THE  HOUSE  OF  LORDS— (C7<m<.)       vii 

Examiners  for  Standing  Orders C.  W.  Campion,  Esq. ;  J.  F.  Stmons  Jkune,  Esq.  ;  Clerk 

^B.  H.  Pkll,  Esq. 

Gentleman  Usher  of  the  Black  Rod Admiral  Sir  F.  H.  Stephenson,  6.C.  V.O.,  K.C.B. 
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Supply  [6th  Allotted  Day]. 
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Class  II. 
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in  the  Department  of  His  Majesty's  Treasury  and  Subordinate  Depart- 
ments, including  Expenses  in  respect  of  Advances  under  The  Light 
Railways  Act,  1896." 

The  Prime  Minister  and  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  {Mr.  A,  J.  Balfour, 
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The' House  divided : —Ayes,  71;  Noes,  133.    (Division  List  No.   156.) 
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Mr.  Harwood  (Bolton)  

Mr.  Lough  {Islington,  W.)  

Sir  EUiott  Lees  {Birkenhead)  

And,  it  being  Midnight,  the  Chairman  left  the  Chair  to  make  his  Report  to 
the  House. 

The  Clerk  at  the  Table  informed  the  House  that  the  Chaibman  of  Wats  and 
Means  was  imable,  owing  to  indisposition,  to  resume  the  Chair  asDeputy- 
Speaker. 

Whereupon  Mr.  Jeffreys,  Deputy-Chairman,  took  the  Chair  as  Deputy- 
Speaker,  in  pursuance  of  the  Standing  Order. 

Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit  again  upon  Monday  next. 

Adjournment. — Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  this  House  do 
now  adjourn." — {Sir  A.  Adand-Hood,) 

Major  Sedy  {Isle  of  Wight) 
Mr.  McCrae  {Edirdmrgh,  E.) 
Sir  Elliott  Lees  {Birkenhead) 
Mr.  Swift  MacNeill  {Donegal,  S,) 
Mr.  Dalzid  {Kirkcaldy  Burghs) 
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Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 


NEW  BILL. 
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Merchant  Shipping  (Pilotage). — Bill  to  amend  The  Merchant  Shipping  Act^ 
1894,  in  respect  of  Pilotage  Certificates,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir 
Henry  Seymour  King,  Mr.  Gibson  Bowles,  Sir  John  Colomb,  Sir  Robert 
Penrose  FitzGerald,  Major  Evans-Gordon,  Mr.  Joyce,  General  Laurie,  Mr. 
Llewellyn,  Sir  Gilbert  Parker,  Mr.  James  Reid,  and  Mr.  Runciman. 

Merchant  Shipping  (Pilotage)  Bill.—'*  To  amend  The  Merchant  Shipping 
Act,  1894,  m  respect  of  Pilotage  Certificates,"  presented  accordingly,  and 
read  the  first  time  ;  to  be  read  a  second  time  upon  Thursday,  25th  May,  and 
to  be  printed.     [Bill  210.]  164 

Adjourned  at  twenty -two  minutes  after  Twelve  o*clock. 
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Education  Board  Provisional  Order  Oonfirmation  (London  No.  2) 

[h.l.].  (Sbcond  Reading). — Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Reading  read. 
Moved,  *'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*."— (TAe  Marquess  of  Londonderry.) 

The  Earl  of  Leven  and  Melville        166 

The  Lord  President  of  the  Counoil  and  President  of  the  Board  of  Eduoa- 

tion  (The  Marquess  of  Londonderry) 168 

Amendment  moved — 

**  To  leave- out  the  word  *  now '  and  at  the  end  of  the  Question 
to  add  the  words  '  upon  this  day  six  monthp.'  " — (The  Earl  of  Leven  and 
MehnUe.) 

Lord  Tweedmouth      . .         • .         . .     170 

The  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (The  Marquess  of  Lansdoume)        171 
The  Earl  of  Leven  and  Melville       . .         . .  . .         . .         •  •     172 

Amendment,  by  leave  of  the  House,  withdrawn. 

On  Question,  Bill  read  2*. 

House  adjourned  at  five  minutes  before  Five  o'clock,  to  Monday 
next,  Eleven  o'clock^ 
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HOUSE  OP  COMMONS :    FRIDAY,  12th  MAY,  1905. 

The  House  met  at  Twelve  of  the  Clock. 

Mr.  Speaker's  Absence. 

The  House  being  met,  the  Clerk  of  the  Table  informed  the  House  of  the 
unavoidable  absence  of  Mr.  Speaker,  owing  to  continued  indispositioiu 


I   i 


Whereupon  Mr.  James  William  Lowther,  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
Means,  proceeded  to  the  Table,  and,  after  Prayers,  took  the  Chair  as  Deputy- 
Speaker,  pursuant  to  the  Standing  Order         . .     172 

PRIVATE  BILLIBUSINESS, 

Private  Bills  (Petition  por  Additional  Provision)  (Standing  Orders  not 
Complied  with). — Mr.  Deputy-Speaker  laid  upon  the  Table  Report  from 
one  of  the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  That,  in  the  case  of  the 
Petition  for  additional  provision  in  the  following  Bill,  the  Standing  Orders 
have  not  been  complied  with,  viz. : — Ulster  and  Connaught  Light  Railways 
Bin. 

Ordered,  That  the  Report  be  referred  to  the  Select  Committee  on 
Standing  Orders    . .  . .         . .         . .     173 

Brompton,  Chatham,  Oillingham,  and  Rochester  Water  Bill.— Lords' 

Amendments  considered,  and  agreed  to  . .         . .         . .  •  •     175 

Holy  Trinity,  Portsea,  Bill  [Lords]. — Read  the  third  time^  and  passed,  with 

an  Amendment      . .  . .  . .         . .         . .         . .         . .     173 

Botherham,  Maltby  and  Langhton  Railway  Bill.— Read  the  third  time, 

and  passed  . .         . .         . .         . .  . .  . .     173 

Local  Ooyemment  Provisional  Orders  (No.  11)  Bill.—''  To  confirm  certain 

Provisional  Orders  of  the  Local  Government  Board  relating  to  Durham  and 
Framwelgate,  Hanley,  and  Southport,"  presented  by  Mr.  Grant  Lawson ; 
supported  by  Mr.  Gerald  Balfour  ;  read  the  first  time  ;  and  referred  to  the 
Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  and  to  be  printed.     [Bill  211.]      . .     173 

Alexander  Scott's  Hospital  Order  Confirmation  Bill.—*'  To  confirm 

a  Provisional  Order,  under  the  Private  Legislation  Procedure  (Scotland) 
Act,  1899,  relating  to  Alexander  Scott's  Hospital,"  presented  by  the  Lord- 
Advocate,  and  ordered  (under  Section  7  of  the  Act)  to  be  considered  upon 
Tuesday  next         173 

Dundee  Water  Order  Oonflrmation  Bill.— "To  confirm  a  Provisional 

Order,  under  the  Private  Legislation  Procedure  (Scotland)  Act,  1899, 
relating  to  Dundee  Water,"  presented  by  the  Lord-Advocate,  and  ordered 
(under  Section  7  of  the  Act)  to  be  considered  upon  Tuesday  next      . .         • .     173 

Arbroath  Corporation  Water  Order  Confirmation  Bin.—"  To  confirm 

a  Provisional  Order,  under  The  Private  Legislation  Procedure  (Scotland) 
Act,  1899,  relating  to  Arbroath  Corporation  Water,"  presented  by  the^Lord- 
Advocate,  and  ordered  tunder  Section  7  of  the  Act)  to  be  considered" upon 
Tuesday  next         . .     174 
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PETITIONS. 

Education  (Scotland)  Bill. — ^Petition  from  Kilmore  and  Kilbride,  for  altera- 
tion; to  lie  upon  the  Table         ..     174 

JuvsKiLB  Smokikq  Bill. — Petition  from  Edinburgh,  in  favour ;  to  lie  upon 

the  Table  . .  . .  . .         . .     174 

LiQUOB  Traffic  Local  Vbto  (Scotland)  Bill. — Petitions  in  favour ;  from 
Alva  ;  Ayrshire  ;  Benholm ;  Dundee  ;  Dunfermline  (two) ;  and  Glasgow ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table        174 

Salb  of  Intoxicating  Liquobs  (Sunday)  Bill. — Petition  from  King's  Norton, 

in  favour;  to  lie  upon  the  Table  174 

Summary   Jurisdiction   (Childben)   Bill. — Petition  from  Wandsworth,  in 

favour  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table 174 

• 

Thames  Estuaby  (Light  Vessels). — Petition  from  Ramsgate,  for  connection 

with  the  shore  by  wireless  telegraphy  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table  . .         . .     174 

Women's  Ekfbanchisement  Bill. — Petitions  in  favour  ;  from  Ashton-under- 
Lyne  ;  Ayr  ;  Belfast ;  Chelsea  ;  Fulham  ;  Levenshulme  ;  Liverpool ; 
Manchester  and  Salford  ;  and  Rothesay  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table       . .         . .     174 

RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 

Govebnment  Depabtments  Secubities. — Return  presented,  relative  thereto 
[ordered  6th  April ;  Mr.  Victor  Cavendish] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be 
printed.     [No.  162.]         175 

Trade  with  Sibebia. — Copy  presented,  of  report  on  the  condition  and  prospects 
of  British  Trade  in  Siberia,  by  H.  Cooke,  Special  Commissioner  of  tbe 
Commercial  Intelligence  Committee  of  "the  Board  of  Trade  [by  Command]  ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table         . .         . .         . .  . .         . .         . .         . .     175 

QUESTIONS  AND  ANSWERS  CIRCULATED  WITH  THE  VOTES. 

Ministby  op  Commerce. — Question,  Mr.  Louis  Sinclair  (Essex,  Romford)  ; 

Answer,  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour  . .         . .  . .  . .         . .     175 

British  Trade  in  China. — Question,  Mr.  Moon  (St.  Pancras,  N.) ;  Answer, 

Earl  Percy  . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .     175 

Orants  to  Scotland  fob  Education  and  for  Relief  of  Rates. — Question, 

Mr.  Caldwell  (Lanarkshire,  Mid.) ;  Answer,  Mr.  Scott  Dickson  . .         , .     176 

Period  op  Rbpaymnet  op  Loans  under  Naval  and  Military  Works  Acts 
IN  Respect  of  Halifax,  Bermuda,  Jamaica,  and  St.  Lucia. — Question, 
Mr,  Ashton  (Bedfordshire,  Luton) ;  Answer,  Mr.  Victor  Cavendish  . .         . .     177 

Boa.rd  of  Inland  Revenue  and  the  Collection  of  Agricultural  Statistics. 
—Question,  Sir  Charles  Welby  (Notts.,  Newark) ;  Answer,  Mr.  Victor 
Cavendish  ..         ..         ..         ..         ..         ..         ..         ..         ..177 

Deaths  prom  Plague  in  Indu. — Question,  Sir  Walter  Foster  (Derbyshire, 

Ilkeston) ;;  Answer,' Mr.  Brodrick  ..         ..         ..         177 
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Direct  and  Indirect  Taxation  in  Great  Britain  and  Ireland. — ^Question, 
Mr.  Lough  (Islington,  W.) ;  Answer,  Mr.  Austen  Chamberlain 

Polling  Booths  in  County  Tyrone. — Question,  Mr.  Doogan  (Tyrone,  B.) ; 

, .,  ^    Answer,  Mr.  Walter  Long  ITU 


County  Donegal  IjANd  Appeals — ^Delay  in  Delivery  op  Judgment. — 
Question  Mr.  McFadden  (Donegal,  £.) ;  Answer,  Mr.  Walter  Long 

Selection   (Standing  Committees). 

Mr.  Halsey  reported  from  the  Committee  of  Selection ;  That  they  had 
disoharged  the  following  Members  from  serving  on  the  Standing  Committee 
on  Law,  and  Courts  of  Justice,  and  Legal  Procedure,  in  respect  of  the  Town 
Tenants  (Ireland)  Bill ;  Mr.  Waldron  and  Mr.  Harrington ;  and  had  ap* 
pointed  in  substitution  :  Mr.  Vincent  Kennedy  and  Mr.  Charles  Devlin. 

Mr.  Halsey  further  reported  from  the  Committee  of  Selection  that  they 
had  discharged  the  following  Member  from  serving  on  the  Standing 
Committee  on  Law,  and  Courts  of  Justice,  and  Legal  Procedure,  in  respect 
of  the  Marriage  with  a  Deceased  Wife's  Sister  Bill ;  Mr.  Malcolm ;  and  had 
appointed  in  substitution  :  Sir  Ernest  Flower. 

Reports  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

Vehicles'  Lights  Bill.— [Second  Readinq.]— Order  for  Second  Reading 
read. 

Mr,  Bigwood  (Middlesex,  Brentford)  

Ineut.'Col.  TufnM  (Essex.  S,E.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Mr,  Cathcart  Was(m  (Orkney  and  Shetland)  

Sir  Herbert  MaxwM  ( Wigtonshire)  

Amendment  proposed — 

"  To  leave  out  the  word  *  now,'  and  at  the  end  of  the  Question  to 
add  the  words,  '  upon  this  day  six  months.'  " — (Mr,  Cathcart  Wason,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word '  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Sir  Frederiok  Banbury  (Camberwdlf  Peckham) 

Mr,  Buchanan  (Perthshire,  E,) 

Mr,  Moon  (St,  Panoras,  N,) 

Mr,  Nussey  (Pontefract) 

Mr.  John  Dewar  (Inverness) 

Sir  Charles  Renshaw  (Renfrew,  W,) 

Mr,  Seymour  Ormsby-Gore  (Lincolnshire,  Gainsborough) 

Sir  Joseph  Leese  (Lancashire,  Accrington) 


178 


Outrage  at  Gorlumloe,  County  Westmeath — ^Police  Inquiry. — Question, 

Mr.  TuDy  (Leitrim,  S.) ;  Answer,  Mr.  Walter  Long   . .         . .         . .         . .      180 

Interference  with  a  Nationalist  Procession  at  Loop,  County  Kerry.: — 

Question,  Mr.  MacVeagh  (Down,  S.) ;  Answer,  Mr.  Walter  Long     . .         . .     180 


184i 


181 
185 
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191 
194 
195 
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Sir  J7.  Shaw-Stewart  {Renfrew,  E.)  201 

Sir  Walter  Tharburn  (Peebles  and  Selkirk)  ..         202 

Sir  Mcark  Stewart  {Kirkcudbright)  204 

Mr.  Brooke  Robinson  {Dudley)        205 

Mr.  Charles  McArthur  {Liverpool^  Exchange)       206 

Mr.  Leveson-Oower  (Sutherland)     . .         . .         . .         . .  . .  207 

Mr.    Labouohere   (Northampton) 208 

The  Under-Seoretctry  of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Cochrane, 

Ayrshire,    N.)     . .         . .         . .  . .  . .         •  •  210 

Mr.  Bryoe  (Aberdeen)  . .  . .  . .  214 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided :— Ayes,  109  ;  Noes,  108.    (Division  List,  No.  157.) 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Seoond  Reading  put  off  for  six  months. 

Women's  Enfiranchiseineilt  BilL — [Second  Reading.] — Order  for  Second 
Reading  read. 

Mr  Slack  (Hertfordshire,  St.  Albans)         217 

Sir  John  RoUeston  (Leicester)  221 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Mr.  Labouohere  (Northampton)       . .         . .         . .     226 

Mr.  Herbert  Robertson  (Hackney,  S,)         233 

And,  it  being  half -past  Five  of  the  clock,  the  debate  stood  adjourned. 

Debate  to  be  resumed  upon  Monday  next. 

Whereupon  Mr.  Deputy-Speaker  adjourned  the  House  without  Question 
put,  pursuant  to  Standing  Order  No.  3. 

i  Adjourned  at  twenty-six  minutes  before  Six  o'clock  till  Monday 

next. 


HOUSE  OF  LORDS :    MONDAY,  15th  MAY,  1905. 

PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  acquainted  the  House,  That  the  Clerk  of  the 
Parliaments  had  laid  upon  the  Table  the  Certificates  from  the  Examiners 
that  the  Standing  Orders  applicable  to  the  following  Bills  have  been  com- 
pUed  with. — ^Pier  and  Hirbour  Provisional  Orders  (No.  1)  [h.l.]  ;  Pier  and 
Harbour  Provisional  Orders  (No.  2)  [h.l.]. 

And  also  the  Certificates  that  the  further  Standing  Orders  applicable  to 
the  following  Bills  have  been  complied  with  ;  — Whitechapel  and  Bow  Rail- 
way ;  Great  Western  Railway  (New  Railways) ;  Aylesbury  Gas  ;  Ealing  Cor- 
poration ;  South  Oxfordshire  Water  and  G^as  ;  Great  Western  Railway 
(Additional  Powers) ;  Halifax  Corporation  ;  Stockport  Corporation  ;  Bristol 
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Corporation ;     Croydon    Corporation ;      Heckmondwike     Improvement ; 
South  Wales  Electrical  Power  IHstribution  Company ;   Aberdare  Urban 
District  Council ;  Colne  Corporation  ;  Swansea  Corporation/    The  same  TTM'e 
ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table         . .         . .  . .         . .         . .         . .  • .     237 

Wellingboroag^h  and  District  Tramroads  and  Electricity  Supply  BOL 

[h.l.]. — Petition  for  additional  provision  ;  of  the  British  Electric  Traction 
Company,  Limited,  and  of  the  Rushden  Urban  District  Council,  together 
with  the  proposed  Amendments  annexed  thereto  ;  read,  and  referred  to  the 
Examiners  . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .  .  •     231 

Hull,  Bamsley  and  West  Biding^  Junction  Railway  and  Dock  Bill» — 

The  Chairman  of  Committees  informed  the  House  that  the  opposition  to 
the  Bill  was  withdrawn.    The  orders  made  on'the  16th  of  April  and  Thurs- 
day last  discharged,  and  Bill  committed  . .     ^7 

Alexandra  Park  and  Palace  Bill  [h.l.]. — Read  d*",  and  passed,  and  sent  to 

the  Commons  . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .  . .      2  37 

Sand^ate  Urban  District  Oouncil  Bill  [h.l.].— Report  from  the  Select  Com- 
mittee, That  the  Committee  adjourned  this  day  at  One  o'clock        . .         . .      237 

Botherham,  Maltby  and  Laoghton  Bailway  Bill:— Brought  from  the  Com- 
mons ;  read  1*  ;  and  referred  to  the  Examiners         338 

Holy  Trinity,  Portsea,  Bill    [h.l.].— Returned    from  the  Commons  agreed 

to,  with  an  Amendment,    The  said  Amendment  considered,  and  agreed  to     238 

Brompton,  Chatham,  Qillingham  and  Bochester  Water  Bill.— Returned 

from  the  Commons,  with  the  Amendments  agreed  to  238 

Oreat  Central  Bailway  (Pension  Fnnd)  Bill  [h.l.].— Morley  Corporation 

Bill ;  Llandrindod  Wells  Urban  District  Council  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Acton  Sewage 
Bill ;  Birmingham  Corporation  Bill ;  Great  Northern  Railway  Bill ;  Welling- 
borough and  District  Tramroads  and  Electricity  Supply  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  New- 
castle-upon-Tyne Corporation  Bill  [h.l.].  Report  from  the  Committee 
ofSelection,  That  the  Lord  Hare  (E.  Listowed)  be  proposed  to  the  House  as  a 
member  of  the  Select  Committee  on  the  said  Bills  in  the  place  of  the  Vis- 
count Ridley  ;  read,  and  agreed  to 238 

Sandgate  Urban  District  Council  Bill  [h.l.].— Report  from  the  Committee  of 

Selection,  That  the  Lord  De  Mauley  be  proposed  to  the  House  as  a  member 
of  the  Select  Committee  on  the  said  Bill  in  the  place  of  the  Lord  Denman  ; 
read,  and  agreed  to         238 

Gamble's  Divorce  Bill  [h.l.]. — Amendment  reported  (according  to  order) ; 

and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  To-morrow         23S 

Halone's  Divorce  (Validation)  Bill[[H.L.].— Read  3*  (according  to  order),  and 

passed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons  238 

LantOUr's  Divorce  Bill  [h.l.].— Amendment   reported  (according  to  order), 

and  Bill  to  be  read  3**  To-morrow         , .     23S 
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RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 

Tbads  with  Siberia. — Beport  on  the  condition  and  prospects  of  British  trade 
in  Siberia  by  H.  Cooke,  Special  Commissioner  of  the  Commercial  Intelligence 
Committee  of  the  Board  of  Trade         23^ 

Tbade  Repobts — Annual  Series. 

No.  3371.  Honduras  (Truxillo). 

No.  3372.  China  (Kiungchow). 

No.  3373.  China  (Chinkiang). 

No.  3374.  Persia  (Kerman). . .     239- 

IitDiA  (Forest  Service). — Correspondence  relating  to  the  training  of  forestry 

students  239- 

Bakkino  and  Bailway  Statistics  (Ireland). — Beport  for  December,  1904  , .     239* 

ISbtjcation  (Scotland). 

Code  of  regulations  for  continuation  classes  providing  further  instruc- 
tion for  those  who  have  left  school,  1905. 

Beport  of  the  Committee  of  Council  on  Education  in  Scotland,  with 
Appendix,  1904-1905. 

Presented  (by  Command),  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table        . .         . .     23^ 

Advertisements  Begulation  Bill  [h.l.]. — House  in  Committee  (on  Be-com- 
mitment)  (according  to  Order). 

[The  Earl  of  Onslow  in  the  Chair.] 

Clause  1  agreed  to. 

Clause  2. 

Lord  Balfour  of  Burleigh  . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .     239* 

Amendment  moved — 

"  In  Clause  2,  page  1,  at  end  of  clause  to  insert  the  words,  *  Pro- 
vided that  a  local  authority  in  making  by-laws  under  this  section  shall 
provide  for  the  exemption  from  the  operation  of  such  by-laws  of  any 
'  hoardings  and  similar  structures  in  use  for  advertising  purposes,  and  of 

any  advertisements  exhibited  at  the  time  of  the  making  of  the  by-laws, 
for  such  period,  not  being  less  than  twelve  months,  as  they  may  think 
fit." — {Lord  Balfour  of  Burleigh,) 

Lord  Bd'per  . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         « .         . .     240* 

On  Question  Amendment  agreed  to. 

The  Earl  of  Camperdown  . .  . .  . .         . .     240= 
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Amendment  moved — 

"  In  Clause  2,  page  1,  line  16,  after  the  word  '  landscape '  to  insert 
as  a  new  sub-section  the  words  :  (3)  For  preventing  the  affixing  or  otlier- 
wise  exhibiting  advertisements  upon  any  wall,  tree,  fence,  gate,  or  else- 
where on  private  property,  without  the  consent  of  either  the  owner  or 
the  occupier  previously  given  in  writing." — {The  Earl  of  Camperdowti.) 

Lord  Bdper 

Lord  Heneage 

Lord  Braye 

Lord  Balfour  of  Burleigh   . . 

The  Earl  of  Camperdown 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Committee)  withdrawn. 
Olause  2,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 
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Olause  3. 

Lord  Monkswdl 
Amendment  moved — 


242 


*'  At  end  of  Clause  3,  to  insert  the  words,  '  Provided  always  that 
the  powers  conferred  by  this  Act  shall  be  in  addition  to,  and  not  in 
derogation  of,  any  other  powers  of  making  by-laws  possessed  by  any 
local  authority.'  " — {Lord  Monkswdl.) 

Lord  Balfour  of  Burleigh     . .  . .  . .     343 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to 

Clause  3,  as  amended,  agreed  to.  i 

•Clause  4. 

Lord  Balfour  of  Burleigh 243 

Amendment  moved — 


"  In  Clause  4,  page  2,  line  12,  to  leave  oat  the  word  '  and,'  and 
after  the  word  '  Wales '  to  insert  the  words  *  or  Ireland.'  " — {Lord 
Balfour  of  Burleigh,) 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Lord  Balfour  of  Burleigh 

Amendment  moved — 

"  In  Clause  4,  page  2,  line  14,  after  the  word  '  fund,'  to  insert  the 
words,  '  in  the  case  of  the  city  of  London  out  of  the  consolidated  rate 
of  that  city  and.'  " — {Lord  Balfour  of  Burleigh.) 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 
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Consequential  Amendments  agreed  to. 
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Clause  4,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Lord  Balfour  of  Burleigh  244 

Amendment  moved — 

"  After  Clause  4,  to  insert  as  a  new  clause  the  words  :  '  (1)  In 
the  application  of  this  Act  to  Scotland,  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  shall 
be  substituted  for  the  Secretary  of  State.  (2)  The  town  council  of  a 
burgh  to  which  Section  77  of  the  Burgh  Police  (Scotland)  Act,  1903, 
applies,  shall  not  have  power  to  make  by-laws  for  the  regulation  and 
control  of  hoardings  and  similar  structures  in  terms  of  this  Act.  (3) 
By-laws  made  by  a  county  council  shall  not  be  of  any  force  or  effect 
within  a  Royal,  Parliamentary,  or  police  burgh.  (4)  The  section  of 
this  Act  relating  to  expenses  shall  apply  to  Scotland  with  the  substi- 
tution of  '  general  purposes  rate  '  for  '  county  fund  '  '  Royal,  Par- 
liamentary, or  police  burgh  '  for  '  borough  '  and  '  burgh  general  or 
police  assessment '  for  '  borough  fund  or  borough  rate.'  " — {Lord 
Balfour  of  Burleigh.) 

On  Question,  new  clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  5. 

Consequential  Amendments  agreed  to* 

Drafting  Amendments  agreed  to. 

Clause  5,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Amendment  moved — 

"  After  Clause  5,  to  insert  as  a  new  clause  the  words  :  '  In  the 
application  of  this  Act  to  Ireland  the  Lord-Lieutenant,  acting  with 
the  advice  of  the  Privy  Council,  shall  be  substituted  for  the  Secretary 
of  State.'  ''^(Lord  Balfour  of  Burleigh.) 

Remaining  clause  agreed  to. 

BiU  recommitted  to  the  Standing  Committee  ;  and  to  be  printed  as  amended 
(No-  73.) 

Naval  and  Kilitary  Medals  Bill  [h.l.] — [Second  READiNoj.—Order  of  the 

Day  for  the  Second  Reading  read. 

The  Under 'Secretary  of  State  for  War  {The  Earl  of  Donoughmore) . .         . .     245 
Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2»."— (^*«  Barl  of  Donoughmore.) 

Lord  Muekerry  245 

On  Question,  Bill  read  2*^,  and  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  Monday  next. 

Indentured  Immigrant  Labourers  in  the  Colonies. 

Lord  Stanmore  . .         •     246 
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tary Paper." — (The  Earl  of  Wemyss.) 
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Lord  Tweedmouth 252 

Lord  Newton  . .         . .  . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .  253 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  withdrawn. 

House  adjourned  at  twenty-five  minutes  past  Five  o'clock,  till  To- 
morrow, half-past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS :   MONDAY,  15th  MAY,  1905. 

The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  Clock. 

Mr.  Speaker's  Absence. 

The  House  beuig  met,  the  Clerk  at  the  Table  informed  the  House  of  the 
unavoidable  absence  of  Mr.  Speaker,  owing  to  continued  indisposition. 

Whereupon  Mr.  James  William  Lowther,  the  Chairman  of  Ways 
and  Means,  proceeded  to  the  Table,  and,  after  Prayers,  took  the  Chair  as 
Deputy-Speaker,  pursuant  to  the  Standing  Order. 
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Complied  with). — Mr.  Deputy-Speaker  laid  upon  the  Table  Report  from 
*  one  of  the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  That,  in  the  case  of  the 
following  Bills,  originating  in  the  Lords,  and  referred  on  the  First  Reading 
thereof,  the  Standing  Orders  not  previously  inquired  into,  and  which  are 
applicable  thereto,  have  been  complied  with,  viz, : — ^Dearne  Valley  Railway 
BiU  [Lords]     Sheffield  University  BiU  [Lords]. 

Ordered,  That  the  Bills  be  read  a  second  time 254 

Provisional  Order  Bills  (No  Standing  Orders  Applicable). — Mr.  Deputy- 
Speaker  laid  upon  the  Table  Report  ^om  one  of  the  Examiners  of  Petitions 
for  Private  Bills,  That,  in  the  case  of  the  following  Bills,  referred  on  the 
First  Reading  thereof,  no  Standing  Orders  are  applicable,  viz. : — ^Local 
Government  (Ireland)  Provisional  Orders  (No.  3)  Bill ;  Local  Government 
Provisional  Orders  (No.  7)  Bill ;  Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  8)  Bill. 

Ordered,  That  the  Bills  be  read  a  second  time  To-morrow ^54 
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time." 

Sir  James  Joicey  (Durham,  Chester-le- Street)       569 

Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke  (Kent,  Dartford)           570 

Mr.  Runciman  (Dewsbury) 571 

Mr.  David  Morgan  (Essex,  Walthamstow)            572 

Mr.  John  Bums  (Battersea)           573 

Sir  AOxk  RoUit  (Idington,  S.)        577 

The  Padiamcnlary  Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Bonar  Law, 

Glasgow,  Blackfriars)               579 

Sir  Came  Rasch  (Essex,  Chelmsford)         . .         . .         .  •         . .         .  •  580 

Sir  John  Brunner  (Cheshire,  Norihwich) •  581 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed. 

Captain  Jessd  (St.  Pancras,  S.) <>83 

VOL  CXLVL    [Fourth  Sbribs.]  .        d 
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property  or  works  are  damaged  by  or  in  consequence  of  any  operations 
of  the  Conservators  in  connection  with  dredging  or  otherwise  deepening 
^  r.nd  improving  the  channels  within  the  limits  defined  by  the  Bill,  and 
to  provide  that  any  dispute  or  difference  arising  therefrom  shall  be 
settled  by  arbitration  under  the  Arbitration  Act,  1889." — {Captain 
Jessd.) 

Mr.  John  Bums        •  •         •  •     ^2 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Finance   Bill. — [Secjond  Reading]. — Order  read,   for  resuming  adjourned 
debate  on  Question  [15th  May],  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time." 

Question  again  proposed. 

Mr,  Channing  . .         . .    ' . .         . .  582 

Mr.  John  WUson  {Falkirk  Burghs)  . .  . .         . .  . .  585 

Mr,  Joseph  Walton  {Yorkshire,  W,R.y  Bamdey)  ,,         ,,         ,,  587 
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The  Chancdlor  of  the  Exchequer  {Mr.  Austen  Chamberlain,  Worcestershire, 

7?  \  ^Qi. 
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Mr,  Buchanan  {Perthshire,  E.)^  ,*  .*t ,••,••  •  •     ^^ 

Mr,  Harwood  {Bolton)         . .  ^  . .         . .         . .     601 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — ^Ayes,  155 ;  Noes,  99.    (Division  List  No.  160,)] 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed  for  Monday  nexc. 

Adjourned  at  eighteen  minutes  before  One  O'clock. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS :  WEDNESDAY,  17th  MAY,  1905. 

The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  ClocL 

Mr.  Speaker's  Absence. — The  House  being  met  the  Clerk  at  the  Table  in- 
formed the  House  of  the  unavoidable  absence  of  Mr.  Speaker,  owing  to 
continued  indisposition. 

Whereupon  Mr.  James  Willum  Lowther  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
Means,  proceeded  to  the  Table,  and,  after  Prayers,  took  the  Chair  as 
Deputy-Speaker,  pursuant  to  the  Standing  Order .  •     605 

PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 

Hastings  Harbour  Bill  [Lori>s].— (King's  Consent  signified)— Bill  read  th{ 

third  time,  and  passed,  without  Amendment . .  . .     605 

Hastings  Harbour  District  Railway  (Abandonment)  Bill  [Lords].— 

Considered ;  to  be  read  the  third  time . .         , .     605 


T4BLE  OF  CONTENTS.  li 

Ma^  17J  Page 

Traleo  Urban  District  Oouncil  Bill  [Lords]  f  Tyneside  Tramways  and 
Tramroads  Bill  [LoidB]. — Ab  amended,  considered ;  to  be  read  the  third 

vimf)  ••         ••         ••         ••         ••         a*         ■•         ••         ••         ••     \I\/V 

R Ay. WAY  Bills  (Group  2). — Ordered,  that  Captain  John  Whitby  Dixon,  R.N., 
do  attend  the  Committee  on  Qroup  2  of  Railway  Bills,  this  day  at  Three 
of  the  clock  . .         . .         . .         . .         • .         . .         . .         . .         . .     605 

Private  Bills  (Group  E.) — Ordered,  That  T.  W.  E.  Higgena  do  attend  the 

Committee  on  Group  E  of  Private  Bills  To-morrow,  at  Eleven  of  the  clock    606 

Railway  Bills  (Group  4). — Ordered,  That  Mr.  "William  8.  Green  do  attend  the 
Committee  on  Group  4  of  Railway  Bills  on  Tuesday  next,  at  half-past 
Eleven  of  the  clock  606 

Liverpool  Corporation  BilL— Reported  from  the  Police  and  Sanitary  Com- 
mittee, with  Amendments ;  Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed     606 

Skeirness  Water  Bill. — Reported,  with  Amendments ;  Report  to  lie  upon  the 

Table,  and  to  be  printed  . .         . .     606 

HeOonnell's  Divorce  Bill  [LoRDs].~Reported  from  the  Select  Committee  on 
Divorce  Bills,  without  Amendment.    Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time 606 

PETITIONS. 

Agricultural  Rates  Act,  1896,  etc.,  Continuance  Bill. — Petition  from 
Inverness,  for  alteration  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table        607 

Doos  (Protection)  Bill. — Petition  from  Yorkshire  in  favour;  to  lie  upon 
the  Table  . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .     607 

Education  (Scotland)  BiLL.-^Petition  from  Edinburgh,  in  favour;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table 607 

Marriage  with  a  Deceased  Wipe's  Sister  Bill. — Petition  from  St.  Leonard's- 

on-Sea,  against ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table  607 

Milk  DsFdrs  (London)  Bill. — Petition  from  Bermondsey  in  favour ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table 607 

Teinds  and  Fiars  Prices  (Scotland) — Petition  from  Inverness,  for  alteration 
of  Law ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table  607 

RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 

Army  (Medical  Department). — Copy  presented,  of  Report  for  the  year  1903 
[by  Command] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table  . .         . .         607 

East  India  (Financial  8TATBMENT).-^Retum  presented,  relative  thereto 
[Address  8th  Hay ;  Sir  Henry'  Fodder] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be 
printed.  .  [No.  167]  . .         ; 607 

d2 


lU  TABLE   OP   CONTENTO. 

Ma^  17.]  Page 

Trade  Reports  (Annual  Series). — Copies  presented  of  Diplomatic  and 
Consular  Beports,  Annual  Series  Nos.  3375  and  3376  [by  Command] ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table  . .         . .         . .         . .         •  •     Wl7 

American  Mails. — Return  ordered,  "  showing '  the  number  of  days,  hours, 
and  minutes  occupied  in  the  transit  of  the  Royal  Mails,  both  outward  and 
inward,  carried  during  the  year  1904  by  Steamships  between  Queenstown 
and  New  York,  between  Southampton  and  New  York,  and  between  New 
York  ^nd  Plymouth.  The  Return  to  specify  the  names  of  the  Steamers 
and  to  indicate  by  asterisk  or  otherwise  those  not  carrying  mails  under 
contract," — (Sir  John  Leng)      • .         . .         . .         . .         .,         . .         . .     607 

QUESTIONS  AND  ANSWERS  CIRCULATED  WITH  THE  VOTES. 

Proclaimed  Meeting  at  Capataole — Police  and  Mr.  Roche,  M.P. — Question, 

Mr.  Roche  (Gralway,  E.) ;  Answer,  Mr.  Walter  Long  . .  . .     608 

SuROEONS  IN  the  Royal  Navy. — Question,  Mr.  Reginald  Lucas  (Portsmouth) ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Pretyman  . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .     609 

Turbary  Trustees  on  the  Kino-Harman  Estate. — Question,  Mr.  Tully 

(Leitrim,  S.) ;  Answer,  Mr.  Walter  Long        609 

Report  of  Medical  Officer  of  Health  for  the  Parish  of  Org,  Island  of 
Lewis. — Question,  Mr.  Weir  (Ross  and  Cromarty) ;  Answer,  Mr.  Scott 
Dickson  . .         . .         . .       ' . .         . .         . .         . .         . .     610 

Annual  Income  of  Trusts  appointed  under  the  Educational  Endow- 
ments (Scotland)  Act,  1882. — Question,  Mr.  Weir;  Answer,  Mr.  Scott 
Dickson  . .         .  •         . .         . .         . .  . .         . .         . .     610 

Sunday  Duty  of  Glasgow  Female  Telephone  Staff. — Question,  Mr.  Weir ; 

Answer,  Lord  Stanley 610 

Holidays  in  lieu  of  Bank  Holidays — ^Case  of  Mr.  Alexandra,  Tele- 
graphist OF  Manchester. — Question,  Mr.  Schwann  (Manchester,  N«) ; 
Answer,  Lord  Stanley      . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         • .         . .     611 

Inquiries  for  Next   of    Kin  of   the    late  Helen  Blake. — Question^ 

Mr.  O'Kelly  (Mayo,  N.) ;  Answer,  Mr,  Victor  Cavendish 611 

Drainage  Charge  on  Holding  of  Mr.  Lawrence  Hughes  of  Derrycassan, 
County  Cavan. — Question,  Mr.  Vincent  Kennedy  (Cavan,  W.) ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Victor  Cavendish 612 

Abstractors  and  Assistant  Clerks  in  the  General  Register  and  Record 
Office  of  Shipping  and  Seaman.— Questibn,  Mr.  Reddy  (King's  County, 
Birr) ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bonar  Law  612 

Immigrant  Tax  on  Entry  into  United  States,  Calais  and  Boulogne. — 
Question,  Sir  Howard  Vincent  (Sheffield,  Central);  Answer,  Mr.  Bonar 
A*aw  *.  ..  ..  ..  ••  ,,  ,,  ,,  ,,  ,,     Oxo 

Uncertified  Deaths  in  Ireland.— Question,  Mr.  Weir ;  Answer,  Mr.  Walter 
Liouf^         ••        ••        ••        ••  ,,        ,,        ,.        ,,     613 


TABLE   OP   CONTENTS.  liu 

Matfil.]  Pofjie 

PUKISHMENT    OF    RBFRACTOBY    ChIKESB     CoOLIES     IN    THE     TrANSVAAL. — 

QuestioD,  Mr.  Levy  (Leicestershire,  Loughborough) ;  Answer,  Mr.  Lyfctelton    613 

British  Indians  in  Cape  Colony— Language  Question.— ^Juestion,  Mr. 

Runciman  (Dewsbury) ;  Answer,  Mr.  Lyttelton         614 

Jakes  Cox,  Late  Inniskillen  Fusiliers. — Question,  Mr.  J.  P.  Farrell  (Long- 
ford, N.) ;  Answer,  Mr.  Arnold-Forster  614 

Alleged  Dissatisfaction  among  Men  of  the  Army  Service  Corps  at  Long* 

FORD. — Question,  Mr.  J.  P.  Farrell ;  Answer,  Mr.  Akers-Douglas     . .         . .     615 

QUESTIONS  IN  THE  HOUSE. 

« 

HarriA  Training — ^Lanarkshire  Regiments. — Question,  Mr.  John  Wikon 
(Falkirk  Burghs) ;  Answer,  The  Financial  Secretary  to  the  War  Office 
(Mr.  Bromley  Davenport,  Cheshire,  Macclesfield)         615 

Native  Labour  in  the  South  African  Mines. — Questions,  Mr.  Sydney  Buxton 
I  (Tower  Hamlets,  Poplar) ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
(Mr.  Lyttelton,  Warwick  and  Leamington) 616 

Indian  Army  Administration. — Question,  Mr.  Schwann  (Manchester,  N.) ; 

Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Mr.  Brodrick,  Surrey,  Guildford)    616 

Metropolitan  Police — Regulation  of  Motor  Traffic. — ^Questions,  Sir 
Henry  Fowler  (Wolverhampton,  E.) ;  Captain  Donelan  (Cork,  E.) ;  Mr. 
Scott-Montagu  (Hampshire,  New  Forest) ;  and  Mr.  Swift  MacNeill  (Donegal, 
8.) ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Akcrs- 
Douglas,  Kent,  St.  Augustine's)  . .         . .  ^    . .    617 

Motor  Traffic — Questions,  Mr.  Scares  '(Devonshire,  Barnstaple);   Answers, 

Mr.  Scott-Montagu  . .         . .         . .  . .     618 

Police  Pensions. — Question,  Captain  Norton  (Newington,  W.) ;  Answer,  Mr. 

Akers-Douglas    . .  619 

Heavy  Motor  Traffic  Order.— Question,  Mr.  Cathcart  Wason  (Orkney  and 
Shetland) ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the  Local  Government  Board  (Mr. 
Gerald  Balfour,  Leeds,  Central)  .  -         •  •     619 

Metropolitan  Pneumatic  Despatch  Bill. — Question,  Mr.  Cohen  (Islington, 
E.);  Answer,  The  Postmaster-General  (Lord  Stanley,  Lancashire,  West- 
houghton)  .  •         . .        .^        •  •     620 

Holidays  in  the  Post  Office  Engineering  Department. — Question,  Mr. 

Schwann ;  Answer,  Lord  Stanley  ^20 

Post    Office — Unestablished    Linesmen's    Grievances.— Question,      Mr, 

Schwann ;  Answer,  Lord  Stanley  ••         ••     ^^l 

Applicaton  for  a  Licence  at  the  International  Exhibition,  Hammer- 
smith.—Question,  Mr.  Herbert  Roberts  (Denbighshire,  W.) ;  Answer, 
Sir  Lees  Knowles  (Salford,  W.) ^22 


liv  TABLE   OF   CONTENTS. 

May  17  J  Pflje 

Dalkey  Income-Tax  Dispute. — Questions,  Mr.  J.  P.  Fanell  (Longford,  N.) ; 
Answers,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Austen  Chamberlain,  Wor- 
cestershire,  E.)      . .         . .         . .         . .         • .         •  •         •  •         .  •         •  •    623 

River  Riffey  Floods.— Question,  Mr.  J.  P.  Farrell ;  Answer,  The  Financial 

Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Victor  Cavendish,  Derbyshire,  W.)    . .         . .    623 

Dublin  Law  Courts'  Clerkships, — Question,    Mr.  MacVeagh    (Down,   S.) ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Victor  Cavendish 621 

Maconochy  Estate    County  Longford, — Question,  Mr.  J.  P.  Farrell ;  An- 
swer, The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Walter  Long,  Bristol,  S.) . .         . .    625 

Alleged  Incitement  to  Boycotting  at  Drummullan. — Question,  Mr.  Sloan 

(Belfast,  S.)  1  Answer,  Mr.  Walter  Long  625 

Irish   Agricultural   Department — ^Veterinary   Branch. — Question,    Mr. 

j  ;    O'Kelly  (Mayo,  N.) ;  Answer,  Mr.  Walter  Long 626 

Lough  Neagh  Drainage. — Questions,  Mr.  MacVeagh;  Answers,  Mr.  Walter 
Long  62t) 


Domiciliary  Police  Visits  at  Athenry.— Questions,  Mr.  Dillon  (Mayo,  E.) ; 
Captain  Donelan,  Mr.  Blake  (Longford,  S.) ;  and  Mr.  Patrick  O'Brien  (Kil- 
kenny) ;  Answers,  Mr.  Walter  Long     . .         . ,         . , 


627 


The  Committee  op  Defence. — Questions,  Mr.  Gibson  Bowfes  (Lynn  Regis) ; 
Sir  Henry  Fowler ;  Answers,  The  Prime  Minister  and  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Manchester,  E.)  . .    628 

Agricultural  Rates  Act,  1896,  etc.,  Ooutinuance  Bill.  >.:  - 

Considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
[Mr.  Jeffreys  (Hampshire,  N.)  in  the  Chair.] 
Clause  1. 

Amendment  again  proposed — 

"In  page  1,  line  6,  to  leave  out  the  words  *  one  thousand  nine 
hundred  and  ten,'  and  insert  the  words  '  until  Parliament  shall  other- 
wise determine.'  " — {Mr.  Lambert,) 


Question  again  proposed,  "  That  the  words  *  one  thousand  nine  hundred  and 
ten '  stand  part  of  the  clause." 

Mr.  Dillon  {Mayo,  E.)        . ,         631 


The  Prime  Minister  and  First'iLord  of  the  Treasury  {Mr 

Manchester,  E,)  . .         . .  ^      . . 

Sir  Henry  Fowler  {Wolverhampton,  E,)    . . 
Mr.  LanAert  {Devonshire,  South  MoUon) 
Mr.  Chaplin  ^Lincolnshire,  Sleaford) 
Mr.  Dalzid  (Kirkcaldy  Burghs) 
Mr.Mildmay   {Devonshire^   fotnes) 


A.  J.  Balfour, 
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Gerald  Balfour, 


Lord  Edmund  FUzmaurice  {Wittahire,  CricJdade) 

Mr.  Gibson  Bowles  (Lynn  Regis)    . . 

Mr.  EmmoU  (Oldham) 

Sir  George  Bardey  (Idington,  N.)  ., 

Dr.  'Hutchinson  (Sussex,  Rye) 

Lieut.'Col.  Pryce-Jones  (Montgomery  Boroughs)  . , 

Mr.  Lloyd-George  (Carnarvon  Boroughs)  . . 

Mr.  Tennant  (Berwickshire) 

Mr.  Lough  (Islington,  W.) 

QueBtion  put. 

The  Oonunittee  divided  : — Ayes,  266  ;   Noes,  80.    (Division  List  No.  161). 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed.  ''  That  the  clause  stand  part  of  the 
BiU." 

Mr.  Channing  (Northamptonshire,  E.) 
Mr.  Crijyps  (Lancashire,  Stretford) 

Mr.  Lloyd-George 

Mr.  Spear  (Devonshire,  Tavistock) 

Sir  Edward  Strachey  (Somersetshire,  S.)    .. 

Mr.  Benn  (Devonport) 

Mr.  Toulmin  (Bury,  Lancashire) 

Mr.  Cathcart  W€uon  (Orkney  and  Shetland) 

Mr.  A.  K.  Loyd  (Berkshire,  Abingdon) 

Sir  Robert  Reid  (Dumfries  Burghs) 

The  President  of  the  Local  Government  Board  (Mr. 

Leeds,  Central)  

Lord  Edmund  FUzmaurice  

Mr.  Dalziel  . ,         • .         . . 

Sir  Mark  Stewart  (Kirkcudbrightshire) 

Mr.  Courtenay  Warner  (Staffordshire,  Lichfidd)  . . 

Mr.  Hancood  (Bolton)  

Question  put. 

The  CSbnunittee  divided  :— Ayes,  244 ;   Noes,  86.    (Division  List  No.  162). 

Bill  reported,  without  Amendment;    to  be  read  the  third  time  upon 
Monday  next. 

GOYenunent  Ships  Bill. — Second  Reading — ^Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 
The  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  {Mr.  Pretyman,  Suffolk,  Woodbridge)    . , 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a 
second  time." 

Mr.  Edmund  Robertson  (Dundee) 

Mr.  Kearley  (Devonport) 

Mr.  Gibson  Bougies  (Lynn  Regis) 

Sir  Robert  Reid  (Dumfries  Burghs)  

The  Attorney-General  (Sir  Robert  Fvnlay,  Inverness  Burghs) 

Mr.  Blake  (Longford,  S.)     .. 

Mr.  Rundman  (Dewsbury)  

And,  it  being  half-past  Seven  of  the  clock,  the  debate  stood  adjourned. 

Pebate  to  be  resumed  apon  Monday  next. 
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EVENING  SITTING. 

West  Indian  Ck>LONiES  (Administration). 

Mr»  LamorU  {Buteshire) (»94 

Motion  made,  and  Qnestion  proposed, ''  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House, 
it  is  desirable  to  extend  federal  institutions  in  the  British  West  Indies, 
in  order  to  improve  and  to  cheapen  the  administration  of  those 
colonies.*' — (Mr.  Lamont.) 

Sir  Charles  DUke  {Gloucestershire,  Forest  of  Dean)        699 


ti 


Amendment  proposed — 

''  To  leave  out  from  the  word  *  That,'  to  the  end  of  the  Question, 
and  add  the  words  '  no  change  in  the  institutions  of  the  British  West 
Indies  will  be  satisfactory  which  does  not  recognise  the  predominant 
interest  of  the  majority  of  the  taxpayers  in  the  administration  of  the 
Oolonies.'  " — {Sir  Charles  DUke) — ^instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question." 

Mr.  Malcolm  {Suffolk,  Stoumarket)  705 

Mr.  Bryce  {Aberdeen,  S,) . .         . .  709 

Mr.  Randies  {Cumberland,  Cockermouth) ..711 

Mr.  Cathcart  Wason  {Orkney  and  Shetland)         713 

Mr.  Lawrence  {Liverpool ,  Abercromby)      ..         ..         ..         ..         ..71-4 

Sir  Brampton  Gurdon  {Norfolk,  N.)        715 

The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Mr.  Lyttdton,  Warwick  and 

Leamington)        . .         . .         . .  . .         . .         . .         . .     71G 

Sir  Edward  Grey  (Northumberland,  Berwick)         721 

Amendment  and  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Heavy  Motor-Car  Regulations. 

Mr.  Gardner  (Berkshire,  Wokingham)        724 

Notice  taken  that  forty  Members  were  not  present ;    House  counted,  and 
.    forty  Members  not  being  present — 

House  was  adjourned  at  ten  minutes  before  Twelve  of  the  clock 
,        till  To-morrow. 


HOUSE  OF  LORDS :   THURSDAY,  18th  MAY,  1905. 

PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  acquainted  the  House,  That  the  Clerk  of  the  Parlia- 
ments had  laid  upon  the  Table  the  Certificates  from  the  Examiners  that  the 
further  Standing  Orders  applicable  to  the  following  Bills  have  been  com- 
plied with  : — Baker  Street  and  Waterloo  Railway ;  Edgware  and  Hamp- 
stead  Railway ;  Charing  Cross,  Euston,  and  Hampstead  Railway ;  Andover 
Lighting  and  Power. 


;i 


The  same  were  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table 725 
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City  of  London  Electric  Lighting  Company  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  East  London  and 

Lower  Thames  Electric  Power  Bill  [h.l.]  ;   Charing  Cross  and  Strand  Elec- 
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Supply  [Tth  Allottko  Day/* 
Considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
[Mr.  Jeffreys  (Hampshire,  N.)  in  the  Chair. 

Navy  Estimates,  1905-6. — Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  a  sum, 
not  exceeding  £1,905,200,  be  granted  to  His  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Expense 
of  Works,  Buildings,  and  Repairs,  at  Home  and  Abroad,  including  the  cost 
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connected  therewith,  which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  th 
year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March,  1906." 

The  Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  {Mr.  Arthur  Zee,  Hants,  Fareham)       . .  778 
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Mr.  Oibson  Bowles  (Lynn  Regis) 780 

Mr.  Thomas  Shaw  (Haunck  Burghs)  782 

Sir  John  Colomb  (Cheat  Yarmouth)  785 

Mr.  McCrae  (Edinburgh,  E.)  788 

Mr.  Gibson  Bowles  . .  789 

Mr.  Edmund  Robertson         790 

Mr.  Buchanan  (Perthshire,  E.)        791   • 

Mr.  John  Dewar  (Inverness)  796 

Mr.  Arthur  Lee  . .  796 

Sir  Charles  DUke  (Oloucestershire,  Forest  of  Dean)  801 

The  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  Pretyman,  Suffolk,  Woodbridge)     . .  803 

Mfi  Munro  Ferguson  (Leith  Burghs)  805 

Mr:  Black  (Banffshire)         807 

Sir  John  Colomb  (Oreat  Yarnuyulh)  809 

Mr.  Benn  (Devonport)  809 

Mr.  Whitley  (Halifax)  810 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  '*  That  Item  A»  (Salarieb  and  Allow- 
ances of  Superintending  Officers  and  others)  be  reduced  by  £510." — 
(Mr.  Whitley). 

Mr.  Bright  (Shropshire,  Oswestry)  811 

Mr.  Arthur  Lee  . .         . .         . .         . .  . .         . .  812 

Mr.  Gibson  Bovies  . .        ' . .  . .         . .         . .  813 

Mr.  Courtenay  Warner  (Staffordshire,  Lichfield)   . .         . .         . .  813 

Mr.  Labouchere  (Northampton)  . .         . .         . .  814 

Mr.  Charles  Devlin  (Galtoay)  . .         . .         . .  . .         .  •  815 

V 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes,  118 ;  Noes,  202.    (Division  Iiist  No.  163.i 

Mr.  Courtney  Warner  . .         . .         . .  819 

Mr.  Arthur  Lee         819 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn; 

Mr.  Whitley  ..820 

Mr.  Dillon  (Mayo,  E.)  ..     820 
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And,  it  being  half-past  Seven  of  the  clock,  the  Chairman  left  the  Chair  to 
make  his  Report  to  the  House. 

The  Clerk  at  the  Table  informed  the  House  of  the  unavoidable  absence  of 
the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  from  the  remainder  of  this  day's 
Sitting,  owing  to  indisposition. 

Whereupon  Mr.  Jeffbeys,  the  Deputy-Chairman,  took  the  Chair  as  Deputy- 
Speaker,  pursuant  to  the  Standing  Order. 

Committee  report  ii'rogress  ;  to  sit  again  this  evening. 


EVENING  SITTING.  ] 

Supply  [7th  Allotted  Day.] 

Considered  in  Conumttee. 

(In  the  Committee.)  * 

[Mr.  Jeffreys  (Hampshire,  N.),  in  the  Chair.] 

Navy  Estimates,  1905-6. — Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  a  sum, 
not  exceeding  £1,905,200,  be  granted  to  His  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Expense 
of  Works,  Buildings,  and  Repairs  at  Home  and  Abroad,  including  the  cost 
of  Superintendence,  f^urchase  of  Sites,  Grants  in  Aid,  and  other  charges 
connected  therewith,  which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the 
year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March,  lOOft." 

Mr.  Whitley  

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  *'  That  Item  D  (Victualling  Yards)  be 
reduced  by  £550."--(^»'.  Whitiey.) 
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Cohnd  Loekwood  {Essex,  Epping)             ,, 

..     829 

Mr.  Morrison  ( Wiltshire,  Wilton) 

..    829 

Sir  Frederick  Banbury  (Carnberwdl,  Feciham) 
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Mr.  Bromley  Davenport 

..    830 

Mr.  Renwick  (Newcastle-on-Tyne) 

..    831 

Mr.  W.  Rutherford  {Liverpool,  West  Derby) 

..    -831 

Mr.  Mooney              

..    832 
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Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes,  101 ;  Noes,  151.    (Division  List  No.  164.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mr.  Wkilley  •   •     . .     839 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ''  Tlhit  Item  E  (Naval  Barracks  and 
General  Fleet  Services)  be  reduced  by  £15,000."— (if r.  Whitley.) 

Mr,  Shacldeton  {Lancashire^  Clitheroe) 840 

Mr,  Mooney  . .         . .  841 

Mr.  Arthur  Lee          . .         . .  . .         . .         . .         . .  842 

Mr.  Swift  MacNeiU  (Donegal^  8.)  842 

Qu  stion  put. 

The  Committee  divided : — ^Ayes,  95 ;    Noes,  151.    (Division  List  No.  165.) 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, ''  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £336,400, 
be  granted  to  His  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Expenses  of  the  Admiralty 
Office,  which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  31st  day  of  March,  1906." 

Mr,  Swift  MacNeiU  846 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  Item  A  (Salaries,  Wages,  and 
Allowances)  be  reduced  by  £100."— (Mr.  Swift  MacNeiU.) 

Mr.  Pretyman  ,,  849 

JjOLr.  X#{/r*fv  ■•  ..  ..  ..  ••  ••        OtJX 

Andy  it  being  Midnight,  the  Chairman  left  the  Chair  to  make  his  Report  to  tho 
House. 

Resolution  to  be  reported  upon  Monday  next ;  Committee  also  report  Pro 
gress ;  to  sit  again  upon  Monday  next. 

Question,  "  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn  " — {Sir  A,  Adand-Hood)  put 
and  agreed  to. 

Adjourned  at  seven  minutes  after  Twelve  o'clock: 


HOUSE  OP  LORDS,   FRIDAY,  MAY  19th,   1905. 

PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 

The  Lord  Chakcellor  acquainted  the  House,  that  the  Clerk  of  the  Parliaments 
had  laid  upon  the  Table  the  Certificate  from  the  Examiners  that  the  Standing 
Orders  have  not  been  complied  with  in  respect  of  the  Petition  for  additional 
provision  in  the  following  Bill : — Wellingborough  and  District  Tramroads 
Electricity  Supply  [h.l.].    The  same  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table  . .    85r 
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tore  (E.  Kintore)) ,  and  reported  from  the  Conunittee.     (No.  79)  . .         . .     854 

Local  Government  (Ireland)  Provisional  Order  (No.  1)  BiU  (No.  80) ; 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders  (No.  4)  Bill  (No.  81) ;  Local  Govern- 
ment Provisional  Orders  (No.  5)  Bill  (No.  82). — Brought  from  the  Commons 
and  read  1* ;   to  be  printed  ;   and  referred  to  the  Examiners  . .         . .     85i 
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Hitchill  and  District  Gas  Bill ;  Croydon  Corporation  Bill ;  Ealing  Corporation 
Bill;  Education  Board  Provisional  Order  Confirmation  (London  No.  1) 
Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Stockport  Corporation  Bill ;  Bristol  Corporation  Bill ;  Great 
Western  Railway  (New  Railways)  Bill ;  Great  Western  Railway  (Additional 
Powers)  Bill ;  Gas  and  Water  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  1)  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  London 
Gas  Bill. — Report  from  the  Committee  of  Selection,  That  the  following  Lords 
be  proposed  to  the  House  to  form  the  Select  Committ3e  for  the  consideration 
of  the  said  Bills,  viz.  — D.  Wellington,  M.  Winchester,  E.  Rosse,  E.  Gains- 
borough, L-  Newton  (Chairman) ;  agreed  to  ;  and  the  said  Lords  appointed 
accordingly.  The  Committee  to  meet  on  Thursday  next,  at  Eleven  o'clock ; 
and  all  petitions  referred  to  the  Committee,  with  leave  to  the  petitioners 
praying  to  be  heard  by  counsel  against  the  Bills  to  be  heard  as  desired,  as 
also  counsel  for  the  Bills  854 

Newcastle-npon-Tyne  Corporation  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Acton  Sewage  Bill ;  jWelling- 
borough  and  District  Tramroads  and  Electricity  Supply  Bill  [h.l.]. — ^Re- 
port from  the  Committee  of  Selection,  That  the  Lord  Ranfurly  {E,  JRcmfurly) 
be  pioposed  to  the  House  as  a  member  of  the  Select  Committee  on  the  said 
Bills  in  the  place  of  the  Lord  Ravensworth ;  read,  and  agreed  to  . .  855 

Metropolitan  and  Great  Central  Railway  Ooinpanies  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  South- 

port,  Birkdale,  and  West  Lancashire  Water  Board  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Formby 
Township  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Humber  Conservancy  Bill  [h.l.].  Report  from  the 
Oommittee  of  Selection,  That  the  Viscount  Ridley  be  proposed  t6  the  House 
as  a  member  of  the  Select  Committee  on  the  said  Bills  in  the  place  of  the 
Earl  of  Yarborough ;  read  and  agreed  to        855 

RETURNS,  REPORTS,\ETC. 

Fks  Fttnd  of  the  House  of  Lords. — The  Lord  Chancellor  acquainted  the 
House,  That  the  Clerk  of  the  Parliaments  had  laid  on  the  Table  the  Annual 
Accounts  of  the  Fee  Fund  of  the  House  of  Lords.  The  same  was  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  Table,  and  to  be  referred  to  the  Select  Committee  of  the  House 
of  Lords  Offices    . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .     855 

Poor  Relief  (Scotland). — ^Report  to  the  Local  (Jovemment  Board  for  Scotland 
on  the  methods  of  administering  poor  relief  in  certain  large  town  parishes 
of  Scotland  . ,         . .         , ,         . .         . .         . .         ....         . .     855 

Education  (Scotland). — Reports,  statistics,  etc.,  on  Continuation  Classes 
(Scotland),  1903-1904 ^^^ 

Tmhity  College,  Dublin,  Estates  Commissiok 
Report  of  the  Commissioners.                    \ 
jUppendix  and  minutes  of  evidence ;  with  appendices  and  maps. 
Presented  (by  Command),  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Tablel 85b 

•      ■*  — 

1 
.Hsdway  Conservancy. — Statement  of  receipts  and  expenditure  by  the  Con- 
*     servators  for  the  year  ended  March  25th,    1905.     Delivered  (pursuant 
to  Act),  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Tabl^        S56 
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Licensed  Houses. — Petition  for  early  closing  of ;    of  Readifig  and  District 

Temperance  Council ;    read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table        . .         .  •     856 

Polling  Districts  (County  Oouncils)  Bill  [h.l.]. 

Polling  Arrangements  (Parliamentary  Boroughs)  Bill  [h.l.].— Head  3a 

(according  to  order),  and  passed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons  . .         . .         . .     B56 

House  adjourned  at  twenty-five  minutes  before  Five  o'clock,  to 
Monday  next,  a  quarter  before  Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS :    FRIDAY,  19th  MAT,  1905. 
The  House  met  at  Twelve  of  the  Clock. 

Hk.  Speaker's  Absence. 

The  House  being  met,  the  Clerk  at  the  Table  informed  the  House  of 
the  unavoidable  absence  of  Mr.  Speaker,  owing  to  continued  indisposition. 

Whereupon  Mr.  James  William  Lowther,  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
Means,  proceeded  to  the  Table,  and,  after  Prayers,  took  the  Chair  as  Deputy- 
Speaker,  pursuant  to  the  Standing  Order. 

PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 

Private  Bills  [Lords]  Standing  Orders  Applicable  thereto  not  com- 
plied with). — Mr.  Deputy-Speaker  laid  upon  the  Table  Report  from 
one  of  the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  That,  in  the  case  of 
the  following  Bill,  originating  in  the  L6rds,  the  Standing  Orders  which  are 
applicable  thereto  have  not  been  complied  with,  viz. : — ^Great  Central 
Railway  Bill  [Lords]. 

Ordered,  That  the  Report  be  referred  to  the  ii^elect  Committee  on  Standing 

vJicieFs  •■  •■  ••  ••  ••         ..     o«j  I 

Provisional  Order  Bills  (Standing  Orders  Applicable  thereto  complied 
with). — Mr.  Deputy-Speaker  laid  upon  the  Table  Report  from  one  of  the 
Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  That,  in  the  case  of  the  following 
Bills  referred  on  the  First  Reading  thereof,  the  Standing  Orders  which  are 
applicable  thereto  have  been  complied  with,  viz. : — Local  Government 
(Ireland)  Provisional  Orders  (No.  4)  Bill ;  Local  Government  Provisional 
Orders  (No.  10)  Bill. 

Ordered,  That  the  Bills  be  read  a  second  time  upon  Monday  next   . .  857 

Highland  Railway  BilL— Read  the  third  time,  and  passed.    [New  Title]  . .     857 

Leeds  and  Liverpool  Canal  Bill  [Lords]  ;  Metropolitan  District  Railway 
Bill  [Lords] ;  Orphan  Working  School  and  Alexandra  Orphanage  Bill 
[Lords].    Read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  with  Amendments       . .         . .     857 

Orelkt  Northern,  Piccadilly,  and  Brompton  Railway  (No.  1)  BilL— As 

amended,  considered  ;  Clauses  added  ;  Amendments  made  ;  Bill  to  be  read 

the  third  time        . . 857 
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Electric  Li|rhting  Provisional  Orders  (No.  1)  Bill.— Electric  Lighting  Pro- 
visional Orders  (No.  3)  Bill.  As  amended,  considered  ;  to  be  read  the  third 
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Railway  Bills  (Group-No.  6). — Mr.  Ksarley  reported  from  the  Committee 
on  Group  No.  6  of  Railway  Bills  ;  That,  for  the  convenience  of  parties,  the 
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Private  Bills  (Oboup  E). — Ordered,  That  Jjieutenant-Colpnel  Charles  Fox  do 
attend  the  Oommittee  on  Group  E  of  Private  Bills  on  Tuesday  next,  at 
Eleven  of  the  clock  . .         . .         . .         . .  . .         . .         . .     858 

Beetle  (Jorporation  BilL — ^The  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means,  in  pursuance 
of  Stanoing  Order  No.  83  relating  to  Private  Bills,  informed  the  House  that, 
in  his  opinion  the  Bootle  Corporation  Bill,  though  unopposed,  ought  to  be 
treated  as  an  opposed  Bill  858 

PETITIONS. 

House  op  Commons  (Procedure).— Petition  of  E.  C.  Wolstenholme  Elmy^ 

and  others  for  alteration ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table        858 

Licensed  Premises  (Hours  op  Closing). — Petition  from  King's  Lynn    for 
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Wages  Boards  Bill. — Petition  from  London,  against ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table    859 
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I*ooR  Beuef  (Scotland). — Copy  presented,  of  Report  to  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  for  Scotland  on  the  methods  of  administering  Poor  Rolief  in 
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Education  (Scotland)  (Continuation  Classes). — Copy  presented,  of  Reports, 
Statistics,  etc.,  on  Continuation  Classes  (Scotland),  1903-4  [by  Command] ; 
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Trinity  College,  Dublin,  Estates  Commission. — Copy  presented,  of  Report 
of  the  Commissioners  [by  Command] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table  . .  850 

Thinity  College,  Dublin,  Estates  Commission. — Copy  presented,  of  Appendix 
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narvon Boroughs) ;  Answer,  Mr.  Arthur  Lee  . .         . .         . .         . .     861 
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Answer,  Mr.  Walter  Long  864 

Advances  to  Lord  Dunraven's  Town  Tenants  in  Croom,  County  Limerick. 

— Question,  Mr.  O'Shaugnessy  (Limerick,  W.) ;  Answer,  Mr.  Walter  Long    864 

Assistant  Clerks  (Abstractors  Class) — Benefits  of  New  Scheme. — Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Nannetti ;  Answer,  Mn  Victor  Cavendish  • .         . ,         . .         , ,     ^55 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS. 


Ixxr 
Page 


yiajf  19.] 

Selection  (Staj^ding  Committees). — Mr.  Halsey  reported  from  the  Com- 
mittee of  Selection ;  That  they  had  discharged  the  follownig  Members 
from  the  Standing  Committee  on  Law  and  Courts  of  Justice,  and  Legal 
Procedure,  in  respect  of  the  Town  Tenants  (Ireland)  Bill :— Sir  Charles 
Dilke  and  Mr.  Jordan ;  and  had  appointed  in  substitution  : — Mr.  Higham 
and  Mr.  Joyce 685 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

NEW  WRIT: 

New  Writ  for  the  County  of  York  (North  Riding,  Whitby  Division),  in 
ihe  room  of  Ernest  William  Beckett,  esquire,  now  Baron  Grimthorpe. — 
(Mr,  H,  W,  Forster,)        805 

Land  Values  (Taxation)  Scotland  Bill.— [Second  Readikg.].— Order  for 
Second  Reading  read. 


Mr.  AinstDorth  {Argyllshire)  

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Sir  Hugh  Shaw-Stewart  (Renfrew,  E.) 

Mr.  Baird  (Glasgow,  Centred)         

Amendment  proposed — 

"  To  leave  out  the  word  *  now,'  and  at  the  end  of  ihe  Question  to 
add  the  words  *  upon  this  day  six  months.'  " — (Sir  Hugh  Shaw-Steioart,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word- '  now '  stand  part  of  the  Quoatiou." 

Mr,  Crambie  (Kincardineshire) 

Mr.  Whitley  {Halifax)         

Sir  Charles  Renshaw  (Renfrew,  W,) 

Mr,  Findlay  (Lanarkshire,  N.E.).. 

Sir  William  Arrol  (Ayrshire,  S.)   . . 

Mr.  Charles  Douglas  (Lanarkshire,  N,W>) 

Mr.  Hozier  (Lanark,  S.) 

Mr,  Thomas  Shaw  (Hawick  Burghs) 

The  Lard  Advocate  (Mr.  Scott  Dickson,  Glasgow,  Bndgton) 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes,  145 ;    Noes,  131.     (Division  List  No.  163.) 

Main  Question  put. 

The  House  divided  :— Ayes,  143 ;  Noes,  123.    (Divisi  >n  List  No.  167). 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed  for  Mond  ly  next. 

Wherupon  Mr.  Deputy-Speaker  adjourned  the  House  without  Question 
put,  in  pursumce  of  Standing  Order  No.  3. 
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Adjourned  at  thirty-five  minutes  before  Six  o'clock  till  Moniay  next. 
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HOUSE  OF  LORDS  :  MONDAY,  22nd  MAT,  1905. 

PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 

The  LoBD  Chanobllor  acquainted  the  House  That  the  Clerk  of  the  Parliaments 
had  laid  upon  the  Table  the  Certificates  from  the  Examiners  that  the  further 
Standing  Orders  applicable  to  the  following  Bills  have  been  complied  with  : 
Rotherham,  Maltby,  and  Laughton  Railway ;  London  United  Tramwajrs 
(Extension  of  Time).. 

The  same  were  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table 917 

Metropolitan  and  Great  Central  Railway  Companies  Bill  [h.l.].— Leave 

given  to  the  Select  Committee  to  continue  sitting  in  the  absence  of  the 
Lord  Monk  Bretton         917 

Whitby  Urban  District  Condcil  Bill  [h.l.].— The  King's  consent  signified ; 

and  Bill  reported  from  the  Select  Committee,  with  Amendments    . .         . .     917 

Bangor  (Ooimty  Down)  Water  and  Improvement  Bill  [h.l.].— The  King's 

consent  sigmfied ;  and  Bill  reported  from  the  Select  Committee,  with  Amend- 
ments   917 


;  Wellingborough  and  District 
;  Acton  Sewage  Bill.    Report 


917 


Mansfield  Corporation  Bill  [H.L.].~Reported  from  the  Select  Committee, 
with  Amendments  

Metropolitan  and  Oreat  Central  Railway  Companies  Bill[H.L.].— Reported 

from  the  Select  Committee,  with  Amendments  917 

Sandgate  Urban  District  Council  Bill  [h.l.].— Leave  was  given  to  the  Select 

Committee  not  to  sit  To-morrow  till  Two  o'clock 917 

Newcastle-npon-Tyne  Corporation  Bill  [h.l. 

Trr.mroads  and  Electricity  Supply  Bill  [h.l.] 

from  the  Committee  of  Selection,  That  the  Lord  cioncuny  be  proposed  to 
the  House  as  a  member  of  the  Select  Committee  on  the  said  Bills  in  the 
plftce  of  the  Lord  Ranfurly  (E,  Ranfurly) ;   read,  and  agreed  to. 

Southport,  Birkdale,  and  West  Lancashire  Water  Board  Bill  [h.l.]  ; 

Formby  Township  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Humber  Conservancy  Bill  [h.l.].— Report 
from  the  Committee  of  Selection,  That  the  Viscount  Clifden  be  proposed 
to  the  House  as  a  member  of  the  Select  Committee  on  the  ^  said  Bills  in  the 
place  of  the  Lord  Monk  Bretton ;  read,  and  agreed  to         918 

Baker  Street  and  Waterloo  Railway  Bill ;  Edgware  and  Hampstead  Rail- 
way Bill ;  Channg  Cross,  Euston,  and  Hampstead  Railway  Bill ;  Andover 
Lightmg  and  Power  Bill.  —  Read  2*,  and  committed.  The  Committee  to  be 
proposed  by  the  Committee  of  Selection         918 

Weaver  Navigation  Bill  [h.l.];  Leven's  Patent  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Darien  Gold  Min- 

mg  Company  BiU  [h.l.].— Read  3»,  and  passed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons     918 

Epping  Bas  Bill.— Read  3%  and  passed. 

Lonffhborongh  Corporation  Bill ;  Norwich  Union  Life  Insurance  Society  Bill; 
Great  Eastern  Railway  Bill.— Read  3%  with  the  Amendments,  and  passed, 
and  returned  to  the  Commons  ...  Qi>i 
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Higham  and  Hundred  of  Hoo  Water  Bill. — Read  3^,  with  the  Amendment, 

and  passed,  and  returned  to  the  Commons 


••         ••         ••         ••         •• 


Electric  Lighting  Provisional  Order  (No.  2)  Bill.— Brought  from  the 

CjQun^ns    ..         ..         ..         ..         ••         ••         ....         ••         ••     9I0 

■ 

Eij^hland  Railway  Bill. — Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  read  1*  ;  and  referred 

to  the  Kyaminera  ..         ..         ..         ..         ..         ..         ..         ..918 

Leeds  and  Liyerpool  Canal  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Metropolitan  District  Railway  Bill 
[H.L.] ;   Orph^  Working  School  and  Alexandra  Orphanage  Bill  [h.l.]. — 
^  Returned  &om  the  Conunons  agreed  to,  with  Amendments 918 

Formby  Township  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Humbbr  Conservancy  Bill  [h.l.]. — Report 
from  the  Committee  of  Selection,  That  the  Viscount  Hill  and  the  Lord 
Clinton  be  proposed  to  the  House  as  members  of  the  Select  Committee  on 
the  said  Bills  in  the  place  of  the  Viscount  CUfden  and  the  Viscount  Ridley ; 
read,  and  agreed  to  . .         . .         918 

Electric  Lighting  Provision  al  Order  (No.  2)  BilL—R  )ad  I  'J;  to  be  printed ; 

and  referred  to  the  Examiners.    (No.  84) •        ••         ..     919 

PETITION. 

Licensed  Houses. — Petition  for  early  closing  of ;  of  public  meeting  at  Carling- 

cot ;  read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table         919 

RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 

Colonies  (Annual). — ^No.  HI.    Bermuda.    Report  for  1904    • .        . .  •      . .     919 

Fisheries  (Ireland). — ^Report  of  the  Department  of  Agricultural  and  Technical 
Instruction  for  Ireland  on  the  sea  and  inland  fisheries  of  Ireland,  for  the 
years  1902  and  1903.    Part  II.  Scientific  investigations        919 

Indu  (Afghanistan). — ^Treaty  between  the  British  Government  and  the  Amir 
0!  Afghanistan,  dated  21st  March,  1905  ;  with  Papers  relating  thereto        •  •     919 

Trade  Reports  (Annual  Series).^ 
No.  337.  Japan. 
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Presented  (by  Command),  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table^        •  •         . .     919 

Post  Office  (Post  Office  Savings  Banks)  :  Statutory  Rules  and  Orders, 
1905.— The  Post  Office  S.ivh^  Bank  Regulations,  1905,  dated  inth  May. 
1905.  Laid  before  the  Houa  (pursuant  to  Act)^  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
Table  917 

NEW  BILL. 

Sztralition  BUI  [h.l.].— A  Bill  to  include  bribery  amongst  extradition  crimes. 
Was  presented  by  the  Lord  Chancellor ;  read  V;  to  ba  printed  ;  and  to  bo 
read  2!"  on  Thursday  next.    (No.  2i3) 920 
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Workmen's  Compensation  Bill  [H.L.].^AmeDdments  reported  (according  to 
order).  A  further  Amendment  moved  ;  objected  to  ;  and,  on  Question, 
disagreed  to.  An  Amendment  moved,  and  (by  leave  of  the  House)  with- 
drawn. An  Amendment  made.  Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Monday  next ;  and 
to  be  printed  as  amended.    (No.  85)     . . . .    020 

Supreme  Oonrt  of  Judicature  (Ireland)  (No.  1)  Bill  [h-l.].— Read  2»  (ac- 
cording to  order  and  committed  to  a  Cr  mra'ttcc  cf  the  WV.ole  House  on 
Thursday  next  . .         . .         . .         , .         . .    920 

British  Shippinq  Trade — ^Foreign  Reservations  and  Encroachments. 

Lord  Muskerry  .  •         . .  .  •         . .         .  •  . .    920 

The  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  {The  Marqttese  of  Lansdoume)     925 

Workmen's  Compensation  Bill  [h.l.].-— Amendments  reported  (according  to 
order). 

Lord  Heneage  . .  . .     '   . '.         . .         . .         . .    931 

Amendment  moved — 

**  In  Clause  3,  page  2,  line  37,  to  leave  out  the  word  *  six '  tind  in- 
•  sort  the  word  *  nine.'  " — (Lord  Heneage.) 

Lord  Bdper    . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .    932 

The  Marquess  of  Ripon  . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .    933 

0n^Que8tion,^Amendment  negatived. 

Viscount  Cross  . .    933 

The  Lord  Chancellor  (The  Earl  of  Hahbury)         934 

Amendment  moved — 

'*  In  Clause  23,  page  16,  to  leave  out  Sub-seotion  (4),  and  to  insert  the 
the  following  new  sub-sections :    *  (4)  Every  enactment  and  word  of 
this  Act  which  is  expressed  to  be  substituted  for  or  added  to  any  portion 
of  the  principal  Act  or  the  Workmen's  Comx)ensation  Act,  1900,  shall 
form  part  of  those  Acts  respectively  in  the  place  assigned  to  it  by  this 
Act,  and  those  Acts,  and  all  Acts,  including  this  Act,  which  refer  thereto 
shall,  after  the  commencement  of  and  subject  to  the  savings  contained 
in  this  Act,  be  construed  as  if  the  said  enactment  or  word  had  been 
originally  enacted  in  the  principal  Act  or  the  Workmen's  Compensation 
Act,  1900,  ae  the  case  may  be,  in  the  place  so  assigned,  and  where  it 
is  substituted  for  another  enactment  or  word,  had  been  so  enacted  in  lieu 
of  that  enactment  or  word  ;  and  the  expression '  this  Act '  as  used  in  the 
.    principal  Act  or  the  Workmen's  Compensation  Act,  1900,  or  this  Act, 
shall  be  construed  accordingly.    '  (5)  A  copy  of  the  principal  Act  and  of 
the  Workmen's  Compensation  Act,  1900,  with  every  such  enactment 
and  word  inserted  in  the  place  so  assigned,  and  with  the  omission  of ' 
the  parts  expressly  repealed  by  this  Act,  and  with  the  sections  and  ^ 
sub-sections  numbered  in  maimer  directed  by  this  Act,  shall  be  prepared 
and  certified  by  the  Clerk  of  the  Parliaments,  and  deposited  with  the  ' 
Bolls  of  Parliament ;  His  Majesty's  printer  shall  print  in  accordance 
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with  the  copy  so  certified  all  copies  of  the  principal  Act  and  of  the 
Workmen's  Ck>mpensation  Act,  1900,  which  are  printed  after  the  com- 
mencement of  this  Act.'  " — {The  Lord  Chancellor,) 

Lord  James  of  Hereford        . .     936 

Lord  Thring  . .     9.{(i 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Bill  to  be  read  3*^  on  Monday  next;  and  to  be  printed  as  amended  [No.  85.] 

Supreme  Oourt  of  Judicature  (Ireland)  (No.  1)  Bill  [h.l.]  [Second  Read- 

iNo]. — Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Reading  read. 

*  The  Lard  Chancellor  of  Irdand  (Lord  Ashbourne)  930 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\''-iLord  Ashbourne.) 

On  Question,  Bill  read  2%  and  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  Thursday  next. 

House  adjourned  at  five  minutes  before  Six  o'clock,  till  To-morrow, 
half-past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE  OP  COMMONS:   MONDAY,  22nd  MAY,  1905. 

The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  Clock. 

Mr.  Speaker's  Absence. — The  House  being  met,  the  Clerk  at  the  Table  in 
formed  the  House  of  the  unavoidable  absence  of  Mr.  Speaker,  owing  to 
continued  indisposition. 

Whereupon  Mr.  James  William  Lowther,  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
Means,  proceeded  to  the  Table,  and,  after  Prayers,  took  the  Chair  as  Deputy 
Speaker,  pursuant  to  the  Standing  Order. 

PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 

Private  Bills  [Lords]  (Standing  Orders  not  previously  inquired  into 
COMPLIED  with). — Mr.  Deputy-Speaker  laid  upon  the  Table  Report  from 
one  of  the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills.  That,  in  the  case  of  the 
following  Bill,  originating  in  the  Lords,  and  referred  on  the  First  Reading 
thereof,  the  Standing  Orders  not  previously  inquired  into,  and  which  are 
applicable  thereto,  have  been  complied  with,  viz, : — Alexandra  Park  and 
Palace  BUI  [Lords].  . 

Ordered,  That  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time         937 

Provisional  Order  Bills  (No  Standing  Orders  applicable). — Mr.  Deputy- 
Speaker  laid  upon  the  Table  Report  from  one  of  the  Examiners  of  Petitions 
for  Private  Bills,  That,  in  the  case  of  the  following  Bills,  referred  on  the  First 
Reading  thereof,  no  Standing  Orders  are  applicable, viz. : — London  Govern- 
ment Scheme  (Hackney  and  Edmonton  Umons)  Bill ;  London  Government 
Scheme  (London  and  Middlesex)  Bill. 

Ordered,  That  the  Billsbe  read  a  second  time  To-morrow 9;>8 
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Provisional  Order  Bills  (Standing  Orders  applicable  thereto  complied 
with). — Mr.  Deputy-Speaker  laid  upon  the  Table  Report  from  one  of  the 
Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  That,  in  the  case  of  the  following 
Bills,  referredion  the  Fir^  Reading  thereof,  the  Standing  Orders  which  are 
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(No.  15)  Bill. 
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East  Oowes  Qas  Bill  [Lords]  ;  Hastings  Harbour  District  Railway  (Abandon- 
ment) Bill  [Lords] ;  McConnelFs  Divorce  Bill  [Lords]  ; — ^read  the  third  time, 
and  passed,  without  Amendment  . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .     938 

TynmiB  Tramways  and  Tramroads  Bill  [Lords].— Read  the  third  time, 

and  passed,  with  Amendments . .         . .  . .  938 

« 

London  and  North  Western  Railway  Bill.— As  amended,  considered; 

to  be  read  the  third  time . .         . .     938 


Mezborongh  and  Swinton  Tramways  (Extension  of  Time)  Bill  [Lords]. 

— As  amended,  considered  ;  Amendments  made  ;    Bill  to  be  read  the  third 
time 938 

Bhondda  Urban  District  Council  Bill.— As  amended,  considered ;  to  be 

read  the  third  time  939 

Deame  Valley  Railway  Bill  [Lords].— Read  a  second  time,  and  committed    939 
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Local  Gtovemment  (Lreland)  Froyisional  Orders  (No.  4)  Bill ;  Local 

Government  Provisional  Orders  (No.  10)  Bill.— Read  a  second  time,  and 
committed  939 
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Bill;  Great  Northern  (Ireland)  and  Midland  Railways  Bill.— Reported 
with  Amendments  ;  Reports  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed  . .     939 

Canals  Bill.  Ordered,  That  ..he  Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills  do 
examine  the  Canals  Bill  with  respect  to  compliance  with  the  Standing 
Orders  relative  to  Private  Bills. — {Sir  John  Brunner.)  . .         . .         , .     939 

Boltonj  Corporation  BilL— Reported  from  the  Police  and  Sanitary  Com- 
mittee, with  Amendments  ;  Reports  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed    939 

Bishopric  of  Bristol  Bill  [Lords].— Read  the  first  time ;  to  be  read  a  second 

time  upon  Wednesday,  31st  May,  and  to  be  printed,    [Bill  226.]      . .         . .     939 
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That  they  have  agreed  to— Weybridge  and  Walton-upon-Thames 
Electric  Supply  Bill;  Chelsea  Electricity  Supply  Bill,  without  Amend- 
ment. 
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Irish   Agricultural   Department — Veterinary   Branch. — Questions,   Mr. 
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Cost  op   Suppressing   the  Carrowkeel  Meeting. — Question,  Mr.  Charles 

Devlin  (Galway) ;   Answer,  Mr.*  Walter  Long 968 
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Rossmacowen  Eviction. — Questions,  Mr.  Charles  Craig  (Antrim,  S.),  and  Mr. 
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Volunteers  and  Imperial  Defence. — Questions,  Sir  Howard  Vincent ;  An- 
swer, The  Prime  Minister  and  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour, 
Manchester,  E.) 

The  Scottish  Churches'  Dispute. — Questions,  Mr,  Bryce  and  Mr.  Buchanan 

(Perthshire,  E.) ;  Answers,  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour . .     984 

Naval  and  Miutary  Expenditure. — Questions,  Mr.  Lough;  Answers,  Mr.  A.  J. 

.caiiour        ..         .•         ..         ..         •*         .»  ..  «iot 

The  Colonial  Conference. — Questions,  Mr.  Soares  (Devonshire,  Barnstaple), 
Mr.  Edmund  Robertson  ;  Answers,  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour 

Sir  H.  Campbell-Bannerman  rose  in  his  place  for  the  purpose  of 
asking  leave  to  move  the  adjournment  of  the  House  at  the  Evening  Sitting 
on  a  definite  matter  of  urgent  public  importance,  namely — "  To  draw 
attention  to  the  statement  made  by  the  Prime  Minister  that  the  question 
of  colonial  preference  may  be  submitted  to  the  Colonial  Conference  in  1906 
before  the  country  has  had  an  opportunity  of  expressing  its  opinion  thereon.'* 

But  the  pleasure  of  the  House  not  having  been  signified,  Mr.  Deputy- 
Speaker  called  on  those  Members  ^ho  supported  the  Motion  to  rise  in 
their  places,  and  not  less  than  forty  Members  having  accordingly  risen, 

The  Motion  stood  over,  under  Standing  Order  No.  10,  until  this  Even 
ing's  Sitting. 

NEW  BILL. 

Alkali,  Etc.,  Works  Bill.-r*'  To  consolidate  and  amend  the  Alkali,  €tc.,  Works 
Regulation  Acts,  1881  and  1892,"  presented  by  Mr.  Gerald  Balfour ;  sup- 
ported by  Mr.  Grant  Lawon ;  to  be  read  a  second  time  upon  Monday  next, 
and  to  be  printed.    [Bill  227.] 


Post  Office  (Telephone  Agreement). — Order  read,  for  resuming  adjourned 
debate  on  Question  [3rd  Mav],  "  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed 
to  consider  the  Agreement  ox  the  2nd  day  of  February,  1905,  between  the 
Postmaster-General  and  the  National  Telephone  Company,  and  to  report 
"g^hether  it  is  desirable  in  the  public  interest  that  the  Agreement  should 
should  become  binding." — {Lord  Stanley.) 

Question  again  proposed. 

Mr.  Kearley  (Deionfott)  . .         . .         . .         . .         . .  . .    990 

Mr,  Tennant  {Berwickshre)  1001 

Mr.  YoxM  (NoUingham,  W,)         1008 

Mr.  Lough  {Islington^  W.) lOOS 

Mr.  Field  {Dublin,  St.  Patrick)       1006 

Mr.  Gibson  Botdes  {Lynn  Regis)  . .  1007 

Mt.  McCrae  {Edinburgh,  E.)  1008 

The  Postmaster-General  {Lord  Stanley,  Lancashire.  Westhoughion)         . .  1009 

Mr.  Blake  {Longford,  8.) lOil 

Sir  Charles  Dalrymfle  {Ipswich)    ..                                                     . .  1012 
Mr.  Dalzid  {Kirkcaldy  Burghs) : 1012 
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Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  line  5,  after  the  word  '  agreement,'  to  insert  the  words  *  with 
such  Amendments,  if  any,  as  may  be  deemed  expedient.'  " — (Mr. 
Dalzid.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  Dillon  (Mayo,  E.)  1015 

Sit  Ckfistopher  Furness  (Hartlepool)  . .  . .  1019 

Mt .  Labotichere  (Northampton)         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .  1020 

Lord  Stanley  1022 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question  amended,  in  line  4,  by  inserting,  after  the  word  *^  Report," 
the  words  "  as  to  any  recommendations  thereon,'*  and  in  Une  5,  by 
adding  at  the  end  of  the  Question  the  words  "  with  or  without  modi- 
fications." 

Amendment  proposed — 

'*  After  the  words  last  added,  to  add  the  words,  *  and  also  whether 
the  interests  of  the  employees  of  the  National  Telephone  Company 
have  been  duly  considered." — (Mr,  Luke  White.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  added."       . .         . .         , . 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  a  Select  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed to  consider  the  Agreement  of  the  2nd  day  of  February,  1905, 
between  the  Postmaster-General  and  the  National  Telephone  Company, 
and  to  report  as  to  any  recommendations  thereon  whether  it  is  desirable 
in  the  public  interest  that  the  Agreement  should  become  binding,  with 
or  without  modifications,  and  also  whether  the  interests  of  the  em- 
ployees of  thfi  National  Telephone  Company  have  been  duly  considered," 

"Tftat  Mr.  Benn,  Lord  Bingham,  Sir  Horatio  Davies,  Mr.  Keir  Hardie, 
Mr.  Helme,  Sir  William  Holland,  Mr.  Lambton,  Mr.  Morrison,  Mr. 
Joseph  Nolan,  Sir  Charles  Renshaw,  Colonel  Royds,  and  Mr.  Stuart- 
Wortley  be  nominated  Members  of  the  Committee." — (Lord  Stanley.) 

Mr.  Dalziel     . .  . .   1026 

Lord  Stanley  . .  . .         . .         . .         . .  1027 

Question  put  and  agreed  to. 

Moton  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Committee  have  power 
to  send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records." — (Lord  Stanley.) 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "That  Thre6  be  the  quorum."— 
(Lord  Stanley.) 
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Question,  "  That  Five  be  the  quorum,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Ordered,  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  consider  the  Agreement 
of  the  2nd  day  of  February,  1905,  between  the  Postmaster-Oeneral 
and  the  National  Telephone  Company,  and  to  report  as  to  any  recom- 
mendations thereon  whether  it  is  desirable  in  the  public  interest  that  the 
I  Agreement  should  become  binding,  with  or  without  modifications,  and 

also  whether  the  interests  of  the  employees  of  the  National  Telephone 
Company  have  been  duly  considered. 

•  

Mr.  Benn,  Lord  Binghapi,  Sir  Horatio  Davies,  Mr.  Eeir  Hardie,  Mr.  Helme, 

Sir  William  Holland,  Mr.  Lambton,  Mr.  Morrison,  Mr.  Joseph  Nolan, 
Sir  Charles  Renshaw,  Colonel  Royds,  and  Mr.  Stuart  Wortley  nomin- 
ated members  of  the  Committee. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  have  power  to  send  for  persons,  papers,  and 
records. 

Ordered,  That  Five  be  the  quorum  {Lord  Stanley.) 

Finance  BilL 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
[Mr.  Jeffreys  (Hampshire,  N.)  in  the  Chair.] 

Clause  1. 

Mr.  Soares  (Devonshirey  Barnstaple)  . .  . .         . .  . .  1028 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  1,  line  18,  to  leave  out  the  word  *  levied.'  " — {Mr.  Soares.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word  *  levied  '  stand  part  of  the  clause.'* 

The  Chanoellor  of  the  Exchequer  {Mr.  Austen  ChanJberlain,  Worcester- 

shire,  E.)  . .  . .  . .  . .  , .  . .  . .  1029 

Mr.  Flynn  {Cork,  N.)  1030 

Mr.  WhiUey  {Halifax)  1030 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes,  214  ;  Noes,  159.     (Division  List  No.  168.) 

Mr.  Flynn 1033 

Mr.  DUlon 1036 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  1,  line  19,  to  leave  out  the  words  *  or  Ireland.'  " — {Mr. 
Flynn.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  *  or  Ireland  '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

Mr.  Elliot  {Durham)  1039 

Mr.  Hemphill  {Tyrone,  N.) 1039 
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Mr.  Au8(en  Chamberlain       . .         . .         . .  . .         . .         . .   1041 


Mr,  Lough  {Islington,  W.)    . . 

Mr.  Power  {Waterford,  E.)  .. 

Mr,  Charles  Devlin  (Oalway) 

Mr,  Parker  Smith  (Lanarkshire,  Particle) 

Mr,  Dillon 

Mr.  Flynn 

Mr,  Fidd  (DuUin,  St.  Patrick) 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes,  234  ;  Noes,  110.    (Division  List  No.  169). 

And,  it  being  after  half-past  Seven  of  the  clock,  the  Chairman  left  the  Chair 
to  make  his  Report  to  the  House. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again  this  evening. 


1043 
1045 
1046 
1047 
1049 
1049 
1050 


EVENING  SITTING, 

Adjournment  (under  Standing  Order  No.  10)  (Colonial  Preference). 

Sir  H,  Campbdl'Bannerman  (Stirling  Burghs)  . .         . .   1053 

Uotion  made,  and  Question  proposed,-'  '^  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." 
— (Sir  H,  Campbell' Bannerman,) 

The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Mr.  Lyttdton,  Warwick  and 

Leamington)        . .         . .         . .         . .  . .         . .         . .  10^1 

And  Mr.  Deputy-Speaker,  being  of  opinion  that  grave  Disorder  had  arisen 
in  the  House,  adjourned  the  House  without  Question  put,  pursuant  to 
Standing  Order  No.  21. 

Adjourned  accordingly  at  half-  after  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE  OF  LORDS :    TUESDAY,  23rd  MAY,  1905. 

PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  acquainted  the  House,  That  the  Clerk  of  the  Parliaments 
had  laid  upon  the  Table  the  Certificates  from  the  Examiners  that  th^  Stand- 
ing Orders  applicable  to  the  following  Bills  have  been  complied  with : — 
Electnc  Lighting  Provisional  Orders  (No.  8)  [h.l.]  ;  Tramways  Ordera  Con- 
firmation (No.  1)  [h.l.]  ;  Tramways  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  2)  [h.l.]  ; 
Gas  Orders  Confirmation  [h.l.]. 

The  sam^  were  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table 1073 

Standing  Orders  Committee. — Report  from,  That  the  Standing  Orders  not  com- 
plied with  in  respect  of  the  Petition  for  additional  Provision  in  the  Wei- 
ungborough  and  District  Tramioads  and  Electricity  Supply  Bill  [h.l.] 
ought  to  be  dispensed  with,  and  leave  given  to  the  Committee  on  the  Bill  to 
insert  the  additional  Provision. 

Read,  and  agreed  to 107*3 
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Bhymney  and  Aber  Valleys  Gas  and  Water  Company  Bill  [h.l.].— Pre- 

seoted  (pursuant  to  leave  given  on  Tuesday  last) ;   read  1*,  and  referred  to 
the'  Examiners       . .  . .  . .         . .         •  -  1073 

Stockport  Corporation  BilL — The  Chairman  of  Committees  informed  the 
House  that  the  opposition  to  the  Bill  was  withdrawn.  The  orders  made 
on  Thursday  and  Friday  last  discharged,  and  Bill  committed  . .  . .  1073 

Great  Berkhamstead  Gas  Bill ;  Clay  Cross  Eailway  (Abandonment)  Bill ; 
Gosport  and  Fareham  Tramways  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Western  Valleys  (Monmouth- 
shire) Water  and  Gas  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Accrington  District  Gas  and  Water  Board 
Bill ;  Croydon  Gas  Bill ;  Hastings  Tramways  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  South  Lanca- 
shire Tramways  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Hull,  Barnsley,  and  West  Riding  Junction 
Railway  and  Dock  Bill ;  Otley  Improvement  Bill.  Reported,  with  Amend- 
ments . .         . .  . .         . .         , .         . .         . .         . .         . .  1073 

South  Suburban  Gas  Bill ;  Nottingham  and  Retford  Railway  Bill.     Read  3% 

and  passed  . .         . ,  . .  . ,         . .  . .  1074 

Stepney  Borough  Council  (Superannuation)  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Tees  Valley  Water 

Board  Bill  [h.l.]  ;   Workington  Harbour  and  Dock  Bill  [h.l.]  ;   Hythe  Cor- 
poration Bill  [h.l.].    Read  3'S  and  passed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons  . .  1074 

South  Metropolitan  Gas  Bill. — Read  3"",  with  the  Amendment,  and  passed,  and 
returned  to  the  Commons  . .  . .         . .         . .         . .         . .  1074 

Leeds  and  Liverpool  Canal  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Metropolitan  District  Railway  Bill 
[h.l.]  ;  Orphan  Working  School  and  Alexandra  Orphanage  Bill  [h.l.]. 
Commons  Amendments  considered,  and  agreed  to      . .         . .         . .         . .  1074 

Electric  Lighting  Provisional  Orders  (No.  1)  Bill  (No.  86) ;  Electric  Light- 
ing Provisional  Order  (No.  3)  Bill  (No.  87).  Brought  from  the  Commons ; 
read  P ;  to  be  printed  ;  and  referred  to  the  Examiners  . .  1074 

Pier  and  Harbour  Provisional  Orders  (No.  1)  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Pier  and  Harbour 

Provisional  Orders  (No.  2)  Bill  [h.l.].  Committed  to  a  Committee  of  the 
W^hole  House  on  Thursday  next 1074 

Education  Board  Provisional  Orders  Confirmation  (Liverpool,  etc.) 

Bill  [h.l.]. — House  in  Committee  (according  to  order) ;  Bill  reported  without 
Amendment ;  Standing  Committee  negatived  ;  and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  on 
Thursday  next 1074 

Education  Board  Provisional  Order  Confirmation  (London  No.  2)  Bill 

[h.l.]. — House  in  Committee  (according  to  order).  An  Amendment  made. 
Standing  Committee  negatived.  The  Report  of  Amendment  to  be  re- 
ceived on  Thursday  next  1074 

East  Cowes  Gas  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Hastings  Harbour  District]  Railway  (Abandon- 
ment) Bill  [h.l.]  ;  McConnell's  Divorce  Bill  [h.l.].  *  Returned  from  the 
Commons  agreed  to  1074 

Tyneside  Tramways  and  Tramroads  Bill   [h.l.].— Returned  from  the 

Commons  agreed  to,  with  Amendments  . .         . .         . ,  . .  . .  1074 
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Halone's  Divorce  (Validation)  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Lautour's  Divorce  Bill  [h.l.]. 

Message  from  the  Commons  for  copy  of  the  Minutes  of  Evidence  taken  before 
this  House ;  together  with  the  proceedings  and  the  documents  deposited 
in  the  cases.  Ordered  to  be  communicated,  with  a  request  that  they  may  be 
returned      . .  . .         . .         . .         . .  . .         . .         . .  1075 

Woolwich  Borough  Council  Bill  [Second  Reading]. — Order  of  the  day  for 
the  Second  Reading  read. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*."— (^ar /  Carringtm.) 

On  Question,  agreed  to. 

Hill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  committed  ;  the  Ccmmittee  to  be  proposed 
bv  the  Committee  of  Selection. 

Lard  Avebury  . .  . .         •  •  1076 

* 

Moved}  "  That  it  be  an  instruction  to  the  Committee  to  which  the  Bill 
may  be  referred  that  they  shall  strike  out  Clause  20  of  the  Bill." — {Lard 

^lvC7C/**#jy  I  ..  ..  •■  •.  •«  •*  ..  «• 

The  Chairman  af  Cammittees  (The  Earl  of  Ondow)  . .   1079 

Ear^  Carrington         . .         . .  . .         . .   1080 

Lard  James  of  Hereford  . .   1083 

Lard  Tweedmouth      . .  . .  1C84 

Lord  Mankawdl  . .  1085 

The  Lard  Chancellor  (The  Earl  of  Halshury)         1086 

Earl  Spencer                                             . .  .  •  1066 

On  Question,  Motion  agreed  to. 

PETITIONS. 

Intoxicating  Liquors  (Hours  of  Sale)  Bill  [h.l.]. — Petitions  in  favour  of; 
of  inhabitants  of  Gloucester  ;  Chillenden  ;  Liverpool  (two)  ;  Stockton-on- 
Tees  ;  Derby  ;  Glasgow  ;  Reading  ;  Leytonstone  ;  Birmingham  (two) ; 
Atherton  ;  Croydon  ;  Dorset  and  Southern  Counties  Temperance  Associa- 
tion ;  Welsh  Good  Templars  East  Anglia  Lodge  ;  Probus  Society  ;  Bible 
Christian  (Methodist)  Church ;  Summerfield  Latter  Day  Saints ;  London 
Good  Templars  ;  Kent  Temperance  Federation  ;  Durham  Good  Templars 
(two) ;  Midland  Temperance  League ;  Scottish  Temperance  League ; 
Scotch  Good  Templars. — Read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on]  the  Table  ;•  . .     . .  1087 
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Trade  Reports  :  Annual  Series. — ^No.  3379.    United  States    (Porto  Rico)]; 
No.  3380.    Western  Pacific  (Samoa) 1087 

Commercial  No.  2  (1905)  (Suez  Canal). — Returns  of  shipping  and  tonnage, 
1902, 1903,  and  1904  (in  continuation  of  "  Commercial,  No.  4  (1904)  ")       . .  1088 

Australia  and  New  Zealand. — Correspondence  relating  to  merchant  ship- 
ping legislation  in  Australia  and  New  Zealand. 

Presented  (by  Command),  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table  . .         . .  1088 
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Light  Railways  Act,  1896.— Report  of  the  proceedings  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
to  the  Slst  December,  1904,  and  of  the  proceedings  of  the  Light  Railway 
C/ommissioners  to  the  same  date.    Laid  before  the  House  (pursuant  to  Act), 
and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table . .  . .   1088 

EdncaUon  Board  Provisional  Order   Conflrmation   (London  No,  2)  Bill 

[h.l.]. — ^House  in  Committee  (according  to  Order). 

[The  Earl  of  Onslow  in  the  Chair.] 
Clauses  1  to  3  agreed  to. 

Lord  MonksweU         . .  . .  . .  1088 

Amendment  moved — 

^  After  Clause  3  to  insert  as  a  new  clause,  the  words  '  In  settling 
any  question  of  disputed  purchase-money  or  compensation  payable 
under  this  Act  by  the  Council,  the  Court  or  persons  settling  the  same 
shall  not  award  any  sum  of  money  for  or  in  respect  of  any  improve- 
ment, alteration,  or  building  made  for  or  in  respect  of  any  interest  in 
the  lands  created  after  the  18th  day  of  October,  1904,  if  in  the  opinion 
of  such  Court  or  person  the  improvement,  alteration,  or  building,  or 
the  creation  of  the  interest  in  respect  of  which  the  claim  is  made,  was 
not  reasonably  necessary,  and  was  made  or  created  with  a  view  of  ob- 
taining or  increasing  compensation  under  this  Act.' " — (Lord  Monks- 
well.) 

The  Lord  President  of  the  CoutuM  and  President  of  the  Board  of  Education 

(The  Marquess  of  Londonderry)  . .  . .   1089 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Remaining  clause  agreed  to.      StandinR^Committee  negatived  :  the  Report 
of  Amendment  to  be  received  on  Thursday  next. 

Public    Meetings     (Facilities)   Bill  [h.l.].    [Second   Reading.]— Order 
of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Reading  read. 

Lord  Burghdere         . .  . .         . .  . .         . .  . .  1089 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\''-'(Lord  Burghdere,) 

The  Lord  Archbishop  of  Canterbury . .         . .  1095 

The  Marquess  of  Londonderry  .         . .  1099 

Earl  Spencer   . .                    . .                    . .  . .           . .         . .  1102 

The  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (The  Marquess  of  Lar^dgwne)  1102 

Lord  Burghdere          . .         . .         . .         . .  . .     '      . .         . .  1103 

The  Lord  Archbishop  of  Canterbury » .  1104 

Lord  Newton   . .         . .         . .         . .         . .  . .         . .         . .  1104 

Oil  Question,  Bill  read  2»,  and  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House. 
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Closino  or  Licensed  Premises  (Christmas  Day)  (Ireland)  Bill.  [Second 
Reading]. — Debate  on  tke  Motion  for  the  Second  Reading,resumed  (accord- 
ing to  order). 

The  Lard  President  of  the  Council  and  President  of  the  Board  of  Edtication 

{The  Marquess  of  Londonderry ..  1105 

Lard  Avtbury  . .  1105 

The  Earl  of  Wemyss  . .         . .   1106 

The  Lord  Chancellor  for  Ireland  (Lord  Ashbourne) 1106 

Lard  de  Ros  . .   1106 

Oa  Question,  Bill  read  2f^,  and  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  whole  House 
on  Tuesday  next. 

House  adjourned  at  five  minutes  past  Six  o'clock,  to  Thursday 
next,  Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS :    TUESDAY,  23rd  MAY,  1905. 

The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  Clock. 

Mr.  Speaker's  Absence. 

The  House  being  met,  the  Clerk  that  the  Table  informed  the  House  oi 
the  unavoidable  absence  of  Mr.  Speaker,  owing  to  continued  indisposition. 

Whereupon  Mr.  James  William  Lowther,  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
Means,  proceeded  to  the  Table,  and,  after  Prayers,  took  the  Chair  as 
Deputy-Speaker,  pursuant  to  the  Standing  Order. 

PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 

Clyde  Navifiration  Bill  [Lords]  ;  Dublin,  Wicklow,  and  Wexford  Railway  Bill ; 
Liverpool  Corporation  Bill.    As  amended,  considered ;  to  be  read  the  third 

vUUe  •■  ••  ••  •<  •■  •>  •«  ■■  •.  saX  X W I 

Latoor's  Divorce  Bill  (Lords]  (by  Order). — Read  a  second  time,  and  com- 
mitted        . .         . .         . .  . .         . .         . .  . .         . .         . .   1107 

Local  Ooyemment  Proyisional  Orders  (No.  11)  Bill ;  Local  Government 

Provisional  Orders  (No.  15)  Bill ;  London  Government  Scheme  (Hackney 
and  Edmonton  Unions)  Bill ;  London  Government  Scheme  (London  and 
Middlesex)  BiM.    Read  a  second  time,  and  committed  . .         . .         . .  1107 

Dublin  United  Tramways  Bill.— Reported,  with  Amendments  ;  Report   to 

lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed 1107 

Halone's  Diyorce  Validation  Bill  [Lords],  and  Lautour's  Divorce  Bill 
[Lords].  Ordered,  That  a  message  be  sent  to  the  Lords  to  request  that  their 
Lordships  will  be  pleased  to  communicate  to  thisHouse  Copies  of  the  Minutes 
of  Evidence  and  Proceedings,  together  with  the  Documents  deposited  in 
the  cases,  of  Malone's  Divorce  (Validation)  Bill  [Lords],  and  Lautour's 
Divorce  Bill  [Lords]. 
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Ordered,  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Select  Committee  on  Divorce  Bills 
that  they  do  hear  Counsel  and  examine  Witnesses  for  Malone's  Divorce 
(Validation)  Bill  [Lords],  and  Lautour's  Divorce  Bill  [Lords],  and  also 
that  they  do  hear  Counsel  and  examine  Witnesses  against  the  BiUs   if 
the  parties  concerned  think  fit  to  be  heard  by  Counsel  and  produce 
Witnesses. — {Mr.  Attorney-General)         ..         ..  ..  ..  1107 

Railway  Bills  (Group  7). — ^Mr.  Bond  reported  from  the  Committee  on  Group 
7  of  Railway  Bills  ;  That,  for  the  convenience  of  parties,  the  Committee 
had  adjourned  till  Thursday  at  Twelve  of  the  clock. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table      . .         . .  . .         . .         . .         . .  1 1'^^ 

Standing  Orders. — Resolutions  reported  from  the  Select  Committee — 

1.  **  That  in  the  case  of  the  Great  Central  Railway  Bill  [Lords],  the 
Standing  Orders  ought  to  be  dispensed  with.  That  the  parties  be  permitted 
to  proceed  with  their  Bill." 

2.  "  That,  in  the  case  of  the  Rhymney  and  Aber  Valleys  Gas  and 
Water  Company's  Bill  [Lords],  the  Standing  Orders  ought  to  be  dispensed 
with.     That  the  parties  be  permitted  to  proceed  with  their  Bill." 

Resolutions  agreed  to       . .         . .         ...        . .         . .         . .         . .         . .  Il(i8 

Private  Bills  (Group  E). — Sir  Henry  Aubrey-Fletcher  reported  from  the 
Committee  on  Group  E  of  Private  Bills  ;  That,  for  the  convenience  of  parties 
the  Committee  had  adjourned  till  Thursday,  at  Eleven  of  the  clock 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table.       . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .  11<)8 

Message  from  the  Lords. — Malone's  Divorce  (Validation)  Bill  [Lords],  and 
Lautour's  Divorce  Bill  [Lords].  That  they  communicate  Minutes  of 
Evidence  and  Proceedings  taken  upon  the  Second  Reading  of  Malone's 
Divorce  (Validation)  Bill  [Lords],  and  of  Lautour's  Divorce  Bill  [Lords], 
as  desired  by  this  House,  with  a  request  that  the  same  may  be  returned. 

That  they  have  agreed  to — Epping  Gas  Bill,  without  Amendment. 

Higham  and  Hundred  of  Hoo  Water  Bill,  with  an  Amendment. 

Loughborough  Corporation  Bill ;  Norwich  Union  Life  Insurance  Society  Bill ; 
Great  Eastern  Railway  Bill,  with  Amendments. 

That  they  have  passed  a  Bill,  intituled.  "  An  Act  to  enable  the  Weaver 
Navigation  Trustees  to  improve  their  lift  at  Anderton,  and  to  raise  further 
moneys  ;  and  to  confer  further  powers  upon  the  Cheshire  County  Council 
with  reference  to  such  moneys  ;  and  for  other  purposes."  [Weaver  Naviga- 
tion Bill  [Lords.] 

Also,  a  Bill,  intituled,  "  An  Act  for  rendering  valid  certain  Letters 
Patent  granted  to  Adolph  Leven  in  respect  of  an  invention  for  Improve- 
ments in  appliances  for  protection  against  Projectiles."  [Leven's  Patent 
Bill  [Lords.] 

And,  also,  a  Bill,  intituled,  "  An  Act  to  regulate  the  capital  of  the 
Darien  Gold  Mining  Company,  Limited  ;  and  for  other  purposes."  [Darien 
Gold  Mining  Company  Bill  [Lords]         . .  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .   110"^ 
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Selection  (Standing  Committees). — Mr.  Halsey  reported  from  the  Com- 
mittee of  Selection  ;  That  they  had  discharged  the  following  Members  from 
the  Standing  Committee  on  Law,  and  Courts  of  Justice,  and  Legal  Procedure, 
in  respect  of  the  Town  Tenants  (Ireland)  Bill :  Mr.  Soares  and  Mr.  Mooney ; 
and  had  appointed  in  substitution  :  Mr.  Herbert  Samuel  and  Mr.  Murphy. 

Mr.  Halsey  further  reported  from  the  Committee  of  Selection  ;  That 
they  had  discharged  the  following  Member  from  the  Standing  Committee 
on  Law,  and  Courts  of  Justice,  and  Legal  Procedure  :   Sir  George  Fardell. 

Reports  to  lie  upon  the  Table 1130 

Finance  Bill. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.)     i 
[Mr.  Jeffreys  (Hampshire,  N.)  in  the  Chair.] 

»   .  Clause  1 : —  * 

^-,  J,  Mr.  Soares  (Devonshire,  Barnstaple)  . ,         , ,         UIQ 
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Amcndmsnt  propo33d — 


XCIX 

Page 


ti 


In  page  1,  line  20,  to  leave  out  the  word  *  sixpance'  and  insert 
the  word  '  fourpence.'  " — (Mr.  Soares.) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  word  '  sixponce  '  stand  part  of  the  clause." 

Mr,  Flynn  {Cork,  N.)  

Mr,  MeCrae  (Edinburgh,  E.) 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr,  Austen  Cham^Krlainy  Worcestershire 

E) 
Mr,  Sydney  Buxton  (Tower  Hamlets,  Poplar) 
Mr,  Levy  (Leicestershire,  Loughborough)     . . 

Mr,  Whitley  (Halifax)  

Mr,  Herbert  Samuel  ( Yorkshire,  Cleveland) 

Mr,  Dalziel  (Kirkcaldy  Burghs) 

Mr,  Fidd  (Dublin,  St,  Patrick) 

Mr.  J,  A.  Pease  (Essex,  Saffron  Walden)    . . 

Mr,  Austen  Chambsrlain 

Mr,  McCrae  . . 

Mr.  Gibson  Boufles  (Lynn  Regis) 

Mr.  J.  H.  Lewis  (Flint  Borouglis)    . . 

Sir  J.  Fergusson  (Manchester,  N.E.) 

Question  put. . 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes,  217  ;  Noes,  157.     (Division  List  No.  170.) 

Question  put,  "  That  Clause  1  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes,  215  ;  No3s,  157.     (Division  Liat  No.  171.) 


1141 
1U2 

1143 
1144 
1146 
114'> 
1147 
1148 
1149 
1150 
1151 
1151 
1152 
1154 
115(> 


Clause  2 : — 

Mr.  Whitley   .. 


..   116 i 


Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  2,  to  1(  avc  out  the  words  *  including  the  increased  duties 
imposed  by  Section  5  of  that  Act.'  " — (Mr.  WhiUey.) 


Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Clause." 


Mr.  Austen  Chamberlain 
Mr.  Whitley 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  Flynn 


..   1161 
..    116 i 


•  • 


..  1155 


Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  2,  line  8,  at  end  to  add  the  words  '  Provided,  however, 
that  the  additional  duty  of  fourpence  the  pound  imposed  by  Section 
2  of  the  Finance  Act,  1900,  shall  not  apply  to  unmanufactured  tobacco 
imported  into  Ireland  as  from  the  first  day  of  July,  nineteen  hundtel 
and  five;  "—(Mr.  Flynn.) 

^2 
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Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  added. 

Mr,  Fidd 

Mr.  Flavin 

Mr.  Afisten  Chamberlain 

Mr.  Flavin 

Mr,  O'Mara  {Kilkenny,  S.) 


Page 


.  r 


1166 
1166 
1167 
1170 
1170 


Question  put. 


1 


The  Committee  divided  :— Ayes,  97  ;  Noes,  236.     (Division  List  No.  172.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  clause  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

■        Mr.  Lough  (Idington,  W.) 
Mr,  Whitley 
Mr.  Dillon  {Mayo,  E.) 
Mr,  AiLSten  Chamberlain 
Mr.  Buchanan  (Perthshire,  E.) 
Mr.  Lough  . .         . .         . .         . .         « •       *  .  • 

Question  put. 


••«  -  ^-  —  •   " 

m                        ■ 

1175 

1176 

1176 

1177 

1178 

f  «       1  < 

117« 

h-'A 


The  Committee  divided  :— Ayes,  237  ;  Noes,  160,    (Division  List  No,  173.) 


Clause  3 : — 


Mr,  Flynn 


•  t 


• » 


..  1183 


Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  2,  line  15,  at  the  end,  to  add  the  words,  '  Provided, 
however,  that  the  additional  duty  of  sixpence  per  proof  gallon  imposed 
by  Section  7  of  the  Finance  Act  of  19(X)  shall  not  apply  to  spirits  cou' 
sumed  in  Ireland.'  " — (Mr,  Flynn.) 


Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  added. 

Mr.  Austen  Chamberlain 

Mr,  Mooney  (Dublin  County,  S,) 

Question  put. 


..  1184 
,,  1184 


The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes,  73 ;  Noes,  283.     (Division  List  No.  174.) 
Question,  "  That  the  clause  stand  part  of  the  Bill,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Clauses  4  and  5  agreed  to. 


Clause  6 : — 

Mr,  Flynn 
Amendment  proposed — 


•  • 


,.  118ft 


"  In  page  2,  line  35,  after  the  word  '  charged,'  to  insert  the  words 
in  Great  Britain.'  "— (ilf  r,  Flynn.)  *       •        '^ 
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Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

Mr,  Austen  Chamberlain 

Mr,  O'Mara  

Mr.  Field 


ci 
Page 


I. 


..  1190 
..  1190 
..  1192 


And,  it  being  half-past  Seven  of  the  clock,  the  Chairman  left  the  Chair  to 
make  his  Report  to  the  House. 


I    t 


The  Clerk  at  the  Table  informed  the  House  of  the  unavoidable  absence  of  th3 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  from  the  remainder  of  this  day's  Sittings. 

Whereupon  Mr.  JefEreys,  the  Deputy-Chairman,  took  the  Chair  as  Deputy- 
Speaker,  pursuant  to  the  Standing  Order. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again  this  evening. 


Finance  Bill. 

Considered  in  Committee. 


EVENING  SITTING, 


(In  the  Conunittee.) 
[Mr.  Jeffreys  (Hampshire,  N.)  in  the  Chair.] 
Clause  6  :  — 


*    ' 


Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  2,  line  35,  after  the  word  *  charged,'  to  insert  the  words 
'  in  Great  Britain.'  ''—(Mr.  Flynn,)' 

Question  again  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 


Mr.  Field 

..  1193 

Mr.  Austen  Chamberlain 

.  ^       •  •         •  • 

..  1194 

Mr,  T.  L.  CarbeU  {Dawn,  N.) 

..  1195 

Mr.  Field 

..   1195 

Mr.  O'Mara 

..   1196 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  :— Ayes,  64  ;  Noes,  162.     (Division  List  No.  175.) 


>  .^  -■^ 


Mr.  J.  H.  Lewis 

Mr.  Trevdyan  (Yorkshire,  W.R.,  Elland) 


..  1197 
,.  1202 


Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  2,  line  36,  to  leave  out  the  words,  *  one  shilling,'  and 
insert  the  words,  *  tenpence,  and  every  person  whose  total  income  from 
all  sources  upon  which  income-tax  is  now  paid  exceeds  five  thousand 
pounds  shall  pay  an  additional  tax  upon  the  following  scale  :— Incomes 
over  five  thousand  pounds  up  to  ten  thousand  pounds  at  tho  rate  of  one 

f  [  penny;  incomes  over  ten  thousand  pounds  at  the  rate  of  twopence.'    — 

(Mr.  J.  H.  Lewis.) 
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Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  *  one  shilling '  stand  part  of  the  clause." 

Mr.  Austen  Chamberlain      . .         . .  . .         . .         . .         •  •  •  •  1*-^^ 

Mr.  Sydney  Buxton  . .         . .  . .         . .         •  •         •  •  -  •  ^^^^ 

Sir  George  Bartley  {Islingtony  N.)    . .  . .         . .         . .         .  -  •  •  l-^'-^ 

Mr.  McKenna  (Monmoulhshire,  N.)  -  •  1-1 1 

Question  put.       ^  -. 

•  The  Committee  divided  :— Ayes,  188  ;  No2s,  136.     (Division  List  No.  176.) 

Mr,  McCrae  . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         .  •         •  •         •  •   1^17 


Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  2,  line  36,  after  the  words  *  one  shilling,'  to  inssrt  the 
words,  *  provided  always  that  all  incomes  under  Schedule  D  derived 
from  trades  and  professions  and  not  derived  from  investments  shall  be 
subject  to  a  rebate  of  fourpence  per  pound.'  " — {Mr.  McCrae.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  Austen  Chamberlain      . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .  1219 

Mr.  McKenna  . .         . .         . .         . .  . .         . .         -  •  1220 

Mr.  Slack  {Herts.,  St.  Albans) .  •  1221 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Mr.  McCrae    , .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         • .         . .  1221 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  3,  line  4,  after  the  word  *  granted/  to  insert  the  words 
*  Provided  that  the  following  words  in  Rule  5  of  No.  2,  Schedule  A,  s.  60, 
5  and  6  Vict.,  c.  35, '  Of  all  fines  received  in  consideration  of  any  demise 
of  lands  or  tenements  (not  being  parcel  of  a  manor  or  royalty  demisable 
by  the  custom  thereof)  on  the  amcunt  so  received  within  the  year  pre- 
ceding by  or  on  account  of  the  party,  provided  that,  in  case  the  party 
chargeable  shall  prove  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Commissioners  for 
General  Purposes  in  the  district  that  such  fines,  or  any  part  thereof, 
have  been  applied  as  productive  capital  on  which  a  profit  has  arisen,  or 
will  arise,  otherwise  chargeable  under  this  Act  for  the  year  in  which 
the  assessment  shall  be  made,  it  shall  be  lawtul  for  the  said  Commis- 
sioners to  discharge  the  amount  so  applied  from  the  profits  lial)le  to 
assessment  under  this  Eule '  shall  be  read  as  if  the  words  ^  it  shall 
be  lawful  for  the  said  Commissioners  to '  were  omitted,  and  instead 
thereof  the  words  '  the  said  Commissioners  shall '  were  inserted.'  " — 
{Mr.  McCrae.) 


Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted. 


»» 


Mr.  Austen  Chamberlain 1222 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Sir  EdwariStraohey  {Somersetshire's.) 1223 


TABLE   OF   CONTENTS.  ciii 

May  21.1  "  Page 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  3,  line  7,  af fcer  '  1853,'  to  insert  the  words  '  provided 
that  the  value  under  Schedule  B  shall  be  assess 3i  at  one-fourth  instead 
of  one-third.'  " — {Sir  Edward  Strachey.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  thoss  words  be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  Austen  Chamberlain 1224 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Question,  "  That  the  clause  stand  part  of  the  Bill,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again  to-morrow. 

Criminal  Law  and  Pkocedurb  (Ireland)  Acr  (1837)  Repeal  Bill. — Ojier 

for  Second  Reading  read,  and  discharged : — Bill  withdrawn  . .         . .         . .   122  i 

Adjourned  at  a  quarter  after  Twelve  o'clock. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS :    WEDNESDAY,  21t3  MAY,  19:)*). 
The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  Clock. 

Speaker's  Absence. 

The  House  being  met,  the  Clerk  at  the  Table  informed  tac  House  of 
the  unavoidable  absence  of  Mr.  Speaker,  owing  t3  continued  indisposition. 

Whereupon  Mr.  James  William  Lowther,  the  Chairman  of  Ways  an! 
Means,  proceederi  to  the  Table,  and,  after  Prayers,  took  the  Chair  as  Deputy- 
Speaker,  pursuant  to  the  Standing  O^der. 

N^fiw  Writ. — For  the  County  of  Sussex  (South  Western  or  Chichester  Division), 
in  the  room  of  Edmund  Bernard  Talbot,  commonly  called  Lord  Edmund 
Talbot,  Commissioner  for  executing  the  Office  of  Treasurer  of  the  Exchequ  n 
of  Great  Britain  and  Lord   High  Treasurer  of  Ireland. — {Sir  A.  AdanI- 

ilOOul  ..  ..  ..  .*  ••  ••  ••  ••  ..  •■     J.J^cl 

PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINES."^ 
Great  Northern,  Piccadilly,  and  Brompton  Railway  (No.  1)  Bill  (Kixo'r 

CioxsENT  Signified). — Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed 1225 

Tralee  Urban  District  Ooimcil  Bill  [Lords].— Read  the  third  tim'^,  and 

passed,  with  Amendmeuu)  ..         ..         ..         .-         ..         ..         ..1225 

Central  London  Railway  Bill  (bx  Order).— -Second  Reading  deferred  till 
Tiiesdaynext        ..        •        1225 
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Railway  Bills  (Group  4). — Mr.  de  Tatton  Egerton  reported  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Group  4  of  Railway  Bills ;  That  a  communication  had  been 
received  from  Mr.  Arkwright,  one  of  the  members  of  the  said  Committee, 

'  that  he  was  unable,  on  account  of  domestic  anxiety,  to  attend  the  Committee 
dav. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table        . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .  1225 

Great  Central  Bailwajr  Bill  [Lords]. — Report  [23rd  May]  from  the  Select 
Committee  on  Standing  Orders  read. 

Bill  to  be  read  a  second  time        . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .  1226 

PETITIONS. 

Education  (Scotland)  Bill. — Petition  from  Fearrv,  for  alteration  ;  to  He  upon 

Tnc  J. a 016     ..         ..         ..         .•         .•         «•         ..         ..         ••         ..  i.^a'" 

False  Statements  (Companies)  Bill. — Petition  from  Birmingham,  in  favour ; 

to  lie  upon  the  Table         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .  1226 

Liquor  Traffic  Local  Veto  (Scotland)  Bill. — Petition  froln  Cullicudden,  in 

favour  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table      . .         . .         . .         . .  1226 

Prevention  of  Corruption  Bill. — Petition  from  Birmingham,  in  favour; 

to  lie  upon  the  Table         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .      ...         . .         . .  1226 

Registration  op  Firms  Bill. — Petition  from  Birmingham,  in  favour ;  to  lie 

upon  the  Table      . .         . .         . .         . ,         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .  1226 

Sale  op  Butter  Bill. — Petition  from  Birmingham,  in  favour ;  to  lie  upon  the 

Tablp  l*>^fi 

MOkVi,^  ••  •.  •.  ..  ••  ••  *.  •*  •*  ..       Xmm" 

Sale  op  Intoxicating  Liquors  (Sunday)  Bill. — Petition  from  Dundee,  in 

favour  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table . .  1226 

Sheskh,  Sultan. — Petition  of  Sultan  Sheskh,  for  redress  of  grievances ;  to  lie 

upon  the  Table      . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         .  *         •  •         . .  1226 

Street  Betting  Bill. — Petition  from  Liverpool,  in  favour  j  to  lie  upon  the 
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Workmen's  Compensation  Act  (1897)  Amendment  BlLt. — Petition  from  Bir- 
mingham^ against ;  to  lie  upc  n  the  Table         ..         ..         ..         ..         ..1226 

RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 

Public  Records4 — ^Copy  presented  of  Sixty-sixth  Annual  Report  of  the  Deputy 

Keeper  of  the  PubUc  Records  [by  Command] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table         . .  1227 

Polling  Districts  (CouKty  of  Durham). — Copy  presented,  of  Order  made  by 
the  County  Council  of  Durham,  altering  certain  Polling  Districts  in  the 
county  [by  Act] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table  . .         . .         . .         . .         . .  1227 

Militia  Service  outside  United  Kingdom). — ^Return  presented,  relative 
thereto  [Address  19th  May  ;  Mr.  OriffUh  Boscatven]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table  1227 
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Papers  Laid  upon  the  Table  by  the  Clerk  of  the  House. — 

1.  Arundel  Port.    Copy  of  Annual  Report  and  General  Account  of  the 
Commissioners  of  Arundel  Port  for  period  from  25tli  March,  1904,  to  25th         i 
March,  1905  [by  Act]. 


•   I 


2.  Temporary  Laws.   Register  of  Temporary  Laws  for  the  Sixth  Session,  ' 

Twenty-seventh  Parliament,  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland,  pursuant  to  Roport  of  tho  Select  Committee  on  Expiring  Laws  in 
S2ssion  1866  ;   to  bo  printed.    [No.  171.]         1227 

CoxsTABULARY  FoRCE  FuND  (Ibeland). — Retum  ordered,  "  showing  Amounts 
received  into  and  paid  out  of  the  Constabulary  Force  Fund  during  the  period 
from  the  1st  day  of  April,  1887,  to  the  31st  day  of  March,  1905  (in  con- 
tinuation of  ParUamentary  Paper,  No.  286,  of  Session  18S7):'— (Mr.  Sloan.)  1227 

QUESTIONS  AND  ANSWERS  CIRCULATED  WITH  THE  VOTES. 

Board  of  Education  and  the  Registration  of  Teachebs  in  Technical 
Institutes. — Question,  Mr.  Yoxall  (Nottingham,  W.) ;  Answer,  Sir  Wm. 
Anson  ••         .•         .•         ••         ..         ••         ••         ..         ..         ..  ±Za§ 

Publication  op  Report  op  Lord  Mansfield*s  Commission. — Question,  Mr. 

Weir  (Ross  and  Cromarty) ;  Answer,  Mr.  Scott  Dickson       1228 

Post  Mortems  in  South  West  London  and  City  of  Westminster. — Question, 
Mr.  Weir ;  Answer,  Mr.  Akers-Douglas  1228 

Number  op  Aliens  Naturalised  prom  1890-1904. — Question,  Mr.  Claude 
Hay  (Shoreditch,  Hoxton) ;  Answer,  Mr.  Akers-Douglas 1228 

Aliens  Entering  the  Port  op  London  Suffering  from  Infectious  or  Con- 
tagious Diseases. — Question,  Mr.  Levy  (Leicestershire,  Loughborough) ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Akers-Douglas        . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .  1230 

Relative  Contributions  to  Imperial  Exchequer  «of  England,  Scotland, 
AND  Ireland. — Question,  Mr.  Lambert  (Devonshire,  South  Molton) ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Victor  Cavendish        1230 

Payments  by  the  Treasury  to  the  Local  Taxation  Accounts. — Question, 

Mr.  Lambert ;  Answer,  Mr.  Victor  Cavendish  . .         . .         . .         . .  1231 

Caution  to  Local  Secretary  op  Postmen's  Federation  at  Faversham. — 
Question,  Mr.  James  O'Connor  (Wicklow,  W.) ;  Answer,  Lord  Stanley  1231 

Classification  and  Maximum  op  Provincial  Town  and  Sub-Office  Post- 
men.— Question,  Mr.  James  O'Connor ;  Answer,  Lord  Stanley        . .         . .  1232 

Prosecution  op  Mr.  Moynihan  op  Kanturk  for  Non-payment  of  Income- 

Tax. — Question,  Mr.  Flynn  (Cork,  N.) ;   Answer,  Mr.  Austin  Chamberlain  1233 

Readjustment  cp  the  Chicory  Duty. — Question,  Mr.  Duncan  (Yorkshire, 

W.R.  Otley) ;  Answer,  Mr.  Austin  Chamberlain        . .         1233 

Establishment  op  a  College  at  Srinagar. — Question,  Mr.  Herbert  Roberts 

(Denbighshire,  W.) ;  Answer,  Mr.  Brodrick •         •  •  1234 
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Aden  Frontier  Expedition — (Grant  op  a  Medal). — Question,  Sir  Came  Rasch 

I  r^    (Essex,  Chelmsford) ;  Answer,  Mr.  Brodrick  1234 

British  Indian  Trading  in  South  Africa — ^Language  Question. — Quostion, 

Mr.  Runciman,(Dewsbury) ;  Answer,  Mr.  Brodrick  1234 

Promotion  op  Constable  Adams  op  Bray. — Question,  Mr.  Cogan  (Wicklow,  E.); 

Answer,  Mr.  Walter  Long  . .  1235 

Heasons  for  Repatriation  op  332  Chinese  Labourers. — Question,  Mr.  Levy  ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Jjyttelton  . .         . .         . .  . .  1235 

Discharges  prom  Woolwich  Arsenal  and  Enfield  Small  Arms  Factory. — 

Question,  Mr.  John  Burns  (Battersea) ;   Answer,  Mr.  Amold-Forster       . .  123G 

■ 

QUESTIONS  IN  THE  HOUSE. 

Militia   Subalterns. — Question,   Colonel   Wolby   (Taunton) ;    Answer,   The 

Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  Arnold-Forster,  Belfast,  W.)  . .         . .  1236 

fkTAL  Rifle  Practice  at  Sheerness. — Question,  Mr.  Tuff  (Rochester) ;  An- 
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Mr.  AsJUon,  {Bedfordshire,  Luton) 1255 


r 


cJviii 


TAbLe  oP  CONtENTS. 


May  24.] 


Page 


The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  {Mr,  Aitsten  Chamberlain,  Worcestershire, 
E  \ 

^Utfaf  «*  ••  ••  ■«  ••  «• 

Mr,  Cawley  (Lancashire,  Prestwich) 

Mr.  McKenna  {Monmouthshire,  N,) 

Sir  Frederick  Banbury  {CamherweU,  Peckham) 

Mr,  Gibson  Bowles  {Lynn  Regis) 

Mr,  Sydney  Buxton  {Tower  Hamlets,  Poplar) 

Mr,  Cohen  {Islington,  E.) 

Sir  George  Bartley  {Islington,  N,)    . , 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes,  205  ;  Noes,  170.    (Division  List  No.  177.) 

Mr,  McKenna 


.  1257 

.  1263 

.  1264 

.  1265 

.  1266 

.  1267 

.  12r>8 

.  1268 


..  1273 


Amendment  proposed — 

**  In  page  4,  line  2,  to  leave  out  the  word  *  twenty-eight '  and  insert 
the  words  '  twenty-nine  million  pounds,'  whereof  one  million  pounds 
shall  be  paid  by  the  Commissioners  of  Inland  Revenue  in  such  manner, 
by  such  payments,  and  under  such  regulations  as  the  Treasury  direct,  to 
the  Commissioners  of  the  National  Debt  out  of  the  proceeds  of  the 
estate  duty." — {Mr,  McKenna,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word  *  fwenty-eight '  stand  part  of  the  clause." 


Mr,  Austen  Chamberlain 

.  1278 

Mr.  Charles  Hothouse  {Bristol,  E,) 

..  1279 

Mr,  Gibson  Bowles     . . 

..  1280 

Mr,  Cawley     , , 

..  1282 

Sir  John  Gorst  {Cafnbridge  University) 

..  1284 

Mr,  Dillon  {Mayo,  E.)          

..  1285 

Mr,  Ritchie  {Croydon) 

..  1288 

Mr,  Emmott  {Oldham) 

..  1292 

Mr,  Austen  Chamberlain      .,         . .         

..  12<J5 

Mr.  Labouchere  {Northampton)        

..  1206 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes,  226  ;  Noes,  181.    (Division  List  No.  178.) 


Question  proposed,  "  That  the  clause  stand-  part  of  the  Bill." 


Mr.  Dalzid  {Kirkcaldy  Burghs) 
Mr,  J.  Chamberlain  {Birmingham,  W.) 
Sir  Robert  Reid  {Dumfries  Burghs)  . . 
Mr.  Uoyd'George  {Carnarvon  Boroughs) 

Question  put. 


*  • 


..  1301 

..  1304 

..  1308 

..  1310 


The  Committee  divided— Ayes,  201 ;  Noes,  162.     (Division  List  No.  179.) 

And,  it  being  half -past  Seven  of  the  clock,  the  Chairman  left  the  Chair  to 
make  his  Report  to  the  House. 


Committee  report  Progress ;'  to  sit  again  this  evening. 


May  25.J 
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Abtebial  Drainage  (Ireland). 

Mr.  James  O'Connor  (Wicklow,  W.) 
Mr.  John  O'Connor  (KUdare,  N.)    . 


..   1315 
..   1321 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House, 
the  indifference  of  the  Government  for  more  than  a  century  to  the  state 
of  the  main  Irish  rivers  having  resulted  in  the  frequent  flooding  of  large 
tracts  of  country,  followed  by  great  destruction  of  property  and  serious 
injury  to  lands  and  dwellings  and  to  the  public  health,  it  is  the  duty 
of  the  Grovernment  to  devise  and  carry  out  a  system  of  drainage  which  * 
will  afford  adequate  protection  for  the  lives  and  property  of  the  people.'' 
— (Mr.  James  O'Connor.) 


Mr.  Charles  Craig  {Antrim,  S.) 

Mr.  O^ Doted  (Sligo,  S.) 

Mr.  Delany  (Queen^s  County y  Ossory) 

The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Walter  Long,  Bristol,  S.) 

Mr.  JoJm  Redmond  ( Water  ford) 

Mr,  Kilbride  (Kildare,  S.)     . . 

Mr.  Dillon  (Mayo,  E.)         ..         ..  ■ 

vjucstion  put. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes,  79  ;  Noes,  120.     (Division  List  No.  189.) 
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Adjourned  at  ten  minutes  after  Twelve  o'clock. 
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tank  engines,  and  (2)  tender  engines,  showing  in  each  case  the  date,  place  of 
accident,  and  railway,  and  the  class  of  engine. 

Presented  (by.Command),  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table        . .         . .  1351 

Polling  Districts  (County  of  Durham). — Order  made  by  the  County  Council 
of  the  county  of  Durham,  altering  certain  polling  districts.  Laid  before 
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Extradition  Bill  [h.l.]. — [Second  Reading.]— Order  of  the  Day  for  the^Second 
Reading  read. 

The  Lard  ChanoMor  {The  Earl  of  Halsbury)         1352 

Moved,   "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2'r—(The  Lord  Chanodlor.) 

On  Question,  Bill  read  2*^  and  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  Monday  next. 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland)  (No.  1)  Bill  [h.l.].— House  in  Com- 
mittee (according  to  order)..  Bill  reported  without  Amendment;  and  re- 
committed to  the  Standing  Committee 1352 
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fkmended.    (No.  88.) 
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HOUSE  OF  COMMONS :    THURSDAY,  25th  MAY,  1903. 
The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  Clock.  i    i    •  fit 

Mr.  Speaker's  Absence. — The  House  being  met,  the  Clerk  at  the  Table 
informed  the  House  of  the  unavoidable  absence  of  Mr,  Speaker,  owing  t  j 
continued  indisposition. 

Whereupon  Mr.  James  William  Lowther,  the  Chairman*  of  Ways  and 
Means,  proceeded  to  the  Table,  and,  after  Prayers,  took  the  Chair  as  Deputy- 
Speaker,  pursuant  to  the  Standing  Order. 

•  PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS,  '    \ 

Provisional  Order  Bills  (Standing  Orders  Applicable  Thereto  Com- 
plied with). — Mr.  Deputy-Speaker  laid  upon  the  Table  Report  from  one 
of  the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  That,  in  the  case  of  the  follow- 
ing Bill,  referred  on  the  First  Reading  thereof,  the  Standing  Orders  which 
are  applicable  thereto  have  been  complied  with,  viz. : — Local  Government 
Provisional  Orders  (No.  12)  Bill. 

Ordered,  That  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time  To-m,o?i:Q\if        . ,         . .         . .  1367 
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of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  pursuant  to  the  Order  of  the  House  of  the  22nd 
day  of  this  instant  May,  That,  in  the  case  of  the  following  Bill,  the  Standing 
Oiders  which  are  appUcable  thereto  have  not  been  complied  with,  viz. : — 
Canals  Bill. 

Ordered,  That  the  Report  be  referred  to  the  Select  Committee  on  Standing 

valuers      ■•  •>  a.  ..  ••  ..  .•  ••  a.  «•         XO*/  I 
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Provisional  Orders  of  the  Local  Government  Board  relating  to  Milton-next- 
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Message  from  the  Lords. 

That  they  have  agreed  to — South  Suburban  Gas  Bill ;  Nottingham  and 
Retford  Railway  Bill,  without  Amendment. 

South  Metropoli  an  Gas  Bill,  with  an  Amendment^ 

Amendments  to,  Leeds  and  Liverpool  Canal  Bill  [Lords] ;  Metropolitan 
District  Railway  Bill  [Lords] ;  Orphan  Working  School  and  Alexandra 
Orphanage  Bill  [Lords],  without  Amendment. 

That  they  have  passed  a  Bill,  intituled,  "  An  Act  to  provide  for  the 
granting  of  Superannuation  Allowances  to  the  Officers  and  Servants  of  the 
(Council  of  the  Metropolitan  Borough  of  Stepney ;  and  for  other  purposes." 
[Stepney  Borough  Council  (Superannuation)  Bill  [Lords.] 

Also,  a  Bill,  intituled,  "  An  Act  to  amend  the  Acts  relating  to  the  Tees 
Valley  Water  Board,  and  to  confer  further  borrowing  and  other  powers  on 
the  Tees  Valley  Water  Board."    [Tees  Valley  Water  Board  Bill  [Lords.] 

Also,  a  Bill,  intituled,  *'  An  Act  to  incorporate  a  board  of  trustees,  and  to 
authorise  them  to  acquire  the  Workington  Harbour  and  Lonsdale  Dock 
undertaking,  in  the  county  of  Cumberland;  and  to  construct  an  extension 
pier  at  Workington  ;  and  for  other  purposes."  [Workington  Harbour  and 
Dock  Bill  [Lords.] 

And,  also,  a  Bill,  intituled,  *'  An  Act  to  empower  the  Corporation  of 
Hythe  to  construct  additional  waterworks ;  to  make  further  provision 
for  the  improvement  of  the  borough ;  and  for  other  purposes."  [Hythe 
Corporation  Bill  [Lords.]  . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .  1369 

Stepney  Borough  Council  (Superannuation)  Bill  [Lords]  ;  Tees  Valley 

Water  Board  Bill  [Lords] ;  Workington  Harbour  and  Dock  Bill  [Lords] ; 
Hythe  Corporation  Bill  [Lords]. — Read  the  first  time ;  and  referred  to  the 
Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills  . .         . .   1370 
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Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  (Sunday)  Bill. — Petition  from  Northfield,-in 
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Unemployed  Workmen  Bill.— Petition  from  Aberdeen,  in  favour;  to  lie 

upon  the  Table 1370 
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Considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
[Mr.  Jeffreys  (Hampshire,  N.)  in  the  Chair.] 

Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Departments  Estimates.  1905-6. — Class  II. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £13,950, 
be  granted  to  His  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray 
the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  pa3rment  during  the  jrear  ending 
on  the  31st  day  of  March,  1906,  for  the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the 
Offices  of  the  Chief  Secretary  in  Dublin  and  London,  and  of  the  In- 
spectors of  Lunatic  Asylums." 

Mr,  John  Redmond  (Waterford) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  Item  A  be  reduced  by  £100, 
in  respect  of  the  Salary  of  the  Chief  Secretary." — {Mr.  John  Redmond.) 

Mt.  WiUiam  Moore  (Antrim,  N.)  . . 

Mr.  T.  W.  Russell  {Tyrone,  S.)       

.  Mr.  Charles  Craig  {Antrim,  S.)  

Mr.  Haviland  Burke  {King^s  County,  Tullamote) 
Mr.  T.  L.  CorbeU  {Doum,  N.) 

Mr.  Flynn  {Cork,  N.)  

Mr.  Sloan  {Bdfasi,  S.) 

And  it  being  half  past  Seven  of  the  Clock,  the  Chairman  left  the  Chair  to 
make  his  Report  to  the  House. 

The  Clerk  at  the  Table  informed  the  House  of  the  unavoidable  absence  of  the 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  from  the  remainder  of  this  day's  Sittings. 

Whereupon  Mr.  Jeffreys,  the  Deputy-Chairman,  took  the  Chair  as  Deputy 
Speaker,  pursuant  to  the  Standing  Order. 

Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit  again  this  evening. 
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EVENING  SITTING. 

Supply  [8th  Allotted  Day.] 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
[Mr.  Jeffreys  (Hampshire,  N.)  in  the  Chair.] 

Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Departments  Estimates,  1905-6. — Class  II. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £13,950, 

be  granted  to  His  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the 

-  -Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
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on  the  31st  day  of  March,  1906,  for  the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the 
Offices  of  the  dbief  Secretary  in  JDublin  and  London,  and  of  the  Inspec- 
tors of  Lunatic  Asylums." 


Mr,  Sloan 

Mr,  T,  M.  Healy  {Louth,  N.) 
Mr.  Gordon  {Londonderry,  N.) 
Mr.  Dillon  {Mayo,  E.) 


..  1476 

..  1477 

..  14S2 

..  14S5 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  Item  A  be  reduced  by  £100,  in 
respect  of  the  Salary  of  the  Chief  Secretary." — {Mr.  Dillon.) 

The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  {Mr.  Walter  Long,  Bristol,  S,)     • .         . .  1497 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — ^Ayes,  98  Noes,  145.    (Division  List  No.  181.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

And,  it  being  after  Midnight,  the  Chairman  left  the  Chair  to  make  his 
Report  to  the  House. 

Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit  again  uppn  Monday  n^xt. 

Closing  of  Licensed  Premises  (St.  Patrick's  Day)  Ireland  Bill.— Order 

for  Second  Reading  read,  and  discharged.     Bill  withdrawn   . .  . .  1511 

Stahding  Orders. — Resolution  reported  from  the  Select  Committee. 

''  That,  in  the  case  of  the  Canals  Bill,  the  Standing  Orders  ought  not  to 
be  dispensed  with." 


Report  to  Ue  upon  the  Table 

Adjourned  at  twelve  minutes  after  Twelve  o'clock. 
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HOXTSE  OF  LORDS :    FRIDAY,  26th  MAY,  1005. 


PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 

•  The  Lord  Ohancellor  acquainted  the  House,  That  the  Clerk  of  the 
Parliaments  had  laid  upon  the  Table  the  Certificates  from  the  Examiners 
that  the  Standing  Orders  applicable  to  the  following  Bills  have  been  com- 
plied with  : — Electric  Lighting  Provisional  Orders  (No.  9)  [h.l.]  ;  Gas  and 
Water  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  2)  [h.l.]. 

Also  the  Certificate  that  no  further  Standing  Orders  are  applicable  to 
the  following  Bill : — Local  Grovernment  (Ireland)  Provisional  Order  (No.  1). 

And  also  the  Certificate  that  the  further  Standing  Orders  applicable 
to  the  following  Bill  have  been  complied  with  : — Highland  Railway. 

The  same  were  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table 


1513 
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South  Babracas  (Buenos  Aybes)  Oas  and  Cokb  Company. — ^Petition  of  the 
Company  praying  leave  to  introduce  a  Bill  *'  For  increasing  the  capital  of 
the  South  Barracas  (Buenos  Ayres)  Gas  and  Coke  Company  by  the  Creation 
of  paid-up  shares,  and  providing  for  the  issue  thereof  to  the  shareholders ; 
and  for  other  purposes,"  together  with  a  copy  of  the  proposed  Bill  annexed 
thereto  ;  read,  anid  referred  to  the  Examiners  1513 

Oorbett  Estate  Bill  [h.l.]. — Committed  1513 

Bristol  Oorporation  Bill. — Report  from  the  Select  (Committee,  That  the  Com- 
mittee had  not  proceeded  with  the  consideration  of  the  Bill,  no  parties 
having  appeared  in  opposition  thereto  ;  read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 
The'  orders'  made  on  May  18th,  and  Friday  last  discharged,  and  Bill  com- 

uUi/cecL  ■■         ••         ••         ••         ••         ••         ■•         ••         **  **  ivA.*^ 

Botherham,  Maltby,  and  LauffhtoxL  Bailway  BULT-Head  2» ,  and  com 

mitted.    The  Committee  to  be  proposed  by  the  Committee  of  Selection      . .  1513 

University  College,  London  (Transfer)  Bill  [h.l.[  ;   Whitby  Urban  Dis- 
trict Council  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Mansfield  Corporation  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Bangor  (County    • 
Down)  Water  and  Improvement  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Western  Valleys  (Monmouth- 
shire) Water  and  Gras  Bill  [h.l.].    Read  3*^,  and  passed,  and  sent  to  the 
(Tommons  -  . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . »  1514 


Olay  Cross  Railway  (Abandonment)  Bill ;  Great  Berkhampstead  €ras  Bill. 

Read  3%  and  passed        ..         ..         ..         ..         ..         ..  ..   1514 

Local  Gtovemment  (Lreland)  Provisional  Orders  (No.  3)  Bill ;  Local 

Government  Provisional  Order  (Gras)  Bill ;  Local  (jovernment  Provisional 
Orders  (No.  6)  Bill ;  Local  Government  Provisional  Orders  (No.  7)  Bill  ; 
Local  Government  Provisional  Orders  (No.  8)  Bill ;  Local  Government 
Provisional  Orders  (No.  9)  Bill.    Brought  from  the  Commons  . .  1514 

London  and  North- Western  Railway  Bill ;  Rhondda  Urban  District  Council 

Bill. — Brought  from  the  Commons ;  read  11 ;  and  referred  to  the  Examiners  1514 

Mexborongh  and  Swinton  Tramways  (Extension  of  Time)  Bill  [h.l.].— 

Returned  from  the  Commons  agr  d  to,  with  Amendments.  The  said 
Amendments  considered,  and  agreed  to 1514 

Wrexham  Oas  Bill. — Returned  from  the  Commons,  with  the  Amendments 

agreed  to     . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .  1514 

Oroydon  Oorporation  Bill.— Reported  from  the  Select  Committee,  with 

Amendments  1514 


Llandlindod  Wells  Urban  District  Council  Bill  [h.l.].— Reported  from  the 

Select  Committee,  with  Amendments 1514 

Accrington  Oorporation  Bill— Reported,  with  Amendments 1514 

Aberdare  Urban  District  Oouncil  Bill.— Reported,  with  Amendments       . .  1514 
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Local  Government  (Ireland)  Provisional  Orders  (No.  3)  Bill  (No.  89) ; 

Local  Government  Provisional  Order  (Gas)  Bill  (No.  90) ;  Local  Govern- 
ment Provisional  Orders  (No.  6)  Bill  (No.  91) ;  Local  Government  Provi- 
sional Orders  (No.  7)  Bill  (No.  92) ;  Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  8)  Bill  (No.  93) ;  Local  Government  Provisional  Orders  (No.  9)  Bill 
(No.  94). — Read  1» ;  to  be  printed ;  and  referred  to  the  Examiners  . .         . .  1515 

Pier  and  Harbonr  Provisional  Orders  (No.  1)  Bill  [h.l.].— House  in  Com- 
mittee (according  to  order).  Amendnients  made.  Standing  Committee 
negatived.    The  Report  of  Amendments  to  be  received  on  Monday  next     . .  1515 

Pier  and  Harbour  Provisional  Orders  (No.  2)  Bill  [h.l.].— House  in  Com- 
mittee (according  to  order).  An  Amendment  made.  Standing  Committee 
negatived.    The  Report  of  Amendment  to  be  received  on  Monday  next       . .   1515 

Tramway;s  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  1)  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Tramways  Orders  Con- 
firmation (No.  2)  Bill  [H.L.] ;  Gas  Orders  Confirmation  Bill  [h.l.]. — Read 
2*  (according  to  order) 1515 

Education  Board  Provisional  Order  Oonflrmation  (London  No.  2)  Bill 

[h.l.]. — Read  3^  (according  to  order),  and  passed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons    1515 

PETITIONS, 

Licensed  Houses. — Petition  for  early  closing  of ;  of  Tooting  Graveney  Branch 

of  Women's  Total  Abstinence  Union  ;  read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table  1515 

RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 

Trade  Reports  (Annual  Series). 

No.  3381.    France  (Bordeaux) ; 

No.  3382.    Turkey  (Bussorah).      . .         1515 

Ireland  Development  Grant  Act,  1903. — Report  of  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of 
all  his  proceedings  under  the  Act,  for  the  financial  year  ended  31st  March, 

Xt/vH^  •*  «■  •*  ■•  ««  ••  ■•  ••  ..  *.     J.i/Xt^ 

a  • 

Light  Railways  Act,  1896.— Orders  made  by  the  Light  Railway  Commis- 
sioners : — 

T.  Modified  and  confirmed  by  the  Board  of  Trade,  autljiorising  the    con* 

struction  of  light  railways  in  : — 

* 

(Portsmouth  and   Hayling  Light   Railway   Order,    1905).    The 
[  borough  of  Portsmouth,  and  in  the  rural  district  of  Havant,  in  the 

county  of  Southampton,  including  a  conveyor  bridge  over  the  Langstone 
Channel. 

» 

_/  (Campbeltown  and  Macrihanish  Light  Railway  Order,  1905).    The 

ounty  of  Argyll,  from  Campbeltown  to  Macrihanish. 

(Guildford  Light  Railways  Order,  1 905.)  The  parish  of  Stoke-next- 
Juildford,  in  the  rural  district  oi  Guildford  and  in  the  borough  of  Guild « 
ford,  in  the  county  of  Surrey. 
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II.  Confirmed  by  the  Board  of  Trade,  amending  : — 

(Welshpool  and  Llanfair  Light  Railway  (Further  Borrowing 
Powers)  Order,  1905.)  The  Welshpool  and  Llaniair  Light  Railway 
(Amendment)  Order,  1901 ;  and  for  other  purposes. 

(Basingstoke  and  Alton  Light  Railway  (Speed  Amendment)  Order, 
1905.)    The  Basingstoke  and  Alton  Light  Railway  Order,  1897,  as  to 

SijOOu  ••  ••  ••  ••  ••.  ■•  •■  ••  ••xtjxn 

Mines  and  Quarries  (General  Report  and  Statistics  for  1904  :  Part  I.  Dis- 
trict Statistics). 

Statistics  of  the  persons  employed,  output,  and  accidents  at  mines  and 
quarries  in  the  United  Kingdom,  arranged  according  to  the  inspection  dis- 
tricts. 

Presented  (by  Command),  and  ordered  to  he  on  the  Table  . .  1516' 

Patents,  Designs,  and  Trade  Marks. — Twenty-second  Report  of  the  Comp- 
troller-General of  patents,  designs,  and  trade  marks,  with  appendices,  for 
the  year  1905         . .  1516 

Alkali,  etc.,  Works  Regulation  Acts,  1881  and  1892. 

Forty-first  annual  Report  on  alkali,  etc.,  works  by  the  chief  inspector. 
Proceedings  during  the  year  1904.  ^ 

Laid  before  the  House  (pursuant  to  Act),  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table  1517 

Public  Health  Acts  (Amendment)  Bill  [h.l.]. 

The  following  Lords  were  named  of  the  Select  Committee  : — 

L.  Zouche. 

L.  Digby. 

L.  Kenyon. 

L.  Stanley  of  Alderley. 

L.  Hvlton. 

L.  Burghclere. 

L.  Allerton. 

The  Committee  to  appoint  their  own  Chairman. 

Timber  Deck-Loads. 

Lord  Mfiskefry 151i 

Lord  Avebury  1520 

The  Under-Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  (The  Duke  of  Marlborough)  1521 

House  adjourned  at  five  minutes  past  Five  o'clock,  to  Monday  nezti 
a  quarter  before  Eleven  o'clock. 
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HOUSE  OF  COMMONS :    FRIDAY,  26th  MAY,  1905. 

The  House  met  at  Twelve  of  the  Clock. 

Mr.  Speaker's  Absence. — ^The  House  being  met,  the  Clerk  at  the  Table  in- 
formed the  House  of  the  unavoidable  absence  of  Mr.  Speaker,  owing  to 
continued  indisposition. 

Whereupon  Mr.  James  William  Lowther,  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
Means,  proceeded  to  the  Table,  and,  after  Prayers,  took  the  Chair  as  Deputy- 
Speaker,  pursuant  to  the  Standing  Order. 

PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS.  ' 

Provisional  Order  Bills  (No  Standing  Orders  Applicable). — Mr. Deputy- 
Speaker  laid  upon  the  Table  Report  from  !one  of  the  Examiners  of 
Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  That,  in  the  case  of  the  following  Bills,  referred 
on  the  First  Reading  thereof,  no  Standing  Orders  are  applicable,  viz. : — 
Local  Government  Provisional  Order  (Poor  Law)  (No.  2)  Bill ;  Local 
Government  Provisional  Orders  (No.  13)  Bill. 

¥ 

Ordered,  That  the  Bills  be  read  a  second  time  upon  Monday  next  . .  1525 

Great  Eastern  Railway  Bill;  Loughborough  Corporation  Bill  ;  Norwich 
Union  Life  Insurance  Society  Bill.  Lords  Amendments  considered,  and 
agreed  to  . .         . .         . .         . .         • •         . .         • •         . ,         . .   1525 

Clyde    Navigation  Bill  [Lords]. — Read  the  third  time,  and.  passed,  with 

Amendments  . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .  . .   1525 

Dublin,  Wicklow,  and  Wexford  Railway  Bill; 'Liverpool  Corporation 

Bill.    Read  the  third  time,  and  passed  1525 

Skegness  Water  Bill. — ^As  amended,  considered  ;  a  clause  added ;  Amend- 
ments made  ;  Bill  to  b«  read  the  third  time 1525 

Local  Oovemment  (Ireland)  Provisional  Orders  (No.  3)  Bill ;  Local 

Government  Provisional  Order  (Gas)  Bill ;  Local  Government  Provisional 
Orders. (No.  6)  Bill;  Local  Government  Provisional  Orders  (No.  7)  Bill; 
Local  Government  Provisional  Orders  (No.  8)  Bill;  Local  Government' 
Provisional  Orders  (No.  9)  Bill.— Read  the  third  time,  and  passed  . .         . .  152(> 

Electric  Lighting  Provisional  Orders  (No.  7)  Bill,— As  amended,  con- 

sidered  ;  to  be  read  the  third  time  upon  Monday  next  . .         . .         . .  152(> 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders  (No,  12)  Bill— Read  a  second  time, 

and  committed  ..         ..         152e 

Private  Bills  (Group  E).— Ordered,  That  Mr.  Robert  Bruce  do  attend  the 
Committee  on  Group  E  of  Private  Bills  on  Monday  next,  at  Twelve  of  the 
clock  152G 

Rathmines  and  Rathgar  Extension  and  Improvement  Bill.— Reported, 

with  Amendments,  from  the  Police  and  Sanitary  Committee.    Report  to 

lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed 1526- 
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Kailwat  Bills  (Group  4). — ^Mr.  de  Tatton  Egerton  reported  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Group  4  of  Railway  Bills ;  That  a  communication  had  been 
received  from  Mr.  Arkwright,  one  of  the  members  of  the  said  Committee, 
that  he  was  unable,  on  account  of  domestic  anxiety,  to  attend  the  Committee 
this  day.    Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table  . .         . .         • .         . .         . .  1526 


Message  from  the  Lords.— That  they  have  agreed  to — ^Alexander  Scott's 
Hospital  Order  Confirmation  Bill ;  Grangemouth  Waterworks  and  Burgh 
Extension  Order  Confirmation  Bill ;  Arbroath  Corporation  Water  Order 
rnnfirmation  Bill,  without  Amendment. 

Seaham  Gas  Bill ;  Ilfracombe  Harbour  and  Improvement  Bill,  with  Amend- 
ments. 

Amendments  to,  Tralee  Urban  District  Council  Bill  [Lords]  ;  Tyneside 
Tramways  and  Tramroads  Bill  [Lords],  without  Amendment. 

That  they  have  passed  a  Bill,  intituled,  "  An  Act  to  confirm  certain 
Provisional  Orders  made  by  the  Board  of  Education  under  the  Education 
Acts,  1870  to  1903,  to  enable  the  Councils  of  the  County  Boroughs  of 
Liverpool  and  Manchester,  the  County  of  Surrey,  and  the  Urban  District 
of  Willesden,  to  put  in  force  the  Lands  Clauses  Acts."  [Education  Board 
Provisional  Orders  Confirmation  (Liverpool,  etc.)  Bill  [Lords.] 

Also,  a  Bill,  intituled,  **  An  Act  to  empower  the  Corporation  of  Notting- 
ham to  construct  additional  tramways ;  to  make  certain  street  improvements 
and  waterworks  ;  and  for  other  purposes."  [Nottingham  Corporation  Bill 
[Lords.] 

Also,  a  Bill,  intituled,  "  An  Act  for  transferring  University  College, 
London,  to  the  University  of  London,  and  for  other  matters  connected  there- 
with ;  and  for  amending  the  University  of  London  Act,  1898."  [University 
College,  London  (Transfer)  Bill  [Lords.] 

« 

Also,  a  Bill,  intituled,  "  An  Act  to  enable  the  Urban  District  Council 
for  the  Urban  District  of  Whitby,  in  the  North  Riding  of  the  county  of 
York,  to  acquire  the  undertaking  of  the  Whitby  Harbour  Trustees  and  the 
market  rights  within  the  district  as  well  as.  certain  lands  ;  to  make  further 
provisions  for  the  improvement  and  good  government  of  the  district; 
and  for  other  purposes.     [Whitby  Urban  District  Council  Bill  [Lords.] 

Also,  a  Bill,  intituled,  "  An  Act  to  confer  further  powers  upon  the 
Mayor,  Aldermen,  and  Burgesses  of  the  borough  of  Mansfield  with  respect  to 
their  water  undertaking ;  to  make  further  and  better  provision  in  regard 
to  the  health,  local  government,  and  improvement  of  the  borough ;  and 
for  other  purposes."     [Mansfield  Corporation  Bill  [Lords.] 

Also,  a  Bill,  intituled,  "  An  Act  to  confer  powers  on  the  Urban  District 
Council  of  Bangor,  in  the  county  of  Down,  for  the  construction  of  new 
waterworks  ;  for  the  extension  of  their  gas  undertaking ;  for  the  regulation 
and  control  of  the  seashore  and  adjoining  lands  ;  and  for  the  improvement 
and  local  government  of  their  district ;  and  for  other  purposes*"  [Bangor 
{County  Down)  Water  and  Improvement  Bill  [Lords.] 
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And,  also,  a  Bill,  intitolej,  *'  An  Act  to  rearrange  the  capital  and 
amend  the  borrowing  powers  of  the  Western  Valleys  (Monmouthshire) 
Water  and  Gas  Company ;  and  for  other  purposes."  [Western  Valleys 
(Monmouthshire)  Water  and  Gas  Bill  [Lords]  1527 

Nottiiigliam  Oorporation  Bill  [Lords];  University  College,  London  (Transfer 
Bill  [Lords]  ;  Whitby  Urban  District  Council  Bill  [Lords] ;  Mansfield  Cor- 
poration Bill  [Lords]:  Bangor  (County  Down)  Water  and  Improvement 
BiU  [Lords]  ;  Western  Valleys  (Monmouthshire)  Water  and  Gas  Bill  [Lords]. 
Bead  the  first  time  ;  and  referred  to  the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private 

J31118  ••  ••  ••  a.  ••  •*  •■  «•  cr  ••        Xt/iuO 


Board  Proyisional  Orders  Oonfirmatlon  (Uyerpool,  etc.)  Bill 

[Lords]. — Read  the  first  time ;  referred  to  the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for 
Private  Bills,  and  to  be  printed.    [Bill  229] 1528 

PETITIONS. 

Access  to  Mountains  (Scotland)  Bill.    Petition  from  Haddington,  against ; 

to  lie  upon  the  Table       . .         . .         . .         . .         . .  . .  1528 

Doos  Bill. — Petition  from  Haddington,  against ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table  . .  1528 

Education  (Scotland)  Bill. — Petition  from  Haddington,  for  alteration ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table  . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .   1529 

Lands  Valuation  (Scotland)  Bill. — Petition  from  Haddington,  against ;  to  lie 

upon  the  Table       . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .  1529 

Licensed  Premises  (Hours  of  Closing). — Petition  from  St.  Frideswide's,  for 
alteration  of  law ;  to  lie  upon  th^  Table         1529 

Local(jovernment  (Scotland)  Act  (1894)  Amendment  Bill. — Petition  from 

Haddington,  in  favour ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table  . .  . .  1529 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  (Sunday)  Bill. — Petitions  in  favour ;  from 

Lewisham  ;  and  Weston-super-Mare  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table  . .         . .  1529 

Street  Betting  Bill. — Petitions  in   favour ;  from    the   Oity  of   London ; 

Haddington  ;  and  Kentish  Town  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table       . .         . .         . .  1529 
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Mr.  Moon  {St.  Pancras,  N.)  1544 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  To  leave  out  the  word  '  now  '  and  at  the  end  of  the  Question  to 
add  the  words  '  upon  this  day  six  months.'  " — {Sir  J.  Ferguson.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word  ^  now  '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mr.  George  Whiie  {Norfolk,  N.W.) 
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Question  put. 

The  House  divided  :— Ayes,  108  ;  Noes,  114.    (Division  List  No.  182.) 

« 
Words  added.    Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Second  Reading  put  oft  for  six  months. 

Steam  Engines  and  Boilers  (Persons  in  Charge)  Bill.   [Second  Reading]. 

— Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mr.  Jofcfh  Walton  {Yorkshire,  W.R,,  Bainsley) . .   1573 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ^'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

<St>  William  Tomlinson  {Preston) 1581 

Sit  Francis  Powell  {Wigan) . .  15:S J 

And,  it  being  half-past  Five  of  the  clock,  the  Debate  stood  adjourned. 
Debate  to  be  resumed  upon  Monday  next. 

Trades  Unions  and  Trade  Disputes  BiU.— Older  for  consideration,  as 

amended  (by  the  Standing  Committee),  read,  and  discharged.  Bill  with* 
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Public  Accounts  Committee. — First  Report  brought  up,  and  read.    Report 

to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.    [No.  176.J  . .         . .         . .  15S'> 

Whereupon  Mr.  Deputy-Speaker  adjourned  the  House  without  Ques- 
tion put,  in  pursuance  of  Standing  Order  No.  3. 

Adjourned  at  twenty-eight  minutes  before  Six  o'clock  till  Monday 
next. 
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PRIVATE      BILL      BUSINESS. 


The  Lord  Chancellor  acquainted  the 
House,  That  the  Clerk  of  the  Parliaments 
had  laid  upcn  the  Table  the  Certificates 
from  the  Examiners  that  no  Standing 
Orders  are  applicable  to  the  following 
Bills  : — ^Local  Government  Provisional 
Orders  (No.  2) ;  Local  Government  Pro- 
visional Orders  (No.  3) ;  Local  Govern- 
ment Provisional  Orders  (Poor  Law). 
The  same  were  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
Table. 

Rhymney  and  Aber  Valleys  Gas  and 
Water  Company — (Petition  for  Bill). 
Examiner's  Certificate  of  non-compUance 
with  the  Standing  Orders  referred  to  the 
Standing  Orders  Committee  on  Tuesday 
next. 

Donovan's    Divorce    Bill    [h.l.].     A 


Reading  of  the  Bill,  and  to  produce  a 
document. 

Hastings  Tramways  Bill  [h.l.].  Re- 
port from  the  Select  Committee,  That  the 
Committee  had  not  proceeded  with 
the  consideration  of  the  Bill,  no  parties 
having  appeared  in  opposition  thereto ; 
read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 
The  orders  made  on  the  13th  and  3l8t  of 
March  last  discharged,  and  Bill  com- 
mitted. 

South  Lancashire  Tramways  Bill  [h.l.]. 
The  Chairman  of  Committees  in- 
formed the  House  that  the  opposition 
to  the  Bill  was  withdrawn.  The  order 
made  on  the  30th  of  March  laf>t  dis- 
charged,   and    Bill   committed. 

Accringtcn  Corporation  Bill.  The 
Chairman  of  Committees  informed  the 
House  that  the  opposition  to  the  Bill 
was  withdrawn.  The  order  made  on 
Tuesday  last  discharged,  and  Bill  com* 
mitted. 

London  and  India  Docks  Company  Bill 
witness  ordered  to  attend  on  the  Second  I  [h.l.].    The  Chairman  of  Committees 
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informed  the  House  that  the  promoters 
do  not  intend  to  proceed  further  with 
the  Bill.  The  order  of  the  14th  of 
April  last  discharged.  Ordered,  That  the 
Bill  be  not  further  proceeded  with. 

Acton  Sewage  Bill ;  Birmingham  Cor- 
poration Bill.  Read  2%  and  committed. 
The  Committees  to  be  pioposed  by  the 
Committee  of  Selection. 

Brentwood  Gas  Bill ;  Great  Berk- 
hampstead  Gas  Bill.  Read  2*^,  and 
committed. 

Ilfracombe  Harbour  and  Improve- 
ment Bill.  Read  2%  and  committed 
for  Thursday  next. 

London  Gas  Bill.  Read  2*,  and 
committed.  The  Committee  to  be  pro- 
posed by  the  Committee  of  Selection. 

OtJey  Improvement  Bill.  Read  2*, 
and  committed  for  Thursday  next. 

Great  Northern  Railway  Bill.  Read 
2»,  and  committed.  The  Committee 
to  be  proposed  by  the  Committee  of 
Selection. 

Nottingham  and  Retford  Railway  Bill ; 
Seaham  Gas  Bill.  Read  2*,  and  com- 
mitted for  Thursday  next. 

Croydon  Gas  Bill.  Read  2*,  and 
committed. 

Hitchin  and  District  Gas  Bill.  Read 
2*,  and  committed.  The  Committee  to 
be  proposed  by  the  Committee  of  Selec- 
tion. 

McConnell's  Divorce  Bill  [h.l.].  Mes- 
sage from  the  Commons  for  copy  of  the 
Minutes  of  Evidence  taken  before  this 
House,  together  with  the  proceedings 
and  the  documents  deposited  in  the 
case.  Ordered  to  be  communicated, 
with  a  request  that  they  may  be  leturned. 

Hull,  Barnsley,  and  West  Riding 
Junction  Railway  and  Dock  Bill ;  Great 
Central  Railway  (Pension  Fund)  Bill 
[h.l.]  ;  Morley  Corporation  Bill ;  Llandrin- 
dod  Wells  Urban  District  Council  Bill 
[h.l.]  ;    Acton    Sewage*  Bill ;    Birming- 


Railway  Bill  ;  Wellingborough  and 
District  Tramroads  and  Electricity  Sup- 
ply Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Corporation  Bill  [h.l.].  Report  from 
the  Committee  of  Selection,  That  the 
following  Loids  be  proposed  to  the  House 
to  form  the  Select  Committee  for  the 
consideration  of  the  said  Bills ;  (viz.) : 

V-.  Ridley, 

L.  Belhaven  and  Stenton, 

L.  Ravensworth, 

L.  Brougham  and  Vaux  (chairman), 

•L.  Biddulph; 

agreed  to;  and  the  said  Lords  ap- 
pointed accordingly.  The  Committee  to 
meet  on  Thursday  next,  at  Eleven  o'clock; 
and  all  petitions  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee, with  leave  to  the  petitioners 
praying  to  be  heard  by  counsel  against 
the  Bills  to  be  heard  as  desired,  as  also 
counsel  for  the  Bills. 

Metropolitan  Police  Provisional  Order 
Bill.  Read  3^  (according  to  order),  and 
passed. 

Gas  and  Water  Orders  Confirmation 
(No.  1)  Bill  [h.l.].  Read  2*  (according 
to  order). 

Gamble's  Divorce  Bill  [h.l.].  House 
in  Committee  (according  to  order).  An 
Amendment  made.  Standing  Committee 
negatived.  The  Report  of  Amendment 
to  be  received  on  Monday  next. 

Malone's  Divorce  (Validation)  Bill 
[h.l.].  House  in  Committee  (according 
to  order).  Bill  reported  without  Amend- 
ment. Standing  Committee  negatived  ; 
and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Monday  next. 

Lautour's  Divorce  Bill  [h.l.].  House 
in  Committee  (according  to  order).  An 
Amendment  made.  Standing  Committee 
negatived.  The  Report  of  Amendment 
to  be  received  on  Monday  next. 
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LICENSED  HOUSES. 

Petition    for    early    closing    of ;     of 
Lewisham  Union  ;    read,  and  ordered  to 


ham  Corporation  Bill ;   Great  Northern  I  lie  on  the  Table. 
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Councils)  Bill, 


SUNDAY  CLOSING   (SHOPS)   BILL   [h.l.]. 

Petition  in  favour  of ;  of  Middles- 
brough Corporation ;  read,  and  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  Table. 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 

RAILWAY  RETURNS. 
Ketam  relating  to  the  railways  of  the 
United    :Kingdom   for    the    year    1904. 
Preliminary  statement. 

TRADE  REPORTS :  ANNUAL  SERIES. 

No.  3367,  Greece  (Cyclades) ;  No.  3368, 
France  (Havre) ;  No.  3369,  Greece 
<Morea,  Aetolia,  and  Acamania) ;  No. 
^3370,  Greece  (Piraeus). 

ARMY. 

Return  of  stores  and  supplies  des- 
patched to  South  Africa  during  the  period 
1899-1901  destroyed  locally.  Presented 
(by  Command),  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
Table. 

TRAMWAYS  ACT.  1870. 

Report  by  the  Board  of  Trade  as  to 
^lispensing  with  the  consent  of  the  County 
Council  of  Glamorgan  to  the  Aberavon 
Tramways  Provisional  Order. 

INDIA 

Home  accounts.  Home  Recounts  of  the 
Oovemment  of  India. 

Estimate.  Estimate  of  Revenue  and 
Expenditure  of  the  Government  of  India, 
for  the  year  1904-1905,  compared  with 
the  results  of  1903-1904. 

Finance  and  Revenue  Accounts. 
Finance  and  Revenue  Accounts  of  the 
<jovernment  of  India,  for  the  year 
I9a3-1904. 

BOARP  OF  EDUCATION  (REPORT  UNDER 
WELSH  INTERMEDIATE  EDUCATION 
ACT,  1889). 

Report  of  the  Board  of  Education  on 
the  administration  of  schools  under 
the  Act. 

SOMAIJLAND  PROTECTORATE. 

Treasury  Minute,  dated  13th  April, 
1905,  as  to  audit  of  the  accounts  of  the 
•Somaliland  Protectorate. 


COMPANIES  (WINDING-UP)  ACT,  1890. 
Account  showing  receipts  and  ex- 
penditure on  account  ol  proceedings  under 
the  Companies  (Winding-up)  Act,  1890, 
during  the  year  ended  3l8t  March,  1905. 

BANKRUPTCY  ACT,  1883  (PROCEEDINGS). 

Accounts  showing  the  receipts  and 
expenditure  on  account  of  bankruptcy 
proceedings  during  the  year  ended  31st 
March,  1905. 

SUPERANNUATION. 

Treasury  Minutes.  Dated  12th  April, 
1905,  granting  a  retired  allowance  to 
Matthew  Henry  Danily,  postmaster  at 
Malpas.  Dated  10th  April,  1905,  grant- 
ing a  retired  allowance  to  John  Bolton 
late  of  the  Engineer-in-Chief's  De- 
partment.  General  Post  OiEce.  Dated 
4th  May,  declaring  Yunnaufu  and 
Tengyueh  to  be  unhealthy  places  within 
the  meaning  of  the  Superannuation  Act, 
1876. 

Laid  before  the  House  (pursuant  to 
Act),  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

UNIVERSITIES   OF   OXFORD   AND   CAM- 
BRIDGE   ACT.    1877. 

Statute  made  by  the  Governing  Body 
of  St.  John's  College,  Oxford,  on  the  20th 
January,  1905,  amending  Statutes  IIL 
and  XVI.  of  the  Statutes  of  the  College. 
Laid  before  the  House  (pursuant  to  Act), 
and  to  be  printed.     (No.  71.) 


POLLING    DISTRICTS    (COUNTY    COUN- 
CILS)  BILL  [H.L.]. 

[Skoond  Reading.] 

Order    of    the    Day    for    the    Second 
Reading  read. 

Lord  MONKSWELL  :  My  Lords,  this 
Bill  is  introduced  to  remedy  a  clear 
defect  in  the  law  as  it  at  present  stands. 
Some  years  ago  the  law  officers  decided 
that  county  councils  were  only  enabled 
by  Act  of  Parliament  once  for  all  to 
settle  polling  districts.  This  decision 
put'  them  to  great  inconvenience,  be- 
cause, owing  to  changes  of  a  local  char- 
acter, it  is  frequently  necessary  to  alter 
the  arrangement  of  polling  districts. 
This  Bill  enables  them  to  do  so.  The 
j  present  state  of  the  law^is  extremely 
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anomalous,  inasmuch  as  polling  districts 
can  be  altered  from  time  to  time  for 
Parliamentary  elections  but  not  for 
county  council  elections.  This  Bill, 
I  believe  in  the  identical  form  in  which 
it  18  now  before  youi  Lordships,  has 
passed  this  House  no  less  than  three 
times.  Last  year  it  was  introduced 
by  my  noble  friend  Lord  Ribblesdale, 
whose  illness  we  all  deploie ;  and,  as  it 
is  a  non-contentious  measure  and  agreed 
to  by  the  Government,  I  hope  your 
Lordships  ?nll  give  it  a  Second  Reading. 

Moved,  ''That  the  Bill  be  now  read 
2\"— (lorrf  MonkswM.) 

On  Question,  Bill  read  2*^,  and  com- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
Housemen  Tuesday  next. 

POLLING  ARRANGEMENTS  (PARLIAME^- 
TARY  BOROUGHS)  BILL  [h.l.]. 

[Skoond  Rbading.] 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second 
Reading  read. 

Lord  MONKSWELL  :  My  Lords,  this 
is  a  Bill  that  proposes  to  transfer  in 
certain  cases  some  of  the  powers  that 
have  been  hitherto  exercised  by  justices 
of  the  peace  in  petty  sessions,  and  some- 
times in  quarter  sessions,  with  regard  to 
the  arrangement  of  polling  districts  in 
Parliamentary  boroughs  to  the  county 
council  in  boroughs  where  the  town 
council  is  not  the  local  authority.  The 
reason  why  your  Lordships  are  asked 
to  give  your  assent  to  this  alteration  is 
this,  that  at  present  county  councils 
have  complete  jurisdiction  over  the 
polling  arrangements  with  regard  to 
county  council  elections,  and  it  seems 
extremely  desirable  that  one  authority 
should  be  supreme  in  this  matter.  This 
Bill,  like  the  last  one,  has  passed  your 
Lordships*  House  on  three  occasions, 
but  has  failed  to  get  through  the  other 
House.  It  is  assented  to  by  the  Govern- 
ment, and  I  hope  your  Lordships  will 
again  read  it  a  second  time. 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read 
2\''—(Lord  Monkswdl.) 

On  Question,  BiU  read  2\  and  com- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  Tuesday  next. 

Lord  Monkswell. 


CLOSING      OF      LICENSED      PREMISES- 
(CHRISTMAS  DAY)  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

[Sbookd  Rsadino.] 

Order    of   the    Day  for   the    Second 
Reading  read. 

Lord  AVEBURY:      My  Lords,   the 
object  of  this  Bill  is    sufficiently  indi- 
cated in  the  title ;  it  is  to  close  public- 
houses   on   Christmas  Day   in    Ireland. 
Noble  Lords  may  be  surprised  at  my 
introducing  an  Irish   Bill,   but   having^ 
been  requested  to  do  so  by  the  Irisk 
Members    who   have    carried    the    Bill 
though  the  House  of  Commons  I  thought 
I  ought  not  to  refuse.    The  Bill  is  sup- 
ported by  the  Irish  Members  generally, 
by    Home    Rulers    and    Unionists,    by 
those  from  all  parts  of  Ireland,  by  both 
the  Roman  Catholic  and  the  Protestant 
Archbishops,   and  by  the  Grocers  and 
Vintners  Protection  Association    as  re- 
presenting the  trade.    It  may  be  said 
that  the  number  of  publicans  who  open 
is  few.    That  is  true ;    but  it  is  felt  an 
injustice  that  a  few  should  open  while 
the  majority  close.    Moreover,  the  num- 
ber   tends    to    increase.     The    Bill    is- 
generally  approved  in  Ireland ;    there  is^ 
no  opposition  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  I  hope  it  will  conmiend  itself  to  your 
Lordships.    I  move  the  Second  Reading. 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read 
2\''—(Lord  Avebury,) 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (The  Earl 
of  Halsbury)  :  My  Lords,  I  must  say 
that  it  strikes  me,  without  something 
more  being  said  on  the  subject  than  ha» 
been  said  by  the  noble  Lord,  as  a  very 
strong  order  indeed  for  Parliament  U> 
be  asked  to  enact  that  no  intoxicating 
liquor  of  any  kind  shall  be  sold  in  Ire- 
land during  the  whole  of  Christmas  Day. 
I  hesitate  to  assent  to  it. 

♦The  Marquess  op  RIPON:  My 
Lords,  I  understood  the  noble  Lord  wha 
moved  the  Second  Reading  to  say  that 
the  Bill  was  approved  generally  in  Ire- 
land, and  also  by  the  Irish  Members 
of  all  sections  in  the  other  House  of 
Parliament.  I  confess  it  does  seem  to- 
me rather  singular  that  a  measure  coming 
to  us  upon  such  authority  as  that  should 
be  smnmarily  rejected  in  the  manner 
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propoeed  by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
on  the  liVoolsack.  The  present  Lord- 
Ijieat«nant  of  Ireland*  commenced  his 
Viceroyalty  by  stating  that  he  desired 
uhat  Ireland  should  be  governed  in 
^accordance  with  Irish  ideas.  This  ap- 
pears to  be  an  Irish  idea,  a  measure 
desired  generally  in  Ireland.  If  it  can  be 
^hown  that  there  are  Irish  objections 
to  it,  and  that  the  noble  Lord  is  mis- 
taken in  the  view  he  takes  on  the  matter, 
well  and  good.  But  your  Lordships 
would,  I  think,  make  a  mistake  if  you 
were  to  refuse  to  consider  and  sum- 
marily reject  what  I  understood  to  be  an 
Irish  idea. 

♦The  secretary  op  STATE  for 
FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess 
of  Lansdowns)  :  My  Lords,  my  noble 
friend  beside  me  who  represents  the 
Irish  Office  (the  Earl  of  Denbigh),  tells 
me  that  his  attention  had  not  been 
called  to  this  Bill,  and  he  is  therefore  not 
prepared  to  state  how  it  is  regarded 
by  the  responsible  Department.  In  these 
circumstances,  as  the  Bill  deals  with  a 
<|uestion  of  some  importance,  I  would 
venture  to  suggest  that  the  discussion 
of  it  might  be  adjourned  until  another 
iday. 

LoM)  TWEEDMOUTH:  My  Lords, 
-this  Bill  could  only  have  passed  through 
the  House  of  Commons  with  the  assent 
of  His  Majesty's  Oovernment.  If  the 
members  of  the  Oovernment  who  sit  in 
the  other  House  had  taken  exception 
to  the  Bill  it  could  never  have  arrived 
liere ;  and  for  my  part,  I  am  prepared 
on  thiB  occasion  to  support  the  members 
of  the  Government  in  the  House  of 
<>onmions  rather  than  those  who  sit  in 
this  House.  In  the  circumstances,  I 
iiope  your  Lordships  will  give  a  Second 
Reading  to  the  Bill. 

Lord  AVEBURY  :  My  Lords,  I  feel 
I  cannot  resist  the  suggestion  that  has 
been  thrown  out  by  the  noble  Marquess 
the  Leader  of  your  Lordships'  House 
that  the  discussion  should  be  adjourned  ; 
hut  I  should  like  most  emphatically  to 
repeat  that  the  Bill  was  supported  in  the 
House  of  Commons  by  the  Irish  Members 
generally,  by  Home  Rulers  and  Unionists, 
-and  by  those  from  all  parts  of  Ireland. 
trhere  was  absolutely  no  opposition  to  it 


in  the  House  of  Commons.  It  was  ac- 
cepted by  His  Majesty's  Government, 
and  I  had  therefore  hoped  that  they 
would  give  the  Bill  a  favourable  reception 
in  this  House.  After  the  noble  Mar- 
quess's appeal  I  beg  to  move  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate. 

Moved,  *'  That  the  debate  stand  ad- 
journed until  this  day  week." — {Lord 
Avebury.) 

On  Question,  Motion  agreed  to,  and 
debate  adjourned  accordingly  to  Thursday 
next. 


PUBLIC    HEALTH    ACTS    (AMENDMENT) 

BILL  [H.L.]. 

[SBOOND    RVADINO.l 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing read. 

♦Lord  HYLTON  :  My  Lords,  in  asking 
your  Lordships  to  give  a  Second  Reading 
to  this  Bill,  I  hope  I  shall  not  be  accused 
of  arrogance  in  asserting  that  it  deals 
with  matters  of  an  important  character. 
My  only  regret  is  that  the  Bill  is  not  in 
the  hands  of  some  Member  of  this  House 
who  could  urge  its  merits  with  force- and 
authority.  Those  who  are  in  favour 
of  the  Bill  have  waited  for  some  time  to 
see  if  the  Local  Government  Board  could 
not  be  induced  to  introduce  a  measure 
dealing  with  these  matters,  and  it  is  only 
finding  themselves  disappointed  in  that 
quarter  that  they  have  resolved  to  try 
what  they  can  do  with  a  piivate  measure. 
I  need  hardly  state  that  this  Bill  is  of 
an  entirely  non-political  character,  and 
I  hope  that  it  may  receive  support  from 
noble  Lords  on  both  sides  of  the  House, 
many  of  whom  are  intimately  acquainted 
with  all  the  requirements  and  problems 
of  local  self-government,  and  some  of 
whom,  I  think,  will  confess  that  there  are 
certain  blots  in  our  present  system,  one 
of  which — possibly  not  the  least  grave 
— this  Bill  aims  at  remedying. 

I  should  like  to  say  that  the  Bill 
is  framed  in  no  spirit  of  hostility  what- 
ever to  district  councils,  nor  to  the 
enforcement  of  any  by-laws  con- 
sidered necessary  for  proper  sanitation — 
!  if  you  look  at  the  Bill  you  will  see  tha^ 
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no  by-laws  relating  to  sanitation  or 
water-supply  are  touched  by  the  Bill — 
they  will  remain  just  as  they  are  at 
present.  I  will  return  to  that  point 
later,  but  I  wish  to  make  it  perfectly 
clear  at  the  iirst.  I  should  also  like  to 
remove  any  latent  suspicion  there  may 
be  in  the  minds  of  any  of  your  Lordships 
that  the  introduction  of  this  Bill  has 
been  prompted  or  instigated  in  any  way 
by  circumstances  connected  w'th  the 
case  in  which  a  certain  learned  Judge 
was  some  time  ago  defendant.  That 
is  not  so.  Dissatisfaction  with  these 
matters  has  been  rife  for  some  time  past ; 
dissatisfaction  with  building  by-laws 
has  been  increasing,  and  I  can  assure 
your  Lordships  that  this  Bill  had  been 
printed  and  privately  circulated  among 
its  supporters  before  the  case  oi  Mr. 
Justice  Grantham  had  come  before  the 
public. 

I  suppose  there  can  scarcely  be  two 
opinions  as  to  the  vital  necessity  to  this 
country,  and  to  the  working  classes  in 
this  country,  of  an  adequate  provision  of 
good,  well-built,  sanitary,  and  inex- 
pensive dwellings.  The  proper  housing 
of  the  working  classes,  all  persons  who 
are  experienced  in  these  matters  will 
agree,  is  the  foundation  stone  upon  which 
any  measures  must  subsequently  be 
imposed  leading  in  any  way  to  their 
material  or  moral  improvement.  It  is 
a  truism  to  say  that  good  houses  mean 
good  tenants,  and  that  most  of  the  evih 
which  philanthropists  deplore  arise, 
either  directly  or  indirectly,  from  the 
working  classes  being  crowded  into  in- 
sanitary houses,  not  up  to  the  require- 
ments of  the  present  day.  Other  de- 
plorable results  arise  in  the  country 
from  this  overcrowding.  Young  men, 
when  they  grow  up,  go  away  from  the 
countrv  to  the  already  overcrowded 
cities  ;  labour  becomes  scarce  ;  agri- 
culture and  other  rural  trades  suffer. 
It  was  stated  in  the  very  interest- 
ing Report  of  the  Committee  on  Physical 
Deterioration  that  young  men  left  the 
country  because  they  could  not  get 
cottages,  and  that  if  a  young  man  wanted 
to  get  married  he  was  often  obliged  to 
leave  because  he  could  not  get  a  home. 

In  these  circumstances  one  would  have 
supposed  that  both  the  Legislature 
and^the  Executive  Government  would 
Lord  Hylton. 


have  done  all  in  their  power  to  promote 
the  provision  of  a  good  supply  of  cottages. 
I  do  not  forget — and  your  Lordshipis 
need  not  be  reminded — that  Housing 
Acts  were  passed  in  the  years  1890  and 
1900  under  which  district  councils  were 
enabled  to  buy  land,  to  build  cottages^ 
to  lease  land  for  the  building  of  cottages,, 
and  so  on ;  but  these  Acts  were  per- 
missive, and  I  beUeve  that  only  two 
district  councils  out  of  something  like 
700  have  taken  advantage  of  them. 
Therefore,  very  little  good  has  been  done 
by  that  legislation.  But  this  Bill  doea 
not  aim  at  providing  more  cottage  ac- 
commodation by  municipal  means ;  it 
rather  seeks  to  encourage  private  enter- 
prise, which,  in  my  opinion,  is  far  and 
away  the  best  means  of  providing  this  ac- 
commodation. If  the  cottages  are  pro- 
vided by  municipal  enterprise  they  have 
to  be  let  at  rents  which,  I  believe,  in 
ninety-nine  instances  out  of  100,  working 
men  are  unable  to  pay ;  and  the  general 
effect  is  to  put  up  the  rents  all  round  the 
district.  I  do  not  look  for  that  solution 
ol  the  difficulty.  I  feel  that  it  is  by 
encouraging  private  enterprise,  and  by 
taking  off  the  restrictions  which  private 
enterprise  now  feels  itself  shackled  with^ 
that  we  may  arrive  at  a  satisfactory 
solution. 

Your  Lordships  will  naturally  ask, 
when  you  see  a  B' 11  deaUng  with  building 
by-laws,  how  do  the  by-laws  at  the 
present  moment  affect  building  ?  To 
answer  that  question  it  is  necessary  to 
glance  at  the  history  ot  these  by-laws^ 
The  history  is  not  at  all  a  long  one,  and 
I  will  endeavour,  in  the  shortest  way 
possible,  to  outUne  it.  Your  Lordships 
will  remember  that  about  thirty  years 
ago  Lord  Beaconsfield  uttered  one  of 
his  oracular  sentences,  SanUas  sanitatwfn 
omnia  sanilas,  and  a  PubUc  Health  Bill 
was  introduced  into  Parliament.  It  waa 
a  measure  of  great  length.  Whether 
foat  hoc  or  propter  hoc,  I  do  not  know,, 
but  it  passed  through  Parliament  with 
very  Uttle  discussion ;  and  reference  to 
Hansard  will  show  that  in  another 
place  the  clauses  relating  to  new 
buildings  were  not  even  discussed. 
In  this  House  the  Duke  of  Somerset  of 
that  day,  who   I  have    always  under-  / 

stood  was  a  very  sagacious  man,  did./ 

express  his  fear  that  some  of  the  claaseii<k 
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would  prove  to  be  oi  a  very  harassing 
nature,  and  he  pointed  out,  what  I  am 
afraid  has  proved  to  be  the  case,  that 
some  of  the  inspectors  and  surveyors 
who  were  to  be  appointed  under  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill  might  be  "very 
ignorant  persons."  But  the  late  Lord 
^Usbury  having  retorted  that  *'  inspectors 
were  the  logical  outcome  oi  democratic 
government,"  the  Bill  passed.  Out  of 
its  333  clauses  only  two  related  to  new 
buildings,  but  by  those  clauses  the  rural 
and  urban  sanitary  authorities  that  were 
created  by  the  Act  were  empowered  to 
pass  by-laws  to  regulate  all  future  build- 
ings; and  then,  by  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Act,  1894,  the  rural  and  urban 
district  councils,  the  heirs  and  successors 
of  the  rural  and  urban  sanitary  authori- 
ties, inherited  the  powers  of  their  pre- 
decessors. 

At  the  present  day,  out  of  some  700 
district  councils,  434,  I  beUeve,  have 
had  codes  of  building  by-laws  sanctioned. 
1  contend  that  in  many  instances  those 
codes  make  building,  dear  enough  already, 
dearer  still,  and  in  certain  cases  they 
altogether  put  a  check  upon  it.  These 
by-laws  are  of  a  very  heterogeneous 
characterT-they  are  not  even  the  same 
in  adjacent  districts  ;  but  in  most  cases 
the  only  material  that  is  allowed  for  the 
structure  is  brick  or  stone.  In  nearly 
all  cases  comparatively  elaborate  plans 
and  sections  of  each  floor  of  an  intended 
new  building  have  to  be  submitted  to  the 
district  council.  Not  only  that,  but  plans 
of  the  adjoining  property,  which  may  not 
happen  to  belong  to  the  same  owner, 
have  to  be  deposited,  as  well  as  the 
level  of  the  street  in  certain  rural  dis- 
tricts. If  you  wish  to  put  up  a  cottage 
half  a  mile  away  from  any  other  building 
— say  in  the  centre  of  a  wood — the  build- 
ing by-laws  direct  and  insist  that  you 
shall  give  the  level  of  the  **  street "  facing 
the  cottage,  and  even  poultry-houses 
or  summer-houses  are  only  exempt  under 
certain  conditions.  Then  there  are,  in 
my  humble  opinion,  totally  unnecessary 
regulations  in  many  of  the  building 
by-laws  as  to  the  exact  mathematical 
relation  of  the  window  space  to  the 
floor  space,  and  much  extra  expense 
Ls  caused  thereby. 

In  his  last  annual  report  Dr.  Pierie, 
the   medical    officer    of    health   of    the 


Guildford  Rural  District,  pointed  out, 
by  a  careful  calculation,  that  the  average 
cost  of  an  average  brick  cottage  in  dis- 
tricts where  they  had  by-laws  was 
such  that  a  higher  rent  of  sixpence  per 
week  had  to  be  charged  for  such  cottage 
as  compared  with  a  similar  type  of  cot- 
tage erected  in  non  by-law  districts.* 
Now,  sixpence  a  week  to  many  persons 
may  seem  a  very  small  sum,  but  26s.  a 
year  is  by  no  means  a  matter  of  indiffer- 
ence to  a  labouring  man  in  the  country. 
Some  of  these  points  connected  with 
building  by-laws  are  of  so  curious  a 
nature  that  I  think  the  late  Mr.  Hanbury, 
when  he  was  Minister  for  Agriculture, 
was  fully  justified  in  stating,  as 
he  did  at  a  public  meeting,  that  he 
found  the  by-laws  in  many  of  the 
rural  districts  were  of  an  ** absurd" 
character.  The  responsibility  for  the 
imposition  of  these  by-laws  must 
rest,  primarily  I  am  afraid,  with  the 
Local  Government  Board.  The  work 
of  the  Local  Government  Board,  no 
doubt,  is  heavy,  and  its  officers,  I  dare 
say,  are  overtaxed ;  but  I  am  afraid 
that  in  regard  to  the  original  building 
by-laws  that  were  sanctioned  by  them 
for  country  districts  they  must  have 
left  the  direction  of  the  matter  to  some 
gentleman  in  the  office  who  could  have 
been  very  Uttle  acquainted  with  the 
requirements  of  rural  life  and  probably 
had  rarely  travelled  beyond  the  four 
mile  cab  radius. 

On  this  point  I  should  like  to  quote  an 
extract  from  a  letter  addressed  to  me  on 
November  7th,  1902,  by  Mr.  Long,  when 
President  of  the  Local  (Jovemment 
Board.  My  right  hon.  friend  was  kind 
enough  to  give  me  permission  to  quote 
the  words  in  his  letter.  Mr.  Long  wrote 
thus — 

"  Until  recently  there  was  only  one  model 
form  of  by-laws,  designed  originally  for  towns, 
and  it  is  no  doubt  the  case  that  there  are  in- 
stances where  a  series  based  on  this  model  i*i 
in  force  in  a  rural  district." 

Can  a  stronger  case  be  made  out  for 
reform  than  that  stated  by  my  right 
hon.  friend?  To  Mr.  Long,  however, 
I  most  gladly  give  my  humble  praise — 
and  I  am  sure  your  Lordships  will  award 
praise  also — for  having,  when  he  was 
at  the  Local  Government  Board  in 
May,  1903,  brought  ou^a  new  model  code 
of    building  by-laws  for  rural  districts 


15 


Puhlic  HeaUh  Acts 


{LORDS} 


{Amendment)  BM, 


16 


which  is  a  vast  improvement  on  those 
hitherto  in  force.  But  the  mischief  had 
been  already  done,  because  where  building 
by-laws  had  been  sanctioned  in  rural 
districts  previous  to  that  time  neither 
the  Local  Government  Board  nor  any- 
body else  could  force  them  to  adopt  a 
new  code.  A  new  code  of  building  by- 
laws can  only  be  adopted  or  sanctioned 
if  the  district  council  itself  applies  to  the 
Local  Government  Board  for  permission 
to  do  BO,  and  that  is  very  seldom  done. 

Having  endeavoured  to  state  what  is 
the  history  of  the  present  building  by- 
laws, I  will  now  give  your  Lordships 
a  few  instances  of  what  has  been  their 
practical  effect,  and  what  is  the  view 
taken  by  the  public  in  regard  to  this 
matter.  On  April  2nd  last  an  important 
conference  was  held  at  Guildford  under 
the  auspices  of  the  National  Housing 
Reform  Council,  and  the  chairman  made 
use  of  these  words — 

**  They  were  also  pressing  for  something 
to  be  done  in  respect  to  the  by-laws.  What 
vas  required  was  a  new  set  of  by-laws  which 
would  give  greater  freedom  of  choice  in  regard 
to  building  materials,  and  especially  to  secure 
the  provision  with  each  cottage  of  a  greater 
amount  of  light  and   air  space,  gardens,  etc." 

and  then  he  added — 

"  He  had  stumped  the  country  denouncing 
the  present  by-laws.** 

Lord  Rosebery  wrote  a  sympathetic 
letter  to  the  chairman  saying — 

"  He  was  convinced  there  was  no  more  im- 
portant subject  in  the  range  of  our  social 
politics.** 

On  January  16th  this  year,  a  meet- 
ing was  held  at  the  Surveyors' 
Institute,  London,  attended  by  many 
of  the  most  eminent  architects  and 
surveyors  of  the  day.  A  discus- 
sion took  place,  and  was  adjourned 
to  two  subsequent  meetings,  in  which 
these  gentlemen  brought  forward  case 
after  case  of  hardship  which  they 
had  experienced  in  the  course  of  their 
professional  work  in  consequence  of 
building  by-laws.  A  few  days  afterwards 
— on  January  21st — ^a  letter  appeared  in 
The  Times  from  Mr.  Macdona,  a  Member 
of  the  other  House  of  Parliament.  He 
related  how  it  had  been  his  intention 
to  import  from  France  and  rebuild  in 
Lancashire  or  Cheshire  a  number  of 
artistic  villas,  into  the  composition 
of  which  wood  partly'entered,  and  which 
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he  had  bought  from  the  last  Exhibition 
in  Paris.  At  the  last  moment  he  found 
he  was  precluded  by  the  building  by-laws 
from  putting  up  any  new  buildings  into 
the  composition  of  which  wood  entered, 
and  this  within  a  few  miles  of  the  famous 
old  timbered  halls  in  Cheshire  and  in 
Lancashire ! 

Another  case  which  created  notoriety 
at  the  time  and  was  alluded  to  in  th«3 
public  Press  was  that  in  which  a  largo 
landowner  in  Sussex  put  up  some  bunga- 
low cottages,  one  storey  high,  for  some 
of  the  people  employed  on  his  estate. 
But  as  he  used  iron  in  the  construction 
of  the  cottages — he  said  it  was  his  in- 
tention subsequently  to  paint  the  iron — 
the  district  council  sent  their  workpeople 
and  actually  demolished  them,  and  the 
gentleman  in  question  sent  photographs 
to  the  illustrated  papers  of  his  poor 
demolished  cottages.  There  was  no  fault 
found  with  the  accommodation  provided 
for  the  workpeople,  nor  with  the  sani- 
tation or  the  water-supply,  but  they 
were  demolished  merely  because  the 
hide-bound  building  by-laws  only  allowed 
brick  and  stone  to  be  used. 

Then  there  is  the  case  to  which  I  re- 
ferred just  now,  in  which  Mr.  Justice 
Grantham  figured.  I  will  not  enter  into 
the  merits  of  this  case,  but  will  point  out 
to  your  Lordships  what  the  public  think 
of  it.  I  believe  that  in  every  assize 
town  that  the  learned  Judge  visited 
after  his  case  had  been  heard  he  was 
presented  with  addresses  from  the  grand 
juries  congratulating  him  on  the  stand 
he  had  taken ;  and  the  grand  jury  at 
Cambridge  Assizes  thanked  him  for — 

"  The  determination  with  which  you  have 
brought  before  the  country  the  many  and 
great  obstacles  thrown  in  the  way  of  cottage- 
building  in  country  districts  by  unpracticablc 
and  unnecessary  by-lawa,  and  by  the  arbitrary 
way  in  which  they  are  sometimes  administered 
by  those  in  authority.** 

There  was  also  a  case  in  which  the  noble 
and  gallant  ex-Commander  -  in  -  Chief, 
Earl  Roberts,  put  up  a  gardener's  cottage 
in  the  grounds  of  his  country  residence 
near  Ascot.  One  of  the  new  patent 
materials  was  used  in  the  erection  of 
the  cottage,  and  the  moment  it  was 
finished  the  Rural  District  Council  of 
Windsor  ordered  the  noble  Earl's  prose- 
cution because  the  structure  did  not 
exactly  conform  to  the  by-laws   in  the 


I 


I 


17 


PuUie  Heihh  Acts 


{11  May  1905} 


(Amendmeni)  BUI. 


18 


matter  of  materiaL  That  was  the  only 
complaint,  I  believe,  that  they  had 
against  it.  The  noble  Earl,  determined 
not  to  be  beaten,  entered  into  com- 
manication  with  the  Local  Government 
Board  on  the  subject.  The  Local 
Government  Board  sent  down  a  special 
inspector,  some  words  passed  between 
that  gentleman  and  the  Windsor  District 
Council,  and  the  noble  Earl  heard  no 
more  of  tbe  prosecution,  and  the  cottage 
Ixaa  been  inhabited,  I  believe,  ever  since. 

The    point  1  should  like  to  urge  upon 
your  Lordships  in  this  matter  is  this, 
that  where  a  person  in  the  position  of 
Ijord  Roberts   may  successfully  fight  a 
rural    district     council,    persons     in    a 
humbler  position  often  give  the  matter 
up,    or  think  the  game  not  worth  the 
candle ;  and  I  believe  that  in  consequence 
a  gzeat  number  of  cottages  are  not  built 
in  this  countrv.     I  have  other  instances 
of  the  ridiculous  nature  of  these  by-laws, 
but  I  do  not  think  I  need  go  on  with  the 
list.     I   cannot,   however,   refrain   from 
mentioning  this.    A  landowner  erected 
some   very    nice   cottages   of   an   extra 
ornamental  character  in  a  picturesque 
village  on  the  Thames  in  order  to  har- 
monise  with    the    surroundings.       The 
district  council,  after  the  cottages   had 
been  finished,  compelled  him  to  remove 
the   casement   windows   and   substitute 
ordinary    sash    windows    because    the 
amount   of    Ught   which   the    casement 
-windows  admitted  per  square  inch  was 
not  conformable  to  the  by-laws.    Again, 
a  friend  of  mine  told  me  that  a  gentleman 
in  Essex  had  built  a  new  lodge  for  his 
house  with  a  thatched  roof,  and  that  the 
local  district  council  compelled  him  to 
remove  the  roof,  although  the  lodge  stood 
•entirely  by  itself,  and  1  suppose  he  had 
to    put    on   hideous  blue    slates    in  its 
place.    Under  the  present  by-laws  neither 
Westminster    Hall    nor    the    Tower    of 
London  could  have  been  built. 

The  most  striking  proof  of  the  absurdity 
of  many  of  the  present  by-laws  is  this, 
that  scores  of  district  councils  are  con- 
tinually winking  at  infractions  of  their 
own  by-laws.  In  face  of  the  grievances 
I  have  described,  what  is  the  attitude 
that^  district  councils  take  up  in  refer- 
ence to  these  matters  ?  They  take  up 
one^of   two   attitudes.    The   first   atti- 


tude is  that  they  wink  at  infractions  of 
their  own  by-laws.  That,  I  may  men- 
tion, is  strictly  an  illegal  thing  to  do. 
'  for  it  has  been  laid  down  by  a  decision 
in  the  king's  Bench  that  any  ratepayer 
may  enforce  a  district  council  to  carry 
out  their  own  by-laws.  In  regard  to 
this  matter,  let  me  quote  what  Mr.  Elwes, 
a  well-known  architect,  said  a'c  the  sur- 
veyors' meeting  to  which  I  have  already 
referred — 


"  His  experience  of  rural  district  councils 
had  been  that '  approached  in  the  right  way' 
they  would  not  object  to  reasonable  infringe- 
ments of  their  building  by-laws."' 

I  think  that  to  give  district  councils  a 
dispensing  power  of  that  kind  can  only 
lead  to  jobbery,  corruption,  and  favour- 
itisHL  It  enables  them,  when  their 
I  friend  Mr.  Brown  comes  with  some  plan 
infringing  the  by-laws,  to  let  him  in- 
fringe them;  but  when  Mr.  Green, 
who  may  be  somebody  they  have 
a  grudffe  against,  comes  with  a  plan, 
they  will  not  let  him  infringe  them.  I 
do  not  think  your  Lordships  will  con- 
sider that  that  dispensing  power  is  a 
right  power  for  district  councils  to 
possess. 

That  is  one  attitude  they  take  up. 
Then  there  is  another  attitude  which, 
if  I  may  use  a  simile  I  heard  the  other 
day  in  a  Committee-room  of  your 
Lordships'  House,  I  will  call  the  "  pious 
Mussulman  attitude."  Here  a  district 
council  sits  down  in  silent  adoration  of 
its  by-laws  as  of  the  Koran,  and  it 
anyone  suggests  a  modification  they  say, 
"  No,  you  cannot  have  this  ;  it  is  not  in 
the  '  Book  of  Life.'  "  That  is  a  very 
unfortunate  attitude,  but  it  is  not  an 
illegal  attitude  like  the  other  one  I  have 
described,  and  when  I  say  it  is  an  un- 
fortunate attitude  I  do  not  mean  that  it 
is  unfortunate  for  landowners  in  the 
district,  for  landowners  do  not  build 
cottages  either  for  profit  or  for  fun ; 
it  is  an  unfortunate  attitude  for  the 
working-men,  the  potential  occupiers  of 
the  cottages,  who  must  remain  in  their 
already  overcrowded  dwellings. 

*^Certain  suggestions  have  been  made 
for  reforms  in  this  matter.  One  sug- 
gestion is  that  districts  should  be  divided 
into  populous  and  non-populous  areas, 
and  that  in  the  populous  areas  by-laws 
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of  the  urban  type  should  obtain,  and  that 
in  non-populous  areas  the  by-laws  should 
be  those  of  a  rural  t^'pe.  That  is  the 
policy  which  I  think  at  the  present 
moment  the  Local  Government  Board 
is  urging  on  district  councils.  If  it 
were  possible  to  carry  that  out  I  do  not 
say  it  might  not  be  an  advantageous 
idea  ;  but  I  think  it  impossible  to  carry 
out  for  this  reason,  that  district  councils 
themselves  most  strongly  object  to  any- 
thing which  will  divide  up  the  unity 
of  their  administration.  I  know  a  case 
where  this  suggestion  was  made  by  the 
Local  Government  Board  to  a  large  rural 
district  council,  and  the  council  unani- 
mously refused  to  consider  it.  A  second 
suggestion  for  reform  that  has  been  made 
is  that  appeal  shall  be  possible  from  the 
decision  of  the  district  council  in  regard 
to  by-laws,  either  to  the  county  council 
or  the  local  bench  of  magistrates.  Like 
many  of  your  Lordships,  I  am  a  member 
of  a  county  council,  and  I  think  the 
tendency  is  for  county  councils  to  be- 
come rather  overworked.  There  is  the 
work  of  the  sub-committees,  and  we 
have  lately  had  practically  the  whole 
of  elementary  education  put  upon  our 
shoulders,  and  in  the  future  secondary 
education,  too,  will  be  placed  on  county 
councils.  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  an 
advantageous  thing  to  put  extra  work 
on  those  bodies.  As  regards  an  appeal 
to  the  local  bench  I  cannot,  of  course 
pretend  that  local  benches  are  over- 
worked, but  I  do  not  think  that  at  this 
time  of  day  the  idea  of  an  appeal  from 
an  elected  body  like  a  district  council 
to  a  nominated  body  like  a  local  bench 
of  magistrates  would  be  popular  with 
the  public. 

There  is  a  third  course  open,  namely, 
for  district  councils  themselves  to  apply 
to  the  Local  Government  Board  to  be 
allowed,  where  they  have  antiquated 
by-laws,  to  adopt  the  new  model  series. 
The  difficulty  there  is  this.  District 
councils  are  not  very  fond  of  entering 
into  negotiations,  if  they  can  help  it, 
with  the  Local  Government  Board. 
It  was  pointed  out  to  me  that  in  the  case 
of  one  district  council  the  negotiations 
extended  over  two  years  before  the 
Local  Government  Board  sanctioned 
their  original  building  by-laws,  and  they 
refused  to  put  the  whole  business  into 

Lord  Hilton, 


the  melting-pot,  and  to  throw  the  district 
into  confusion  in  the  matter  of  building,, 
waiting  perhaps  another  two  years 
before  the  decision  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  is  given. 

Rejecting  this  course,  therefore,  this^ 
Bill  attempts  to  be  general  in  its  applica- 
tion and  simple  in  its  provisions.  By 
Clause  2  we  propose  to  exempt  new 
buildings  from  by-laws  in  cases  where 
sufficient  space  is  provided  round  the 
building.  This  is  a  principle  that  has 
been  recognised  by  the  London  Building 
Act,  1894.  We  only  propose  to  extend 
it  to  the  country.  We  think  that 
the.  curtilage  mentioned  in  the  Bill 
will  lead  in  nearly  every  instance  to 
the  provision  of  gardens.  We  think  that 
the  least  expensive,  materials  which  in- 
genuity may  suggest,  and  which  are  being 
experimented  with  at  the  present  moment,, 
will  lead  to  cheaper  cottages  being  built, 
and,  as  regards  danger  from  fire,  I  have 
never  heard  of  a  case  in  which  the  win- 
dows of  cottages  are  more  than  12  feet 
from  the  groimd.  Many  people  will  say, 
"  I  do  not  like  a  Bill  of  this  kind ;  it  will 
give  encouragement  to  the  jerry-builder." 
But  I  do  not  think  the  Bill  will  give 
encouragement  to  the  jerry-builders.  In 
my  experience,  the  jerry-builder  is  in  the 
habit  of  buying  a  plot  of  land  and  then 
cramming  as  many  cottages  in  a  row  as  he 
can  squeeze  on  it,  with  little  garden,  if 
any  at  all ;  and  this  Bill  will  only  give  the 
benefits — if  benefits  there  be — to  those 
who  build  detached  houses  with  sufficient 
space  and  area  round  them. 

I  admit,  of  course,  that  the  Bill  gives 
a  measure  of  liberty.  If  your  Lordships 
think  that  the  liberty  may  degenerate 
into  licence  you  will  reject  the  Bill ;  but 
I  hope,  on  the  contrary,  you  will  re- 
cognise the  principle  that  the  building 
trade,  like  any  other  trade,  can  only 
develop  if  restrictions  are  taken  off  it. 
It  is  impossible,  of  course,  for  me  to 
predict  that  if  the  Bill  passes  a  large 
number  of  new  cottages  will  be  erected 
to-morrow ;  but  it  will  remove  shackles^ 
and  fetters  which  I  venture  to  say  are  un- 
necessary, absurd,  and  ridiculous.  I  beg 
to  move  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill. 

Moved,  '*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2'^  '• 
— (Lord  Hylton,,)   . 
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•Lord  ZOUCHE  of  HARYNG- 
WORTH :  My  Lords,  I  hope  the  House 
will  give  this  Bill  a  Second  Reading.  It 
is  very  difficult  lor  anyone  to  add  to  the 
arguments  which  have  been  so  ably  laid 
before  the  House  by  my  noble  friend  in 
moving  the  Second  Reading.  There 
can  be  no  doubt  that  the  by- 
laws  iu  question  do  put  very  serious 
difficulties  in  the  way  of  housing 
iabouiers  and  those  who  work  upon  the 
laud.  It  is  the  desire  of  all  of  us 
to  bring  people  back  to  the  land,  and  if 
sufficient  labour  is  to  be  had  to  cultivate 
the  land  the  labourers  must  be  properly 
housed.  Figures  are  often  fallacious, 
and  I  do  not  propose  to  trouble  the 
House  with  elaborate  calculations ;  but 
I  shall  not  be  very  short  of  the  truth 
if  I  say  that,  generally  speaking,  it  is 
difficult  for  any  landowner,  whoever  he 
may  be,  to  build  what  is  called  a  double 
tenement  cottage  for  less  than  a  sum  of 
£400.  That  varies,  of  course,  according 
to  locality,  and  anything  at  all  ornate 
would  be  very  much  more.  Possibly 
in  some  favoured  districts  the  sum  might 
be  somewhat  less. 

If  the  cottages  are  to  be  inhabited  by 
poor  people  you  can  only  let  them  at  small 
rents,  and  it  would  be  impossible  to 
charge  a  sum  equivalent  to  3  per  cent. 
on  the  outlay.  In  addition  to  this,  no 
sooner  are  the  new  cottages  built  than 
the  rating  authority  proceeds  to  assess 
them,  and  the  owner  has  to  pay  heavy 
rates  in  respect  of  them.  This  is  just 
one  of  those  cases  which  show  up  the 
great  fallacy  of  the  argument  that  rates 
are  paid  in  rent,  and  that  if  rates  increase 
the  man  who  actually  has*  to  pay  them 
can  always  recoup  himself  by  increasing 
the  rents,  because  in  cases  Uke  this  it  is 
impossible  to  do  sc.  It  may  be  said  that 
these  things  should  not  be  looked  at  from 
a  monetary  point  cf  view.  That  is  all 
very  well,  and  no  doubt  many  people,  if 
they  can  afford  to  do  so,  will  take  that 
liberal  view ;  but  I  would  point  out  that 
in  many  cases  landowners  are  not  a  rich 
5et  of  men.  Here  and  there  you  may 
M  very  rich  men,  but  most  of  them 
are  poor.  If  a  man  is  merely  going  to 
build  one  double  cottage  he  may  be  able 
to  pursue  this  excellent  plan,  but  if  he  is 
obliged  to  build  eight  or  ten  cottages  it 
becomes    a   serious  matter   into  which 


the  commercial  element  must  enter ;  and 
if  the  natural  hardship  of  the  situation 
is  enhanced  by  building  by-laws  which. 
add  to  the  cost  of  material  and  construc- 
tion, the  difficulty  of  the  unfortunate 
landowner  who  wishes  to  do  well  by  his- 
estate  and  to  benefit  his  neighbour  is 
increased  until  the  last  stage  is  worse 
than  the  first. 

My  noble  friend  does  not  seek  in  any 
way  to  encourage  the  building  of  in- 
sanitary houses  or  cottages,  or  in  any  way^ 
to  permit  what  is  commonly  called  "  jerry- 
building."  I  think  that  so  far  as  building 
by-laws  provide  for  adequate  sanitary 
accommodation,  proper  water  -  supply^ 
and  so  forth,  they  are  always  to  be  com- 
mended; but  there  is  no  doubt  they 
very  often  go  too  far  and  are  unnecessary^. 
In  many  cases  they  have  been  brought 
into  being  for  no  very  paiticular  purpose. 
It£sometimes  happens  that  a  district 
council  will  decide  that  a  measure  ought 
to  be  put  in  force  on  no  other  ground 
than  that  a  neighbouring  council,  pro* 
bably  from  other  reasons,  has  put  it  into 
force.  These  by-laws  very  often  have 
a  deleterious  effect  which  is  not  intended,, 
and  are  passed  without  very  much 
thought.  This  is  a  rather  difficult 
subject,  and  I  do  not  wish  to  labour  the 
point.  The  Bill  deals  with  a  good  many 
details  of  a  somewhat  technical  nature,, 
but  it  is  hoped  that  it  will  have  the 
effect  of  relaxing  the  severe  restrictions 
which  often  act  to  the  detriment  of  a 
good  cause  It  is  just  possible  that  certain 
Amendments  may  be  desirable  in  Com- 
mittee, oi  that  some  further  inquiry  may 
be  necessary  ;  but  I  hope  that  sufficient 
has  been  said  to  induce  your  Lordships 
to  give  this  well-meant  measure  a  Second 
Reading. 

♦Lord  WOLVERTON  :  My  Lords,  in 
the  absence  of  my  noble  friend  Lord 
Kenyon,  who  is  performing  his  military 
duties,  I  have  been  asked  to  drawattention 
to  one  or  two  clauses  of  the  Bill,  to 
give  it,  on  behalf  of  my  right  hon.  friend 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  a  sympathetic  reception,  and 
to  assent  to  the  Second  Reading  on  the 
understanding  that  it  should  be  referred 
to  a  Select  Committee  of  your  Lordships' 
House,  whose  discussions  will  be  of  the 
greatest  advantage   in  the    later  stages 
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of  the  Bill.  With  regard  to  Clause  2. 
the  object  of  which  is  to  exempt  buildings 
sufficiently  isolated  from  the  operation  of 
existing  and  future  building  by-laws,  the 
Local  Government  Board  are  entirely  in 
sympathy  with  the  idea  of  encouraging 
builders  to  erect  detached  houses  by 
relaxing  some  of  the  by-laws  which  now 
stand  in  their  way.  I  also  attach  the 
greatest  importance  to  Clause  4,  the  object 
of  which  is  to  render  exempted  buildings 
subject  to  by-laws  relating  to  sanitation. 
This  Bill  will  in  no  way  alter  the  by-laws 
now  in  existence  with  regard  to  sanitation. 
Clause  5,  especially,  raises  a  most  import- 
ant point — namely,  whether  five  rate- 
payers shall  have  the  power  to  appeal 
to  the  Local  Government  Board  to  over- 
ride the  decisions  of  a  duly-elected  body. 
That  is  a  clause  which  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  will  have  to  take  into  their 
careful  consideration,  and  it  is  one  which, 
I^think,  must  meet  with  ample  discussion 
in  the  Select  Committee.  I  understand 
that  the  noble  Marquess  is  quite  prepared 
to  grant  a  Select  Committee,  and  that 
he  win  facilitate  its  formation. 

Lord  TWEEDMOUTH:  My  Lords, 
I  do  not  wish  to  introduce  any  rift  into 
the  harmony  which  seems  to  pervade 
the  House  with  regard  to  this  Bill.  We 
all,  I  am  sure,  agree  that  it  is  very  de- 
sirable that  facilities  should  be  given 
for  the  building  of  good  and  cheap 
cottages  in  rural  districts,  but  it  does  not 
follow  that  we  are  prepared  in  any  way 
to  revolutionise  the  law  or  exempt  any 
class  of  the  community  from  the  liability 
to  obey  it.  It  certainly  does  seem  to  me 
that  there  are  points  in  the  Bill  which 
go5  rather  far.  If  you  boil  down 
Clause  2,  what  does  it  come  tol 
It  comes  to  this,  that  in  rural 
districts,  in  the  case  of  isolated 
buildings,  or  buildings  of  which  there 
are  more  than  two  together,  the  by-laws 
with  regard  to  the  Building  Acts  and 
Public  Health  Acts — always  saving  the 
very  important  Clause  4 — are  repealed 
altogether,  and  the  builders  of  cottages 
under  such  circumstances  are  to  be 
exempt  from  any  of  the  conditions  which 
apply  elsewhere.  I  think  the  noble 
Lord  who  made  such  an  excellent  and 
interesting  speech  in  moving  the  Second 
Beading  of  this  Bill  rather  saw  the 
difficulty  of  that  particular  point  him- 

Lord  Wolverton. 


self,  because  he  told  us  very  frankly 
tbaty  as  far  as  he  could  understand,  the 
idea  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
was,  rather  than  to  follow  the  methods 
of  his  Bill,  to  adopt  a  method  by  which 
difierent  regulations  should  be  in  force 
for  rural  districts  from  those  in  forc« 
for  urban  districts.  I  think  there  is 
a  great  deal  to  be  said  for  that.  It  is 
clear  that  in  urban  districts  very  differ- 
ent regulations  are  necessary,  and  that 
much  stricter  precautions  must  be  taken 
from  a  sanitary  point  of  view  and  also 
from  the  point  of  view  of  fire  and  so  forth . 
Therefore  I  quite  admit  that  different 
regulations  for  rural  buildings  should 
be  encouraged. 

Your  Lordships  will  see,  if  you  ex- 
amine it,  that  Clause  2  of  this  Bill  really 
means  the  repeal  of  existing  regulations 
under  the  Public  Health  Acts,  saving 
what  is  in  Clause  4,  so  far  as  isolated 
buildings  are  concerned.  I  think  that 
that  is  a  matter  which  requires  to  be 
carefully  considered,  and  it  is  one  which 
I  hope  the  Committee  to  which  the  Bill 
is  to  be  referred  will  go  into  very 
closely  indeed.  I  quite  agree  with  Lord 
Wolverton's  criticisms  with  regard  to 
Clause  5.  That  clause  seems  to  me  a 
very  strong  order  indeed.  This  is  the 
position.  A  particular  local  authority, 
after  consultation  with,  and  acting  largely 
on  the  advice  of,  the  Local  Grovernment 
Board,  prepares  a  set  of  by-laws,  and 
then,  if  a  certain  number  of  people  in  that 
particular  district  are  dissatisfied  with 
the  operation  of  those  by-laws,  the 
Local  Government  Board  are  to  be 
empowered,  on  the  motion  of  five  in- 
habitants, to  step  in  and  upset  the  by- 
laws passed  by  an  elected  representative 
body,  and  altogether  to  nullify  them. 

Lord  HYLTON  :  Only  to  substitute 
better  ones. 

Lord  TWEEDMOUTH:  Quite  so, 
and  that  makes  the  matter  worse.  Not 
only  are  the  Local  Grovernment  Board 
empowered  to  put  aside  the  regulations 
made  by  the  elected  representative  body, 
but  they  are  empowered  to  make  new 
ones  which  they  may  think  more  suitable, 
and  substitute  them  for  the  by-laws 
decided  upon  by  the  local  district 
council.    It  seems  to  me  that  that  is 
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introducing  an  entirely  new  principle 
into  our  system  of  local  government. 
I  have  every  respect  for,  and  confidence 
in,  the  Local  Government  Board,  but  I 
should  be  jealous  of  giving  them  such  a 
power  as  that.  Nor  do  I  think  it  would 
be  fair  to  our  local  representative  bodies 
throughout  the  country.  The  (Jovem- 
ment  propose  to  give  this  Bill  a  Second 
Reading,  and  refer  the  whole  subject  to 
a  Select  Committee.  That  is  a  course  in 
which  we  on  this  side  of  the  House  most 
readily  concur,  and  we  shall  offer  no 
opposition  to  it. 

♦The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess 
of  Lansdownb)  :  My  Loids,  we  entirely 
agree  with  the  noble  Lord  who  has 
just  sat  down  in  thinking  that  this 
subject  is  one  which  must  be  handled 
with  great  caution.  It  deals  with 
a  difficult  and  intricate  matter,  and 
although  we  fully  realise  the  ex- 
cellent objects  with  which  the  Bill  has 
been  introduced,  although  we  feel  that 
the  Bill  is,  as  the  noble  Lord  who  spoke 
second  described  it,  a  well-meant  Bill, 
we  desire  to  carefully  guard  ourselves 
against  being  supposed  to  accept  the 
whole  of  the  provisions  which  it  con- 
tains. For  example.  Clause  5,  to  which 
my  noble  friend  referred  a  moment  ago, 
would  certainly  have  the  effect  of  impos- 
ing on  the  Local  Grovemment  Board  an 
extremely  difficult  and  laborious  duty,  and 
I  tbink  we  should  examine  it  from  that 
point  of  view  before  we  make  up  our 
minds  to  pass  it  into  law.  With  regard  to 
Clause  2,  the  other  clause  specially  singled 
out  by  my  noble  friend,  I  am  under  the 
impression,  although  I  am  not  quite  sure 
whether  the  words  of  the  clause  fully 
realise  the  intention  of  the  promoters 
of  the  Bill,  that  what  they  intend  is 
that  isolated  buildings  should  not  be 
completely  emancipated  from  the  whole 
of  the  by-laws,  but  only  from  by-laws 
of  a  certain  kind,  notably  those  which  deal 
with  the  question  of  structural  solidity 
and  precautions  against  fire.  I  do  not 
gather,  however,  that  it  is  at  all  intended 
that,  because  a  building  is  isolated,  it 
should  therefore  be  emancipated  as  far 
as  sanitary  regulations  are  concerned. 

I 

Lord   TWEEDMOUTH  :      Clause   4 
provides  for  that.     But  it  would  be  quite  I 


possible  for  a  house  to  be  built  with  ita 
floor  below  the  level  of  the  ground,  or 
for  a  cottage  to  be  constructed  out  of 
turf. 

♦Thb  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  : 
I  assume  that  in  the  substituted  by- 
laws there  would  be  precautions  against 
that. 

Lord  TWEEDMOUTH:  The  Bill 
does  not  propose  to  substitute  new  by- 
laws. 

♦The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  : 
These  are  precisely  the  kind  of  pointa 
that  require  careful  examination  and 
consideration  by  a  Select  Committee 
of  your  liordships'  House.  I  under- 
stand that  the  object  of  the  promoters 
of  the  Bill  is  to  steer  a  prudent 
course  between  the  jerry-builder  on  the 
one  hand  and  the  pedants  of  construe- 
tional  and  sanitary  science  on  the 
other.  I  think  it  is  quite  clear  that  it  is 
the  general  feeling  of  the  House  that  the 
Bill  should  be  read  a  second  time,  and  we, 
at  any  rate,  do  not  intend  to  oppose  it. 

♦Lord  HYLTON:  My  Lords,  if  I 
may  be  permitted  I  should  like  to  thank 
the  House  for  the  extremely  kind  manner 
in  which  the  Bill  has  been  received.  I  can 
assure  the  noble  Lord  opposite  that  hia 
suspicions  are  not  justified.  The  Bill 
does  not  seek  to  promote  the  building  of 
cottages  which  are  not  fit  for  habitation^ 
Those  who  erect  these  buildings  must  be 
given  credit  for  desiring  to  build  houses 
fit  for  habitation.  The  exemptions  that 
are  given  as  regards  the  material  of  which 
the  cottages  are  constructed  and  so  forth 
will  be  more  than  compensated  for  by  the 
area  which  will  necessarily  be  added  to 
the  cottages  if  they  are  to  have  the  benefit 
of  exemption.  I  would  point  out,  in  reply 
to  what  has  been  said  on  the  subject,  that 
Clause  5  does  not  actually  empower  the 
Local  Government  Board,  upon  the  mere 
representation  of  any  five  ratepayers^ 
to  disallow  by-laws  where  they  are  found 
unsuitable  to  the  district ;  for  there  is  a 
provision  requiring  the  deposit  of  £50. 
which  is  intended  to  prevent  frivolous 
objections  being  made.  The  noble  Lord 
opposite  spoke  as  if  the  Local  Govern- 
ment BoaM  would  be  permitted  by  this 
Bill  to  do  away  with  by-laws  that  had 
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been  passed  by  district  councils  and 
substitute  their  own,  but  the  by-laws 
already  in  existence  are  not  the  creation 
^f  the  district  councOs.  District  councils 
only  have  power  to  apply  to  the  Local 
Govemment  Board  to  give  them  a  set  of 
building  by-laws.  I  am  quite  willing 
to  accept  the  suggestion  of  His  Majesty's 
GovemiHent  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second 
time  and  referred  to  a  select  Committee. 

LpRD  STANMORE:  My  Lords,  I 
OTLiy  rise  to  say  that  being  intimately 
connected  with  one  of  the  districts  to 
which  the  noble  Lord  who  introduced 
this  Bill  has  referred,  I  can  bear  my 
emphatic  testimony  to  the  fact  that  there 
IS  not  the  slightest  exaggeration  in  the 
oircumstances  which  he  has  related  to  the 
House ;  and,  further,  that  what  those  of 
us  who  are  interested  in  cottage- building 
in  that  part  of  the  country  chiefly  feel 
as  a  grievance  is  the  intolerable  absurdity 
of  making  us  build  a  single  cottage  in  a 
fleld  as  if  it  were  a  house  in  a  street  in  a 
town. 

On  Question,  Bill  read  2*. 

Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee.'* — {Lord  Wdvertqn.) 

The  Earl  op  CREWE :  My  Lords, 
before  the  Motion  is  put  I  should  like  to 
ask  the  noble  Marquess  the  Leader  of  the 
House  a  Question  on  a  technical  point. 
It  seems  to  us  on  this  side  of  the  House 
desirable  that  the  reference  to  this  Com- 
mittee should  be  as  wide  as  possible,  and 
I  should  like  to  know  whether  the  noble 
Marquess  thinks,  by  referring  the  Bill  as  { 
it  stands  to  a  Select  Committee,  it  would  I 
be  possible  to  deal  with  the  question  of  i 
rural  housing  and  the  by-laws  applying 
to  rural  housing.  If  not,  it  may  be 
advisable,  perhaps,  to  widen  the  terms  of 
reference,  because  it  will  be  inconvenient 
when  the  Committee  is  appointed  if  it  is 
found  that  it  is  not  able  to  deal  with  the 
entire  question  of  rural  housing. 

♦The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  : 
I  confess  I  think  it  would  be  desirable 
that  we  should  have  time  to  consider  the 
suggestion  of  my  noble  friend.  I  myself 
do  not  feel  persuaded  that  it  would  be 
advantageous  to  extend  the  inquiry 
i;o    be    conducted    by    this    particular 

Lord  HyUon, 


I  Committee  to  the  whole  question  of  the 
rural  housing  of  the  poorer  class. 

On  Question,  Motion  agreed  to.     Bill 
referred  tO  a  Select  Committee. 


BRITISH    TRADE    IN    THE   MARSHALL 

ISLANDS. 

♦The  Earl  op  JERSEY :  My  Lords, 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  whether  he  can  state 
the  present  position  of  the  negotiations 
with  the  German  Government  with 
respect  to  the  trade  in  the  Marshall 
and  Cardine  groups  of  Islands. 

♦The  secretary  op  STATE   for 
FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of 
Lansdowne)  :    My    Lords,   I  am    able 
to  give  my  noble  friend  some'informa- 
tion  which    I  hope  may  be  of  interest 
to  him,  and   to   those   who,  like    him, 
take  an  interest  in  this  question.     Since 
the  subject  of  British  trade  in  the  Marshall 
Islands  was  discussed  I  have  received   a 
communication    of    a  most  considerate 
character    from    the    German   Govem- 
ment.    In  the  first  place,  the   German 
Government  admit  that  the  Convention 
of    1886    entitles    German    and    British 
subjects    in    the    possessions    of    both 
Powers  in  the  Western  Pacific  Ocean  to 
equal  treatment ;  although  they  contend 
that   both   Governments   are   given    by 
that  agreement  a  free  hand  in  regard  to 
the  imposition  of  taxes  and  duties  within 
their    own    territories.        The    Grerman 
Government   hold   that  the   regulations 
which  were  issued  by  them  with  regard 
to  shipping  tolls  and  export  duties  on 
copra   are,  in  fact,   applied  equally   to 
both    German     and     British     subjects, 
and     that     they     are     therefore     not 
inconsistent  with  the  convention ;   they 
also  maintain  that  there  is  no  contra- 
diction between  the  convention  and  the 
agreement  concluded  in  1888  with  the 
Jaluit  Company,  because  they  think  that 
the  rights  of  each  Govemment  to  ad- 
minister independently  their  own  posses- 
sions were  in  no  way  restricted  by  the 
terms     of    the    convention.     However, 
although  the  German  Government  main- 
tain  that  their   attitude   was   perfectly 
iustified  from  a  legal  point  of  view,  they 
feel  that  it  would  be  most  undesirable 
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that  in  connection  witii  a  matter  of  such    at  the  Marshall  Islands,  I  think  it  is 


trifling  importance  there  should  be  any 
serious  difference  of  opinion  between  the 


due  to  the  Grerman  (Jovemment  to  give 
their  explanation,  which  was  that  the 


two  Governments;  and,  as  the  Government ,  vessel  would  have  been  given  an  ample 
of  Uis  Majesty  believe  that  the  effect  supply  of  drinking  water,  but,  there 
of  the  agreement  of  1888  has  been  to  give  being  a  scarcity  of  water  in  the  islands, 
preferential  treatment  to  the  Jaluit  Com-  ,  they  could  only  have  given  her  enough 


pany,  the  German  Government  have 
decided  to  terminate  that  agreement  at 
the  dose  of  the  present  financial  year — 
March  31st,  1906.  The  result  of  that  will 
he  that  after  that  date  the  administration 
of  the  Marshall  Islands,  and  especially 
the  collection  of  public  revenues,  will 
be  transferred  from  the  company  to  the 
Imperial  authorities. 


boiler  water  to  carry  her  to  another  group 
of  islands,  at  which  a  sufficient  supply 
might  have  been  obtained.  That  is  the 
only  subsidiary  point  which  I  think  it 
necessary  to  touch  upon  now,  unless 
my  noble  friend  desires  to  ask  any 
further  Questions. 


House  adjourned  at  Six  oclock 
till  To-morrow,  half -past  Tt  n 
o'clock. 


♦The  Earl  of  JERSEY  :  Tho 
noble  Marquess  has  obtained  a  more 
I  am  further  able  to  say  that  the  satisfactory  statement  from  the  German 
German  Gk>verDment  intend  to  proceed  {  Government  than  I  had  expect-ei.  HLs 
immediately  to  a  revision  of  the  regula-  speech  will  be  read  with  considerable 
tioDB  at  present  in  force  in  the  |  satisfaction  both  in  this  country  and  in 
islands  with  regard  to  the  levying  of  j  Australia,  and  I  do  not  think  I  can 
public  revenues,  and  that  they  intend  do  better  than  leave  the  further  nego- 
to  remodel  those  regulations  on  the  tiations  in  his  hands  without  more 
basis  of  "  balancing  the  revenue  and  i  comment, 
expenditure."  I  take  that  to  mean  that 
the  revenue  will  be  collected  with  the 
object  of  meeting  the  necessary  expendi- 
ture, and  not  with  the  object  of 
protecting  in  an  especial  manner  any 
particular  interests.  Measures  adapted 
for  this  purpose  will  come  into  force  on 
October  1st  next.  The  effect  of  this 
statement,  I  think,  is  to  show  that 
before  long  the  monopoly  of  the  Jaluit 
Company  will  disappear;  and  although 
of  course,  we  are  at  present  without  know- 
ledge as  to  the  new  arrangements  which 
may  be  introduced,  we  may  hope  that 
the  abuses  to  which  my  noble  friend 
called  attention,  and  which  in  our  view 
certainly  did  exist  under  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  company,  will  come  to  an 
end. 

That  is  the  main  point.  There  are, 
of  course,  subsidiary  points,  such  as  the 
claim  of  a  British  firm  for  compensation 
and  the  treatment  of  a  British  vessel 
the  owners  of  which  complained  of  the 
manner  in  which  they  were  treated 
in  the  Marshall  Islands,  but  these  are 
still  under  investigation,  and  unless  my 
noble  friend  particularly  desires  it  I  do 
not  propose  to  say  anything  about  them 
now.  In  the  case,  however,  of  the  ship 
**  Yaabel,"  which  it  was  stated  had  been 
refused  a  supply  of  water  when  she  touched 


HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 
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The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  Clock. 


MR.  SPEAKER'S  ABSENCE. 

The  House  being  met,  the  Clerk  at  the 
Table  informed  the  House  of  the  un- 
avoidable absence  of  Mr.  Speaker,  owing 
to  continued  indisposition. 

Whereupon  Mr.  Jambs  William  Low- 
THER,  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means, 
proceeded  to  the  Table,  a  id,  after  Prayers, 
took  the  Chair  as  Deputy -Speaker, 
pursuant  to  the  Standing  Order. 


PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 


Baker  Street  and  Waterloo  Railway 
Bill  (King's  Consent  signified).     Bill  read 
;  the  third  time,  and  passed. 
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Charing  Cross,  Eustop,  and  Hampstead 
Railway  Bill  (Kirg's  Consent  Fignified). 
Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

Edgware  and  Hampstead  Railway  Bill. 
Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


Reports,  dc. 
PETITIONS. 
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dogs; (PROTECTION)  BILL. 

Two  Petitions  from  London,  in  favour ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

EDUCATION  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

West  Cumlerland  Electric  Tramways  '•      -d  ....        <        i*      x*         t         -on 
,T3,  .  t  rr-      \  Tj-ii  FT     J  1     -D    J  I      Petitions  for  alteration;   from  Bann; 

(Extension  of  Time)  Bill  [Lords].     Read         .  Linlithoow  •  to  lie  niin  the  Table 
the    third    time,    and    passed,    ^thout '  ^""^  ^'"^'^^'S®^ '  ^  ^"^  "^P^""  ^^"^  ^*^*^- 

Amendment.  HOUSE-LETTING  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

____.,_  .„  Petition  from  Paisley,  against ;  to  lie 

London  Umted  Tramways  (Extension  !  upon  the  Table, 
cf  Time)  Bill.     As  amended,  considered  ; 


1o  be  read  the  third  time. 

Orphan  Working  School  and  Alexandra 
Orphanage  Bill  [Lords].  Reported,  with 
Amendments;  Report  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

Hastings  Harbour  Bill  [[Lords]*  Re- 
ported, without  Amendment ;  Report  to 
lie  upon  the  Table.  Bill  to  be  read  the 
third  time. 

Commercial  Union  Assurance  Bill 
[Lords].  Reported,  without  Amendment ; 
Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table.  Bill  to  be 
read  the  third  time. 

Mortgage  Insurance  Corporation  Bill 
[Lords].  Reported,  without  Amendment ; 
Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table.  Bill  to  be 
read  the  thiid  time. 

Truro  Water  Bill  [Lords].  Reported, 
without  Amendment ;  Report  to  lie  upon 
the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.  Bill  to  be 
read  tie  third  time. 

Hastings  Harbour  District  Railway 
(Abandonment)  Bill  [Lords].  Reported, 
without  Amendment ;  Report  to  lie  upon 
the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 

Highland  Railway  Bill;  Metropolitan 
District  Railway  Bill  [Lords]:  Mex- 
Vorough  and  Swinton  Tramways  (Ex- 
tension of  Time)  Bill  [Lords] ;  Tyneside 
Tramways  and  Tramroads  Bill  [Lords] ; 
Leeds  and  Liverpool  Canal  Bill  [Lords] ; 
Tralee  Urban  District  Council  Bill 
[Lords].  Reported,  with  Amendments; 
Reports  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be 
printed. 


LANDS   VALUATION   (SCOTLAND)    BILL. 

Petition  from  Paisley,  against;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

BfARRIAGE  WITH  A' DECEASED   WIFE'S 

SISTER  BILL. 

Petition  from  Edmonton,  against;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

VACCINATION  ACT,  1808. 

Petition  from  Aberdeen,  for  extension 
to  Scotland ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

WOMEN'S  ENFRANCHISEMENT  BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour ;  from  the  Council 
of  the  Women's  Liberal  Federation ; 
Hammersmith ;  Hornsea ;  and  Porto- 
bello ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 


BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  (WELSH  IN- 
TERMEDIATE EDUCATION  ACT,  1889). 

Copy  presented,  of  Report  of  the 
Board  of  Education  for  the  year  1903-4 
on  the  Administration  of  Schools,  under 
the  Welsh  Intermediate  Education  Act, 
1889  [by  Act] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table, 
and  to  be  printed.    [No.  158.] 

EAST  INDIA  (ESTIMATE). 

Copy  presented,  of  Estimate  of 
Revenue  and  Expenditure  of  the  Gov- 
emment  of  India  for  1904-5,  compared 
with  the  results  of  1903-4  [by  Act];  to 
lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
[No.  159.] 

EAST  INDIA  (FINANCE  AND  REVENUE 

ACCOUNTS). 

Copy  presented,  of  Finance  and 
Revenue  Accounts  of  the  Government  oi 


33 


Qtieslion^. 


{11  May  1905} 


Questions. 


U 


India  for  1903-4  [by  Act];  to  lie  upon 
the  Table. 

EAST  INDIA  (HOME  ACCOUNTS). 

Oopj  presented,  of  Home  Accounts  of 
the  Cfovemment  of  India  [by  Act] ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.  [No. 
160.] 

TRADE  REPORTS  (ANNUAL  SERIES). 

Copies  presented,  of  Diplomatic  and 
Consular  Reports,  Annual  Series,  Nob. 
3369  and  3370  [by  Command];  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

TRAMWAYS  ACT,  1870. 

Copy  presented,  of  Report  by  the 
Board  of  Trade  as  to  dispensing  with 
the  Consent  of  the  County  Council  of 
Glamorgan  to  the  Aberavon  Tramways 
Provisional  Order  [by  Act] ;  to  lie  upon 
the  Table,  and  to  be  pnnt^.    [No.  161.] 

EAST  INDIA  (RAILWAYS  AND  IRRI- 
GATION WORKS). 

Address  for  "Return  showing  the 
estimated  position,  as  regards  Capital 
Expenditure,  of  the  several  Railways 
and  Irrigation  Works  under  construction 
in  India  on  the  31st  day  of  March,  1905, 
and  the  proposed  Expenditure  thereon 
during  190&-6  (in  continuation  of  Parlia- 
mentary  Paper,    No.    138,    of  Session 


QUESTIONS  AND   ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED  WITH  THE  VOTES. 


Salaries  of  Clerks  in  the  Veterinary 
Branch  of  the  Irish  Department  of 
Agrieiilture. 

BlR.  NANNBTTI  (Dublin,  College 
Green) :  To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord-Iaeutenant  of  Ii  eland  whether  he  will 
dtate  in  how  many  instances  the  salaries 
of  the  veterinary  branch  clerks  of  the 
Irish  Agricultural  Department  have  been 
reduced  since  the  inception  of  that 
Department;  for  what  reason  the  re- 
ductions, if  '  any,  were  made ;  and 
whether  the  clerla  employed  by  the  Irish 
Agricultural  Department  have  suffered 
thereby. 

{An$werei  &y  iff.  Walter  Long.)  Four 
temporary  clerks  in  the  veterinary  branch, 

VOL.  CXLVI.     [Fourth  Series] 


with  pay  at  the  fixed  rate  of  £1  15s.  a 
week,  on  being  appointed  over  three  years 
ago  to  permanent  pensionable  posts  as 
assistant  clerks  of  the  abstractor  class, 
entered  the  scale  of  salary  for  that  grade 
at  £90  a  year,  rising  by  annual  incre- 
ments of  £i  10s.  to  £120,  and  thence  bv 
£5  to  £150.  The  initial  salary  of  £90 
was  determined  in  accordance  with  the 
practice  of  requiring  a  reduction  of  com- 
mencing salary  in  consideration  of  the 
grant  of  the  privileges  of  a  secured 
position,  an  annual  increment,  and  a 
retiring  pension.  This  reduction  was  for 
one  year,  the  actual  amount  being  £1  5s. 
per  annum.  Afterwards  the  salary  was 
increased  in  accordance  with  the  scale  of 
increments  named. 

Salaries  and  Retiring  Allowances  in  the 
Veterinary  Branch  of  the  Irish  Depart- 
ment of  Agriculture. 

Mr.  NANNETTI  :  To  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Iiord-Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  how  many  permanent  clerks  in 
the  veterinary  branch  of  the  Irish 
Agricultural  Department  have  upwards 
of  ten  years  service  and  salaries  of  less 
than  £100  a  year ;  what  is  the  maximum 
salary  which  these  clerks  can  attain,  and 
how  manv  years  will  it  take  to  reach 
such  maximum ;  how  many  years  service, 
temporary  and  permanent,  have  these 
clerks  under  the  Crown;  and  how  many 
years  will  they  have  served  under  their 
present  scale  before  they  become  entitled 
to  £1  a  week  retiring  allowance. 

{Anstoered  by  Mr.  Walter  Long.)  Two  of 
these  permanent  clerks  have  upwards  of 
ten  years  service  and  salaries  of  less  than 
£100  a  year.  The  maximum  of  their 
present  grade  is  £150,  and  it  will  take 
fifteen  years  to  reach  it.  These  clerks 
have  had  three  years  permanent  service 
and  seven  and  a  half  years  previous 
temporary  service.  Retiring  allowances 
are  governed  by  the  provisions  of  the 
Superannuation  Acts,  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  is  referred* 

Boyal  Maval  Beserve- Enrolment  of 
warrant  Engineers  and  Engine-Boom 
Artificers. 

Mr.  HARRIS  (Tynemouth):  To  ask 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  the  total 
number  of  enrolments  up  to  the  end  of  last 
year  in  the  new  classes  of  engineers  and 
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engine-room  artificers  in  the  Boyal  Naval 
Reserve  admitted  under  the  special  regula- 
tions issued  in  July,  1903 ;  the  names  of 
the  ten  ports  in  the  United  Kingdom  at 
which  the  highest  number  of  enrolments 
took  place  in  this  class,  with  the  figures 
for  each  port ;  and  whether  it  is  proposed 
to  recognise  the  services  of  the  various 
local  registrars  of  Naval  Reserves  for  the 
manner  in  which  they  have  discharged 
the  additional  duties  imposed  by  the 
regulations  referred  to. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Pretyman,)  The 
numbers  of  warrant  engineers  and  engine- 
room  artificers,  Royal  Naval  Reserve, 
borne  on  December  31st,  1904,  were  : — 


Warrant  engineers    - 
Engine-room  artificers 


30 
604 


Total-        -    634 

The  ten  poits  at  which  the  largest 
numbers  of  enrolments  took  place  were : — 

Olasgow  -  -  -  -  152 

Newcastle  -  -  -  74 

Liverpool  -  -  -  62 

Cardiff     .  -  -  .  47 

Belfast     ....  34 

South  Shields  -  -  -  28 

Sunderland  -  -  -  28 

Barrow     -  -  -.  -  26 

North  Shields  -  -  -  23 

Aberdeen-  •  •  -  22 

The  matter  referred  to  in  the  last  part 
of  the  hon.  Member's  Question  is  under 
consideration  in  consultation  with  the 
other  Departments  concerned. 

In&nt  Life  Protection. 
Mr.  KEIR  HARDIB  (Merthyr  Tydvil)  : 
To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  his  attention 
has  been  drawn  to  the  prosecution  in  the 
Manchester  Police  Court  of  a  woman 
charged  under  the  Infant  Life  Protection 
Act,  at  the  instance  of  the  Prestwich 
Board  of  Quardians,  and  the  statement 
of  the  magistrate,  in  ordering  a  forfeiture 
of  the  money  paid  to  the  defendant^  to 
the  effect  that  there  was  no  other  form 
of  penalty  provided  for  by  the  Act  and 
no  means  of  recovering  the  money ;  and 
whether,  in  view  of  the  frequency  of  such 
cases  and  the  difficulty  of  dealing  with 
them,  he  will  consider  the  advisability  of 
strengthening  the  law  in  relation  thereto. 


{Answered  by.  Mr.  Secretary  Akers- 
Douglas.)  I  am  in  communication  with 
the  magistrates  about  the  case  referred 

:  to.  This  case,  and  that  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  drew  my  attention  on  the 
5th  of  this  monthfy  appear  to  have  arisen 
out  of  the  practices  of  the  same  persons. 
As  I  then  said,  I  fear  I  cannot  undertake 

I  to  introduce  legislation  to  amend  the 
existing  Infant  Life  Protection  Act,  nor 

,  to  recommend  that  facilities  should  be 
given  to  a  Bill  for  that  purpose. 

Bristol  Postal  Staff— Timekeepers* 
Position. 

Mr.  CHARLES  HOBHOUSE  (Bristol, 
E.):  To  ask  the  Postmaster-General 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  whole  c  f 
the  telegraph  staff  at  Bristol,  including 
the  women  operators  and  male  super- 
visors, have  their  hours  of  attendance 
and  periods  of  casual  relief  registered  by 
men  holding  lower  official  positions; 
whether,  seeing  that  this  duty  was 
performed  previously  by  members  of  the 
telecraph  department  holding  the  rank  of 
clerk  and  in  view  of  the  protests  of  the 
staff  against  the  change,  be  will  explain 
why  the  change  has  been  made;  and 
whether  he  will  direct  that  the  practice 
be  discontinued. 

{Answered  by  Lord  Stanley.)  I  am  aware 
of  the  arrangement  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  refers,  and  I  do  not  propose  to 
alter  it  as  I  see  no  reason  why  the 
mechanical  operation  of  recording  times 
of  arrival  and  departure  should  be 
performed  by  men  of  high  official 
position. 

Late  Duty  of  Female  Telegraph  Operator 

atOmagh, 

Mr.  MURNAGHAN  (Tyrone,  Mid): 
To  ask  the  Postmaster-General  is  he 
aware  that  a  female  sorting  clerk  and 
telegraphist  has  been  kept  on  duty  after 
10  p.m.  at  Omagh  rail  telegraph  office 
on  several  occasions  within  the  past  six 
months;  and,  if  so,  what  steps  does  he 
purpose  taking  in  the  matter. 

{Answered  by  Lord  Stanley.)  I  have  no 
information  about  the  circumstances  tu 
which  the  hon.  Member  refers.  The 
matter  appears  to  be  one  which  can 
be  and  should  be  dealt  with  locally. 

t^ee  (4)  DtbaUs,  czlv^.,  1027. 
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Grants  to  Pupil  Teachers. 

Sir  JAMES  RANKIN  (Herefordshire, 
Leominster) :  To  ask  the  Secretary  to 
the  Board  of  Education  whether  the 
Board  of  Education  will  take  into  con- 
sideration an  alteration  of  its  rules 
respecting  the  payment  of  grant  earned 
by  pupil  teachers,  so  that  the  grant  may 
be  earned  by  pupil  teachers  attending 
schools  carried  on  for  private  profit,  if 
such  schools  are  approved  of  by  the 
Board  of  Education  and  such  grant  is 
paid  to  the  local  education  authority. 

{Anstcered  by  Sir  WHliam  Anson,)  If 
the  pupil->teacher  centre  is  an  inde- 
pendent institution  structurally  and 
financially,  and  is  not  carried  on  for 
private  profit,  no  objection  would  be 
raised  by  the  Board  merely  because  the 
teachers  engaged  at  the  pupil-teacher 
centre  are  al^  engaged  in  giving  instruc- 
tion at  a  private  school.  If,  however, 
the  pupil  teachers  receive  instruction 
together  with  the  students  at  the 
private  school,  a  grant  could  not  be 
paid  in  respect  of  such  teaching.  The 
Board  cannot  make  any  alteration  in  this 
restriction  by  which  grants  are  not 
payable  to  schools  conducted  for  private 
profit. 

Income-Taz  (Schedule  D). 

Mr.  PATRICK  WHITE  (Meath,  N.) : 
To  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
what,  was  the  amount  of  income-tax 
leviable  under  Schedule  D  in  England, 
Ireland,  and  Scotland  respectively  for 
the  year  ending  April  5th,  1905;  and 
what  was  the  amount  outstanding  in 
each  country  on  April  20th,  1905. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Victor  Cavendish.) 
The  amounts  charged  under  Schedule  D 
for  England,  Scotland,  and  Ireland  for 
the  year  1904-5  were  approximately  as 
under : — 


England 
Scotland 
Ireland 


£ 
16,828,000 
2,078,000 
497,000 

£19,403,000 


The   amounts  outstanding  cannot  be 
given. 


Action  of  District  Magistrate  at  Hooghly 

Qaol,  India. 

Mr.  WEIR  (Ross  and  Cromarty) :  To 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
whether  he  is  aware  that  an  Afghan 
youth  named  Ayoom  Khan,  who 
in  February  last  was  awaiting  his  trial 
before  a  subordinate  magistrate  on  a 
charge  of  theft,  was,  by  order  of  the 
district  magistrate,  Mr.  Carey,  removed 
from  Hooghly.  Gaol,  summarily  tried, 
and  sentenced  by  him  to  nominal 
imprisonment  until  the  following  morn- 
ing; and,  seeing  that  the  Lieutenant- 
Governor  stigmptised  the  district  magis- 
trate's conduct  as  hardly  discreet,  will 
he  ask  the  Government  of  India  to  make 
some  inquiry  into  the  case  and  report 
thereon. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Secretary  Brodrick.) 
I  have  no  information  as  to  the  case 
referred  to  in  the  Question ;  but,  if  the 
facts  are  as  stated,  it  seems  to  me  to  be 
one  which  has  been  adequately  dealt 
with  by  the  proper  authorities. 

Imperator  v.  A.  C  Bolt. 

Mr.  WEIR :  To  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  whether  he  has  yet 
received  from  the  Government  of  India 
a  report  of  the  proceedings  in  the  case 
of  Imperator  v.  A.  C.  Rolt,  tried  in  the 
Calcutta  High  Court  on  the  20th 
December;  and  can  he  see  his  way  to 
lay  Papers  on  the  subject  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Secretary  Brodrick,y 
The  report  has  not  yet  been  teceived. 

Election  of  Irish  Poor  Law  Officials. 
Mr.  KENDAL  O'BRIEN  (Tipperary, 
Mid) :  To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  prior  to  the  recent  elections 
of  master  and  matron  of  the  Tipperary 
Workhouse,  the  board  of  guardians 
imanimously  passed'  a  resolution  asking 
the  Local  Government  Board  to  permit 
the  elections  to  be  held  by  ballot ;  and 
whether,  seeing  that  the  election  of  Poor 
Law  officials  in  England  is  held  by  ballot, 
and  that  elections  by  open  voting  cause 
xpense  to  candidates  and  annoyance  to 
^uardians  through  canvassing,  steps  will 
ge  taken  to  assimilate  the  English  and 

6  2 


39 


Questions, 


(COMMONS  1 


Questions. 


40 


Irish  procedure  in  the  election  of  Poor  |  the  vested  owners  pending  an  Investiga- 


Law  officials. 

{Answered  hy  Mr.  Walter  Long,)  The 
facts  are  as  stated  in  the  first  inquiry. 
Article  10  of  the  Local  Government 
Board's  general  regulations  dealing  with 
the  proceedings  of  boards  of  guardians 
requires  that  votes  shall  be  given  openly 
and  not  by  ballot  or  in  any  other  secret 
manner.  A  requirement  of  similar 
purport  exists  in  England,  and  it  is, 
therefore,  incorrect  to  say  that  the 
election  of  Poor  Law  officials  in  England 
is  held  by  ballot. 

Distress  in  the  Newport  Division,  West- 
port  (County  Mayo). 

Dr.  AMBROSE  (Mayo,  W.)  :  To 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  distress 
which  prevails  in  the  Newport  Division  of 
the  Westport  (county  Mayo)  Union ;  and 
will  he  see  that  relief  works  are  started 
for  the  purpose  of  relieving  such  distress. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Walter  Long.)  The 
Local  Government  Board  have  made 
inquiries  in  this  district,  but  cannot 
find  that  any  acute  distress  eidsts  such 
as  would  render  it  necessary  to  supple- 
ment the  ordinary  Poor  Law  by  means  of 
relief  works.  If,  however,  the  hon. 
Member  will  furnish  the  names  and 
addresses  of  distressed  persons  for  whom 
adequate  provision  has  not  been  made, 
immediate  attention  will  be  given  to  the 
matter. 


Belief  of  Congestion  in  the  Newport 
Division  of  Westport  Union. 

Dr.  AMBROSE:  To  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  •  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  if  he  will  explain  why 
the  Congested  Districts  Board,  which 
has  purchased  large  tracts  of  land  in  the 
Newport  Division  of  Westport  Union, 
has  not  yet  divided  those  lands  for  the 
purpose  of  relieving  congestion;  and 
why  the  Board  has  not  given  any 
employment  on  such  land. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Walter  Long.)  The 
Board  have  agreed  to  purchase  the  lands 
referred    to,    but  have  not  yet  become 


tion  of  the  title.   In  the  meantime,  the 
lands  cannot  be  divided. 

Epizootic  Lymphangitis  Amongst  Army 

Horses. 

Mr.  HAYES  FISHER  (Fulham):  To 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  he  has  any  information  as  to  the 
source  of  infection  of  the  ninetjr-six  fresh 
cases  of  epizootic  lymphangitis  which 
have  recurred  among  Army  horses  since 
last  July ;  whether  the  clothes  and  boots 
of  all  persons  who  have  come  into  con- 
tact with  those  horses  have  been  so 
treated  as  to  render  them  non-infectious ; 
whether,  seeing  that  this  disease  has  ex- 
isted in  this  country  since  1902  and  that 
there  does  not  appear  to  be  any  abate- 
ment of  it,  he  purposes,  with  the  view 
of  allaying  the  anxiety  among  hoise 
owners,  to  adopt  any  further  measures 
for  its  extirpation;  and  whether  he  can 
hold  out  any  hope  that  the  measures 
now  adopted  are  likely  to  stamp  out  the 
disease. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Secretary  Arnold- 
Forster.)  The  source  of  infection  probably 
originated  in  previous  cases  in  the  same 
units.  All  desirable  measures  of  disin- 
fection are  taken,  but  it  has  not  been 
considered  necessary  to  destroy  the 
attendants'  clothing  or  boots.  The 
disease  has  practically  ceased  in  the 
Army,  only  nine  convalescent  cases  now 
remaining  in  strict  isolation. 

South  Aflrican  Honours  for  Militia  and 
Volunteer  Battalions. 

Mr.  BRYN  ROBERTS  (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion) :  To  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  whether,  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  Militia  battalions  which  sent 
out  their  Reservists  (numbering  in  many 
cases  over  200)  to  the  war  in  South  Africa 
are  not  permitted  to  bear  upon  their 
colours  the  words  "South  Africa*'  "with 
the  dates  of  service  unless  the  whole  regi- 
ment went  out,  whereas  Volunteer  batta- 
lions, which  sent  out  less  than  half  the 
number  of  men,  are  the  recipients  of  full 
honours  as  if  the  whole  corps  went  out, 
he  can  explain  why  the  one  service  is 
treated  differently  to  the  other  in  this 
respect;  and  whether  this  difference  of 
!  treatment  will  be  rectified  by  conferring 
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upoa  the  Militia  battalions  the  same 
privileges  as  have  been  accorded  to  the 
Volunteeis* 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Secretary  Arnold^ 
Forster.)  The  difference  in  treatment 
with  regard  to  inscriptions  upon  the 
ooloors  is  due  to  the  fact  that  the  Militia 
Reservists  referred  to  were  under  an  obli- 
gation to  serve,  if  necessary,  out  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  and  received  a  retain- 
ing fee  accordingly,  and  that,  therefore, 
they  were  in  an  entirely  different  cate- 
gory from  those  forces  who  served 
volantarilv  in  South  Africa. 


The  Judge-Advocate  GkneraL 

Mr.  swift  MACNEILL  (Donegal,  8.) : 
To  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
whether  the  position  of  Judge- Advocate 
General  is  still  vacant;  and,  if  so,  |)y 
whom  are  the  duties  appertaining  to  that 
office,  including  the  revision  of  the  pro- 
ceedings of  Courts-martial  and  the  sen- 
tences pronounced  by  these  Courts,  and 
personal  access  to  the  Sovereign  in  tender- 
ing advice  with  reference  to  these  pro- 
ceedings and  sentences,  discharged. 

(Ansu)ered  by  Mr,  A.  J.  Balfour.)  I  am 
advised  by  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  that  at  the  present  time  the  duties 
of  the  Judge- Advocate  General  are  being 
performed  by  the  Deputy -Judge- Advocate 
Greneral. 


QUESTIONS  IN  THE  HOUSE. 


Naval  Guns. 

Sir  gilbert  PAEEER  (Gravesend) : 
I  beg  to  a^k  the  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  what  is  the  total  number  of 
12-inch  Mark  YIII.  guns  which  have 
been  completed  for  the  Navy ;  what  is 
the  number  of  these  guns  landed  for 
repairs  and  the  number  of  these  awaiting 
repairs,  exclusive  of  those  landed  for 
repairs ;  what  is  tfaie  total  number  of 
12-inA  Mark  IX.  guns  which  have 
been  completed  for  the  Nav\  ;  what  is 
the  number  under  construction  for  the 
naval  service;  and  what  is  the  number 
of  ships  completed  or  built  which  carry 
12' inch  Mark  IX.  armament. 


♦The  secretary  to  the  AD- 
MIRALTY (Mr.  Pbetyman,  Suffolk, 
Woodbridge) :  The  total  number  of 
12-inch  Mark  VIII.  guns  that  have  been 
completed  for  the  Navy  is  seventy-five, 
viz.,  sixty  mounted  in  ships  and  fifteen 
spare.  Two  of  these  guns  have  been 
landed  for  repairs.  One  other,  which 
has  been  used  for  proof  purposes,  i<* 
awaiting  repairs.  The  total  number  of 
12-inch  Mark  IX.  guns  that  hav&  been 
completed  for  the  Navy  is  ninety -seven, 
viz.,  seventy-six  mounted  in  ships  and 
twenty- one  spare.  Thirteen  more  are 
under  construction.  Nineteen  ships 
carrying  these  guns  are  completed. 
Three  ships  building  carry  these  guns. 
A  number  of  12-inch  Mark  VIII.  guns 
have  been  landed  for  adjustment  from 
ships  since  the  defect  was  observed  in 
the  guns  of  the  ''  Majestic."  These  have 
been  exchanged  with  reserve  guns,  be- 
cause reserves  were  available  at  the 
time,  and  it  was  considered  desirable  to 
utilise  the  reserve  guns  rather  than 
carry  out  the  adjustments  on  board. 
The  adjustment  is  of  a  minor  nature 
and  is  one  which  will,  in  future,  be  done 
on  board  the  ships  or  on  shore  as  most 
convenient. 

.  Sir  JOHN  COLOMB  (Great  Yar- 
mouth) :  Has  any  change  'recently  been 
made  in  the  proportions  of  guns  of  each 
clas4  kept  in  reserve. 

♦Mb.  PRETYMAN  :  No  change  has 
been  made.  The  present  number  is  the 
number  which  has  been  adopted  since 
1002. 

Sir  JOHN  COLOMB ;  Has  there  been 
any  alteration  since  the  statement  on  the 
subject  made  by   Lord  Goschen  before 

he  left  the  Admiralty. 

♦Mb.  PRETYMAN:  I  am  not  aware 
of  any  alteration.  I  made  a  statement  a 
year  ago  as  to  the  number  of  reserve 
guns.  I  do  not  call  to  mind  Lord  Gos- 
chen's  statement. 

♦Sir  CHARLES  DILKB  (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest  of  Dean)  :  Can  the  hon. 
Gentleman  say  whether  since  that  time 
any  change  has  been  made  in  the  propor- 
tions of  the  reserves  kept  in  certain  foreign 
fleets;  also  how  long  it  will  be  be  fore  the 
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guns  which  have  been  taken  out  of  the 
reserves  for  temporary  purposes  will  be 
again  replaced  in  the  resarves. 

♦Mr.  VRETYMAN:  Should  it  be  de- 
cided to  retube  any  of  these  guns,  the  pro- 
cess will  take  three  months.  As  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  is  aware,  it  is  desirable 
sometimes  to  retube  guns  before  it  is 
absolutely  necessary  in  order  that  the 
life  of  all  the  guns  may  not  run  out  to- 
gether. But  with  regard  to  readjustment, 
that  is  a  matter  only  of  a  day  or  two,  so 
that  the  guns  will  be  available  in  the 
reserves  immediately.  I  am  unable  to 
answer  without  notice  the  Questions  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  as  to  the  propor- 
tions in  reserves  in  foreign  fleets. 

Army  Pensions— Private  M'Dona^h, 
Oonnanght  Bangers. 

Mr.  HAYDBN  (Roscommon,  S.):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  he  will  inquire  into  the  casa  of 
Thomas  M'Donagh,  late  p  private  in  the 
Connauglit  Rangers,  and  who  served  in 
South  Africa  during  the  recent  war  for 
277  days,  and  received  a  wound  at  the 
battle  of  Pieter's  Hill,  from  which  he  was 
subsequently  invalided  to  Netley  Hos- 
pital, and,  aft«r  medical  examination  and 
by  the  direction  of  the  Army  medical 
authorities,  was  admitted  as  a  free  patient 
to  the  Royal  Infirmary,  but  in  whose 
case  a  stoppage  o!  the  2s.  per  day  whilst 
in  hospital  was  made  from  his  pay,  and  if 
he  will  be  recouped  this  amount. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  Arnold-Forster,  Belfast, 
W.) :  This  pensioner  was  receiving  free 
treatment  at  the  Royal  Infirmary, 
Dublin,  and  as  it  is  not  intended  to  grant 
at  the  same  time  the  advantages  of  such 
treatment  and  a  full  pension,  a  part  of 
this  man's  pension  was  duly  appro- 
priated. 

Military  Manoeuvres  near  Dublin— Dam- 
age at  Drimnagh  Castle. 

Mr.  NANNETTI  (Dublin,  College 
Green) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  correspondence 
between  Mr.  John  Gore,  solicitor,  of 
Dublin,  and  the  military  authorities  as 
to  the  damage  done  by  the  trespass  of 
he  troops  on  the  lands  and  de  niesne  of 


Drimnagh  Castle,  county  DubUn,  during 
manoeuvres  and  shooting  practice; 
whether  he  is  aware  th%t  the  fences  were 
levelled  and  broken  down,  and  that  the 
supply  of  milk  from  the  dairy  cattle  has 
been  considerably  diminished  by  fright ; 
and  whether  he  will  see  that  such  steps 
are  taken  as  will  indemnify  the  owner  for 
the  loss  sustained  by  him  by  th's  breach 
of  the  law. 

Mr.  ARNOLD-FORSTER  :  A  report 
of  the  case  has  been  forwarded  from  Ire- 
land from  which  matters  appear  to  stand 
as  follow :  In  May,  1904,  the  owner,  Mr. 
Hatch,  claimed  compensation  of  £10  for 
damage  done  on  April  25th  to  the 
fenc3s,  etc.,  by  the  cattle  breaking  away 
owing  to  the  firing  by  the  troops.  The 
claims  were  caiefully  considered  on  the 
spot  on  May  24th  by  the  military 
aiithorities,  and  Mr.  Hatch  was  offered 
£2.  On  June  4th  his  so'icitir,  Mr.  Gore, 
made  a  c^aim,  which  hud  not  been  men- 
tioned by  Mr.  Hatch  at  his  meeting  with 
the  militarv  representatives  on  May 
24th,  for  damag3  to  the  milch  cows 
through  fright,  and  threatened  legal  pro- 
ceedings. On  15th  March,  1905,  he  asked 
the  diief  Crown  Solicitor  to  accept 
service  of  a  writ  and  was  informed  that 
the  proper  proceedings  against  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  were  by  Petition 
of  Right. 

Chinese  Recalcitrants  in  the  Transvaal. 

Mr.  HERBERT  SAMIlEL  (Yorkshire, 
Cleveland) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  if  he  will  state  how 
many  Chinese  labourers  in  the  Transvaal 
have  suffered  imprisonment  for  desertion, 
refusal  to  work,  and  travelling  without 
a  permit ;  how  many  have  suffered  im- 
prisonment for  riot ;  and  how  many  have 
been  sent  back  to  China,  'rom  the  time 
the  labourers  began  to  arrive  in  the 
Transvaal  until  the  latest  date  for  which 
figures  are  available. 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for  the 
COLONIES  (Mr.  Lyttelton,  Warwick 
and  Leamington) :  The  statistics  of  im- 
prisonment to  the  end  of  January  are 
published  in  Cd.  2401,  see  pages  89-91. 
The  figures  for  February  are  as  follows — 
desertion  and  refusal  to  work,  not  distin- 
guished, thirty-eight ;  travelling  without 
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permit,  eight.  The  total  number  repatri- 
ated to  December  Slst  was  322.  I  have 
no  later  information  yet. 

WUte  Labour  in  the  Trani vaal. 

Mb.  HERBERT  SAMUEL :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  if  hs  will  state  by  what  per- 
centage the  number  of  coloured  labourers, 
apart  from  Chinese,  employed  in  the 
gold  mines  of  the  Transvaal,  increased 
between  March,  1904,  and  Maroh  31st, 
1905 ;  and  by  what  percentage  the  number 
of  white  men  so  employed  increased  in  the 
:  ame  period. 

Mb.  LYTTBLTON  :  The  percentage  of 
increase  appears  to  be  for  coloured  labour 
32*1  and  for  white  labour  27 '9. 

Mb.  HERBERT  SAMUEL :  How  is  it 
that  white  labour  has  increased  at  a 
smaller  rate  than  black  labour,  and  thiCt 
Chinese  labour  has  apparently^  resulted  in 
no  increase  at  all  in  white  labour  ? 

Mb.  LYTTELTON  :  Before  the  intro- 
duction  of  Chinese  labour,  experiments 
were  made  for  the  introduction  of 
unskilled  white  labour,  and  those  experi- 
ments were,  I  believe,  in  the  opinion  of 
everybody  qualified  to  judge,  a  total 
failure. 

Mr.  bright  (Shropshire,  Oswestry)  : 
Is  the  right  hoD.  Gentleman  aware  of  the 
opinion  of  Mr.  Creswell,  that  white  labour 
was  successful  ? 

• 
[No  Answer  was  returned.] 

Salonica— Massacre  at  Kuktish- 
Sib  A.  HAYTER  (Walsall):  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Under-Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  any  leport 
has  been  received  of  the  inquiry  into  the 
massacre  at  Kuktish  in  the  Salonica 
vilayet  on  February  15th  by  the 
Turkish  troops,  in  which  forty  unarmed 
persons  were  murdered,  forty-three  houses 
burnt,  117  houses  looted,  and  twelve 
women  violated;  and  whether  any 
compensation  will  be  paid  or  any  punish- 
ment inflicted  upon  the  authors  of  this 
outrage. 

The  under  -  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFS'AIRS)  Earl 


Perot,  Kensington,  S,)  :  The  figures 
quoted  by  the  hon.  Member  do  not  tally 
with  those  mentioned  in  the  reports  which 
have  reached  us,  but  the  findings  of  the 
Commission  of  Inquiry  have  not  yet 
been  communicated  to  His  Majesty's 
Grovernment.  We  understand  that  a 
sum  of  £150  has  been  granted  by  the 
Turkish  Government  for  the  immediate 
relief  of  distress. 

Samoa. 

ColonelDENNY  (Kilmarnock  Burghs): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under-Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  there  is  any  • 
prospect  of  the  British  claims,  due  to 
damage  done  in  Samoa  in  1899,  being 
paid,  and  what  has  been  the  cause  of  the 
delay. 

Earl  PERCY:  The  examination  of 
the  various  claims,  British  and  foreign, 
has  necessarily  taken  a  considerable  time, 
but  that  of  the  British  has  now  been 
completed,  and  steps  are  being  taken  to 
trace  the  claimants  and  to  pay  those 
whose  claims  to  compensation  have  been 
substantiated. 

Markyate  Motor  Fatality. 

Mr.  slack  (Hertfordshire,  St. 
Albans)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whether 
his  attention  has  been  directed  to  the 
accident  which  resulted  in  the  death  of  a 
boy  named  William  Henry  Clifton,  at 
Markyate,  in  the  county  of  Hertford,  on 
Tuesday,  April  18th,  1905 ;  and,  if  so,  will 
he  state  what  means  of  communication 
exist  between  the  county  police  of  the 
counties  of  Hertford  and  Bedford  along 
the  main  roads  of  those  counties ;  and 
whether  there  is  any  telephonic  com- 
munication  between  the  police  of  Dun- 
stable, Markyate,  Redbourn,  and  St. 
Albans,  and  between  the  Hertford  county 
constabulary  and  the  city  police  of  St. 
Albans;  and,  if  not,  whether  he  will  take 
steps  to  secure  the  provision  of  such 
inter-communication  as  will  meet  the  case 
of  similar  accidents. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for  ths 
HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Akers- 
Douglas,  Kent,  St.  Augustine's) :  My 
attention  has  been  diiected  to  this  case. 
I  understand  from  the  Chief  Constable  of 
Hertfordshire  that  the  St.  Albans  city 
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police  have  means  of  telephonic  com- 
munication with  the  Hertfordshire  police 
through  the  National  Exchange^  that 
there  is  no  telephonic  communication 
from  Dunstable  to  St.  Albans  via  Mark- 
yate,  and  that  the  question  of  establishing 
Bttoh  communication  between  St.  Albans. 
Kedbourn,  and  Markyate  will  come 
before  the  Standing  Joint  Committee 
of  Hertfordshire,  who,  I  would  remind 
tha  hon.  Member,  are  the  police  authority 
concerned,  next  month. 

Monastic  and  Conyentnal  Private  ifiurlal 

Grounds. 

Mr.  SLOAN  (Belfast,  S.) :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment whether  there  is  any  official 
list  of  the  private  burying  grounds  in 
connection  with  monastic  and  conventual 
institatious ;  and,  if  so,  what  is  their 
number  and  how  many  have  been  granted 
during  the  past  five  years. 

Mr.  JAMES  O'CONNOR  (Wicklow, 
W.) :  Can  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say 
what  country  is  referred  to  in  the  Ques- 
tion, 

Mr.  AKERS-DOUGL as  :  I  can  only 
speak  as  far  as  England  and  Wales  are 
concerned.  I  am  not  aware  of  the 
existence  of  any  such  list  as  regards 
England  and  Wales,  and  I  am 
informed  by  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Boaid,  with  whom, 
since  the  passing  of  the  Burial  Act,  1900, 
rests  the  duty  of  giving  approval,  when 
approval  is  required,  to  the  opening  of 
new  burial  grounds,  that  he  has  no 
record  of  the  nature  indicated. 

Aliens. 

Mr.  EMMOTT  (Oldham) :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  how  many  aliens  arrived  in 
this  country  in  1904 ;  how  many  left 
this  country;  and  how  many  of  the 
aliens  who  arrived  were  sailors ;  and 
whether  he  has  any  information  he  can 
produce  to  the  House  to  show  that  of  the 
82,000  aliens  not  described  as  transmi- 
grants who  igrived  the  greater  proportion 
probably  settled  in  this  country. 

Mr.  AKERS-DOUGLAS  :  The  Board 
of  Trade  Return,  which  is  in  the  hands  of 
hon.  MQmber.s,  shows  that  the  figures  are 


as  follows: — 194,986  aliens  arrived  in 
this  country  from  Continental  ports, 
99,278  of  these  were  stated  on  the  lists  to 
be  en  route  to  other  countries;  12,863 
were  seamen  (only  very  few  of  whom  can 
be  prospective  settlers).  Deducting  these 
two  last  figures  from  the  fiist,  we  have  a 
remainder  of  82,845.  Of  these  7,697  were 
subsequently  ascertained  by  officers  of 
the  Customs  to  be,  in  fact,  on  their  way  to 
other  countries.  Deducting  these  latter, 
we  obtain  a  net  remainder  of  75,148  to 
be  accounted  for.  It  must  not  be  ia- 
ferred,  as  the  Board  of  Trade  point  out, 
that  these  figures  represent  the  total 
number  of  alien  immigrants  who  actually 
settled  in  this  country.  Among  them 
there  is  no  doubt  some  drifting  back  to 
Europe,  and  some  moving  onward  to 
America,  but  the  known  extent  of  this 
does  not  amount  to  more  than  2,000  or 
3,000  (chiefly  cases  assisted  by  the 
Jewish  Board  of  Guardians).  Probably 
some  of  those  stated  to  be  en  route  to 
other  countries  in  fact  stay  here,  tempor- 
arily or  permanently.  These  figures  relate 
only  to  arrivals  from  Europe,  and  do  not 
include  arrivals  from  America,  etc., 
whether  rejected  European  aliens  or 
original  immigrants  from  America. 

Mr.  EMMOTT  :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  not  stated  how  many  aliens 
left  this  country. 

Mr.  AKERS-DOUGLAS :  There  is  po 
possibility  of  obtaining  information  as  to 
the  exact  number  leaving.    All  we  ca'n 

ascertain  is  the  number  of  transmigrants. 

* 

Mr.  lough  (Islington,  W.) :  Is  there 
any  reliable  means  of  knowing  how  many 
are  transmigrants  ? 

Mr.  AKERS-DOUGLAS  :  We  have  the 
actual  number  who  come  here  described 
as  transmigrants.  All  that  can  be  ascer- 
tained is  the  number  of  transmigrants, 
and  the  number  of  those  who  to  the 
knowledge  of  the  Customs  officers  leave 
after  staying  here  for  a  short  time. 

Mr.  LOUGH :  How  do  they  get  thoae 

figures? 

Mr.  AKERS-DOUGLAS :  By  inquiring 
at  the  ports.  But  it  is  impossible  to  say 
exaA^ly  how  many  leave  after  a  short 
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settlement,  as  they  depart  in  small  num- 
bei8  and  are  letnmed  as  ordinaiy 
passengeiB. 

Mb.  JOHN  ELLIS  (Nottinghamshire, 
Rnahclifie) :  Then  we  are  to  take  it  that 
the  light  hon.  Gentleman's  figures  are  to 
a  large  extent  uncertain  ! 

Mb.  AKERS-DOUGLAS  :  I  have 
st-tcted  all  through  the  debates  on  the 
aliens  question  that  it  is  impossible  to 
obtain  all  the  figures  with  exact  accuracy. 
But  the  Board  of  Trade  state  in  their 
Report  that  the  figures  which  I  have 
qaoted  can  be  relied  on. 

Mb«  HEBBBRT  SAMUEL:  Is  it 
not  the  fact  that  the  Board]  of 
Trade  in  their  Report  do  give  the  total 
number  of  the  auens  who  leave  this 
country,  whether  recent  arrivals  or  old 
arrivals,  which  is  the  Question  of  my 
hon.  friend,  and  the  Question  the  right 
hon.  Grentleman  says  he  cannot  answer  1 

Mr.  AKERS-DOUQIJ.S :  If  the  hon. 
Gentleman  has  got  the  information  I  do 
not  see  why  he  should  ask  the  Question. 

Theft  through  Starvation. 

Mb.     JAMES     O'CONNOR:    I    beg 

to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  case  of 
James  Nicholson,  aged  17  years,  of  no 
home,  who  was  sentenced  last  Saturday 
at  the  South-Western  Court  to  U  days 
imprisonment  for  stealing  a  loaf  of  bread, 
and  to  the  fact  that  Nicholson  told  the 
policemen  who  arrested  him  that  he  was 
hungry  and  destitute;  and  whether,  in 
view  of  the  Court  missionary's  testimony 
to  Nicholson's  character,  he  will  order 
his  release. 

Mr.  AKERS-DOUGLAS  :  I  have  called 
for  a  report  irom  the  magistrate  who 
dealt  with  this  case,  but  I  have  not  yet 
received  his  reply.  As  soon  as  I  do  so,  I 
will  carefully  consider  the  matter, 

Mb.  JAMES  O'CONNOR  :  Will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  bear  in  mind  the 
man  has   already  served  a  week  of  his 


sentence,  and  will  he  see  he  is  released 
immediately? 

[No  Answer  was  returned.] 

Motor-Car  Speeds  in  London  Streets. 

Mr.  CATHCART  WASON  (Orkney  and 
Shetland) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  if  he  will, 
in  considering  the  question  of  the  desira- 
bility of  limiting  the  speed  of  motor-cais 
in  London  streets,  recognise  the  import- 
ance of  Clause  9  of  the  Motor  Act  giving 
certain  powers  to  the  local  authorities, 
and  the  fact  that  Clause  1  of  the  Act  did 
not  alter  the  Common  Law  of  the  land. 

Mr.  AKERS-DOUGLAS :  The  limita- 
tion of  the  speed  of  motor-cars  in  London 
streets  does  not  come  within  my  jurisdic- 
tion, but,  as  I  have  already  explained, 
within  that  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  on  application  made  by  the  local 
authorities.  Due  weight  will  no  doubt  be 
given  to  the  considerations  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  refers ;  and  I  may  remind 
the  hon.  Member  that  the  Motor-Car  Act 
is  a  temporary  one,  and  will  come  before 
Parliament  for  renewal  or  review  next 
session. 


Identification  of,  and  Speed  Regulations 
for  Motor-Gars. 

♦Mr.  SLACK  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Lccal  Government  Board 
whether,  having  regard  to  the  fatal 
accident  at  Markyate,  in  Hertfordshire, 
on  18th  April,  he  will  make  regulations 
by  virtue  of  the  powers  given  by  the 
Motor-Car  Act,  1903,  for  the  better  identi- 
fication of  motor-cars  and  the  better  regu- 
lation of  the  speed  of  motor-cars  when 
passing  through  towns,  villages,  and 
populous  places,  so  as  to  prevent,  as  far 
as  possible,  the  recurrence  of  similar 
accidents. 

The  president  of  the  I-OCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Gerald 
BaLfour,  Leeds,  Central) :  I  am  not  aware 
of  any  better  method  of  identifying  motor- 
cars than  that  already  in  force.  The 
Local  Government  Board  have  no  general 
power  of  regulating  the  speed  of  motor- 
cars when  passing  through  towns,  villpg«8, 
and  other  populous  places. 
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Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn  Regis) : 
Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  consider  the 
propriety  of  ordering  the  increase  of  the 
size  of  the  numbers  on  motor-cars  to 
some  such  size  as  is  used  on  fishing  boats. 

Mr.  GERALD  BALFOUR :  I  have  no 
reason  for  supposing  that  the  present 
figures  are  not  easily  discernible. 

•  Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES :  Is  it  not  the 
fact  that  in  this  very  case  the  number  of 
the  motor-car  was  so  small  that  it  was 
found  impossible  to  see  it  clearly  ? 

Mr.  GERALD  BAI-FOUR:  I  under- 
stand  that  that  was  in  consequence  of 
the  dust  which  was  raised. 

♦Mr.  SLACK:  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  consider  the  advisability  of 
regulations  being  made  under  Section  7 
of  the  Mo  tor-Car  Act,  1903,  on  the 
lines  I  have  suggested  in  the  Question  ? 

Mr.  scares  (Devonshire,  Barnstaple) : 
And  will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  use 
his  influence  to  obtain  an  early  discussion 
of  the  matter  t 

FNo  Answer  was  returned.] 


Winchester  Motor-Car 

Mr.  CAWLEY  (Lancashire,  Prestwich): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  whether  he  will  state 
by  whom  the  application  of  the  Corpora- 
tion of  the  city  of  Winchester  for  power 
to  limit  the  speed  of  motor-cars  to  ten 
miles  an  hour  whilst  passing  through 
that  city  was  opposed  at  the  local 
inquiry. 

Mr.  GERALD  BALFOUR  :  The 
application  was  opposed  at  the  inquiry 
on  behar  of  the  Automobile  Club,  the 
Motor  Union,  the  Hampshire  Motor 
Union,  and  an  individual  resident  of 
Winchester.  Evidence  in  support  of  the 
opposition  was  given  by  eleven  witnesses. 

Telephone  Airreement. 

Sir  JOSEPH  DIMSDALE  (London) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster-General 
whether,  in  the  event  of  an  opportunity 
not  occurring  for  the  passing  of  his 
Motion  to  lefer  the  Telephone  Agreement 


to  a  Select  Committee  sufficiently  early 
to  give  time  for  the  proper  consideration 
of  the  said  Agreement,  he  will  agree, 
following  a  similar  course  adopted 
regarding  the  Provisional  Agreement  of 
18d4,  to  let  the  Agreement  stand  over 
until  next  session. 

The  POSTMASTER-GENERAL  (Lord 
Stanley,  Lancashire,  Westhoughton) :  I 
beg  to  refer  the  hon.  Member  to  my  reply 
to  the  Member  for  Camberwell  on 
May  4tht  last. 

Nitrogen  Bacteria. 

Colonel  SADLER  (Middlesbrough): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Agriculture  if  his  attention  has  been 
directed  to  the  success  attending  the 
inoculation  of  soil  with  nitrogen  bacteria 
in  the  United  States  and  in  other 
countries ;  and  whether  the  experiments 
and  investigations  of  the  Board  have 
been  alike  encouraging  ;  and,  if  so,  is  it 
intended  to  distribute  the  inoculating 
material  among  agriculturists  of  this 
country  as  is  being  done  abroad. 

♦The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD 
OP  AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  Ailwyn 
Fellowes,  Huntingdonshire,  Ramsey)  : 
Yes,  as  1  stated  recently  in  reply  to  a 
Question  by  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  Salisbury,  we  are  closely  watching 
the  experiments  now  being  made  in  con- 
nection with  the  use  of  nitrogen-producing 
bacteria  in  the  United  States  and  else- 
where, and  the  value  of  such  bacteria  is 
now  being  tested  at  several  of  the  agri- 
cultural colleges  in  this  country.  No 
results  of  value  can,  however,  be  obtained 
until  the  crops  under  treatment  are 
mature.  I  may  add  that  both  the 
American  and  the  German  preparations 
are  now  being  manufactured  by  private 
firms  in  those  countries  and  can  be  pur- 
chased by  any  farmers  here  who  may 
desire  to  obtain  them. 

Abstractor  Olerkfl'  Memorial. 

Mr.  NANNETri:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether  the 
memorial  presented  in  January,  1904, 
from  the  assistant  clerks  known  as  ab- 
stractor clerks  has  yet  been  considered 
by    the    Lords   Commissioners    of    the 

tSee  (4)  Debates,  cxlv.,  928. 
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TreasoTj ;  and,  if  bo,  whether  he  is  pre- 
pored  to  say  if  any  improvement  has 
been  made  in  their  staius  and  positions. 

The  FIN.\NCIAL  SECRETARY  of 
THE  TREASURY  (Mr.  Victor  Cavek- 
DISH,  Derbyshire,  W.):  The  decision  of 
the  Treasury  on  the  memorial  in  question 
has  been  conveyed  to  heads  of  Depart- 
ments. Certain  improvements  have  been 
sanctioned  in  the  pay  and  conditions  of 
service  of  the  abstractors. 

Hnmiihrey  Williams'  Charity. 
Mb.  BENN  (Devonport):    I   beg    to 
ask  the  hon.  Member  for  Tunbridge,  as 
a    Charity    Commissioner,    whether   his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  adminis- 
tration of  Humphrey  WilUams'  Charity 
(Kent  Street  Estate)  and  in  particular  to 
the  circumstances  under  which  parts  of 
tbe  property,  originally  left  in  1653  for 
th   benefit  of  poor  aged  people  residing 
in  the  parishes  of  St.  George- the -Martyr, 
Fouthwark,   and  St.    Mary,  Newington, 
have  been  transferred,  without  valuable 
consideration,  to  the  ecclesiastical  author- 
ities as  sites  for  a  church,  a  parsonage 
house,  and  a  day  school ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  revenue  derived  from  the 
8i:e  for  the  parsonage  house,  which  has 
not  been  erected,  is  received  by  the  eccle- 
siastical authorities,  and  will  he  say  to 
what  purpose  it  is  being  applied  ;  whether 
the  day  school  has  been  discontinued ; 
and,  if  S3,  for  what  purpose  the  building 
is  now  used ;  under  what  legal  authority 
this  alienation  of  property  took  place; 
and  what  steps  he  proposes  to  take  in 
the  matter. 

♦Mr.  GRIFFITH  BOSCAWEN,  (Kent, 
Tunbridge) :  The  attention  of  the  Com- 
missioners has  been  called  bv  the 
London  County  Council  to  the  circum- 
stances in  question,  in  a  letter  stating 
that  they  are  advised,  as  is  the  case,  that 
these  transfers  were  legally  made,  under 
the  Church  Building  Acts  and  School 
Sites  Ace,  1841,  respectively,  an  i  that  the 
present  user  is  not  contrary  to  the 
statutes.  It  is  understood  that  the  par- 
sonage site  is  now  let  and  the  rent  appUed 
in  auementation  of  the  benefice ;  and 
that  tTie  day  school  is  now  closed  and  the 
premises  used  for  parish  purposes ;  but 
the  jurisdict'on  in  these  respects  is  now 
that  of  the  Ecclesiaf  tical  Commissioners 


and  of  the  Board  of  Educationrespectively 
and  not  of  the  Charity  Commissioners. 

Afforestry  in  Ireland. 

Captain  DONELAN  (Cork,  E.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  lo  the 
Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  it  is 
proposed  to  take  any  steps  with  a  view 
to  preserve  the  few  woods  and  plantations 
still  left  standing  in  Ireland. 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  Walter  Long,  Bristol,  S.) : 
The  Department  of  Agriculture  are  alive 
to  the  importance  of  this  question.  They 
have  caused  special  inquiries  to  be  made, 
and  have  been  in  communication  with 
the  Estates  Commissioners  with  a  view 
to  the  utilisation  of  Section  4  (1)  of  the 
Act  of  1903.  The  Departipent  have  them- 
selves purchased,  as  trustses  under  this 
section,  certain  woods  which  will  be 
utilised  in  connection  with  the  De- 
partment's forestry  station  in  county 
Wicklow.  I  The  Department's  funds  are 
not  Bufi&cient  for  any  comprehensive 
scheme  of  forestry  development,  but 
facilities  are  being  provided  under  the 
county  agricultural  and  horticultural 
schemes  for  encouraging  the  planting  of 
trees  and  the  preservation  of  existing 
woods  by  occupiers'. 

Captain  DONELAN  :  Will  action  be 
taken  to  prevent  landlords  from  cutting 
down  the  timber  on  their  estates  when 
selling  under  the  Land  Purchase  Act. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG :  I  have  never 
heard  of  such  a  suggestion.  I  had  better 
have  notice. 

Mr.  BOLAND  (Kerry,  S.)  asked  if  the 
Government  would  give  facilities  to  an 
association  recently  rormed  in  Ireland  to 
plant  trees. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONa  :  I  must  ask  for 
notice  of  that  also. 


Irish  Agricultural  Department- 
veterinary  Branch. 

Mr.  NANNBTTI:  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  he  will  state 
in  how  many  instances  the  salaries 
of  the  veterinary  branch  clerks  of 
the  Irish  Agricultural  Department  have 
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been  reduced  since  the  inception  of  that 
Department ;  for  what  reason  the  re- 
ductions, if  any,  were  made ;  and  whether 
the  clerks  employed  by  the  Irish  Agricul- 
tural Department  have  suffered  thereby. 

Mr.  NANNETTI:  I  beg  also  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  how  many 
permanent  clerks  in  the  veterinary 
branch  of  the  Irish  Agricultural  Depart- 
ment have  upwards  of  ten  years'  service 
and  salaries  of  less  than  £100  a  year; 
what  is  the  maximum  salary  which  these 
clerks  can  attain,  and  how  many  years 
will  it  take  to  reach  such  maximum ;  how 
many  years  service,  temporary  and 
permanent,  have  these  clerks  under  the 
Crown ;  and  how  many  years  will  they 
have  served  imder  their  present  scale 
before  they  beoome  entitled  to  £1  a  week 
retiring  aUowance. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG :  It  will  be  more 
convenient  to  furnish,  with  the  Votes, 
printed  replies  to  these  Questions,  and 
with  the  hon.  Member's  permission  I  will 
adopt  that  course. 


Mr.  NANNETTI:  In  view  of  the 
importance  of  the  first  Question,  I 
certainly  should  like  to  have  it  answered 
in  the  House. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG :  Then  I  must 
ask  the  hon.  Member  to  put  it  down 
again. 

Boyal  Irisli  Constabulary— Accounts. 

Mr.  NANNETTI :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
accoimts  rendered  by  the  stafE  officer  of 
the  Royul  Irish  Constabulary  Depart- 
ment, Dublin  Castle,  were  certified  as 
being  correct  for  the  period  of  four  years 
ending  December,  1903,  and  passed  by 
the  principal  accountant  and  audit 
department,  and  that  after  the  death  of 
the  said  stafi  officer  on  January  6th,  1904, 
the  accounts  were  found  to  disclose  a 
deficiency  of  £433  10s.  4d. ;  and  whether, 
ill  view  of  the  neglect  of  duty  on  the 
part  of  the  principal  accountant  and  the 
officials  of  the  audit  department,  he  will 
say  if  the  Inspector-General  has  taken 
any  action  in  the  matter  of  having  the 
system  of  keeping  the  accounts  inquired 


into ;  and  further,  what  means  have 
been  adopted  by  the  said  department  to 
recover  the  said  sum  of  £433  lOs.  4d. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG :  The  facte  are 
as  stated  in  the  first  part  of  the  Qaestion. 
The  monthly  accounts  rendered  by  this 
officer  were  apparently  correct,  and  were 
passed  accordingly ;  but  upon  closing  his 
accounts  after  his  death,  it  was  found 
that  some  of  the  vouchers  which  had 
been  furnished  by  him  were  not  genuine, 
and  that  there  was  a  deficiency  to  the 
amount  stated.  Arrangements  have 
since  been  made  which  will  reduce  to  a 
minimum  the  risk  of  similar  misappropria- 
tion of  public  money.  The  amount  in 
default  has  been  refunded  to  the  depart- 
ment by  the  deceased's  widow. 

Mr.  NANNETTI  asked  whether,  ui 
view  of  the  trouble  which  had  fallen  on 
the  widow,  any  consideration  could  be 
shown  to  her. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG  replied  that  he 
feared  nothing  could  be  done,  but  he 
would  inquire. 

Irish  Land  Purchase— Tenants'  Interests. 

Mr.  TULLY  (Leitrim.  8.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  the 
Estates  Commissioners  have  negotiated 
for  the  sale  to  them  of  the  interests  of 
farmers  with  leases  or  judicial  tenancies 
whose  rents  exceed  £200,  with  the  view 
to  the  division  of  their  farms  amongst 
tenants  in  possession  of  uneconomic 
holdings ;  what  has  been  the  total  sum 
advanced  or  sanctioned  for  this  purpose 
up  to  1st  May  last ;  and  has  the  money 
so  advanced  been  charged  on  the  new 
holdings  at  the  same  rate  as  the  Land 
Act  annuities  for  the  purchase  of  the 
landlords'  interests. 


Mk.  WALTER  LONG :  No,  Sir.  The 
Commissioners  inform  me  that  advances 
under  the  Land  Purchase  Acts  cannot  be 
made  for  the  purchase  of  tenants' 
interests. 

Trustees  for  Grazing  Lands  and  Turbary. 

Mr.  TULLY':  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 

Secietary   to    the    Lord-Lieutenant    of 

Ireland  whether,  in  the  case  of  trusteec> 
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forgraang  lands  and  for  turbary  under 
the  Land  Act  (Ireland),  1903,  the  Estates 
Commissioners  have  issued  any  code  of 
rules  for  the  guidance  of  these  tmstees, 
for  their  election  at  stated  intervals,  and 
also  defining  the  classes  of  persons  entitled 
to  vote  at  these  elections ;  and  whether 
he  can  state  in  how  many  cases  has  it 
become  necessary,  up  to  1st  May  last,  to 
provide  for  the  appointnaent  of  such 
trustees,  and  whether  such  appointment 
has  been  of  a  temporary  or  permanent 
nature. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG :  The  repljr  to 
the  first  inquiry  is  in  the  negative. 
Under  Section  20  of  the  Act  of  1903,  the 
tJQstees  referred  to  hold  the  land  vested 
in  them  on  such  terms  as  may  be  specified 
in  the  scheme  framed  in  the  particular 
case.  Such  a  scheme  has  been  settled 
and  approved  of  in  one  case,  and  this 
scheme  provides  for  the  appointment  of 
new  trustees  b}*^  the  surviving  or  con- 
tinuing trustees  subject  to  the  approval 
o{  the  Land  Commission. 

Alleged  Payment  of  Secret  Commissions 
by  Parliamentary  Agents. 

Mr.  BENN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasurj'  whether  his  attention 
has  been  directed  to  the  admission  oi 
Messrs.  Bircham  'and  Co.,  Parliamentary 
agents,  as  to  the  payment  of  a  sum  of 
£116  13s.  6d.  secret  commission  to  the 
late  town  clerk  of  Holbom  and  to  their 
statement  that  such  commission  was 
quite  an  ordinary  percentage  to  pay; 
ani  if,  having  regard  to  the  fact  that  this 
iirm  acts  for  other  boroughs  and  also 
holds  the  position  of  Parliamentary 
agents  to  the  Government,  he  proposes  to 
take  any  steps,  by  Royal  Commission  or 
otherwise,  to   deal   with   this    state   of 

\ir3. 


The  prime  MINISTER  and  FIRST 
LORD  OF  THB  TREASURY  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfoue,  Manchester,  E.) :  My  attention 
ha3  been  called  to  the  circumstances 
Tcferied  to,  which  Imve  been  the  subject 
of  correspondence  in  the  public  Press. 
I  am  advised  that  the  payment  in 
question  to  Messrs.  Bircham  and  Co.,  a 
iirm  of  the  highest  reputation,  ought  not 
to  be  called  a  secret  commission,  and  they 
contend  that  it  b  an  agency  payment, 
^e^ognised  as  such  amongst    solicitors, 


and  paid  in  the  usual  way  of  business. 
They  have  acted  for  the  person  in 
question  for  eighteen  years.  If,  how- 
ever, this  transaction  is  to  be  regarded 
as  a  commission  received  by  Parlia- 
mentary agents,  which  is  disputed,  it 
may  perhaps  be  convenient  that  I  remind 
the  House  that  commissions  of  this  kind 
were  not  only  the  subject  of  discussion 
some  years  ago  in  Parliament,  but  that 
they  are  now  engaging  the  attention  of 
the  Lord  Chancellor  and  the  Chairman  of 
Committees  in  the  House  of  Lords,  and 
also  of  the  Incorporated  Law  Society. 

Mb.  BENN :  May  I  ask  is  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  this  firm 
have  returned,  in  addition  to  the  sum 
of  £116  given  to  the  late  town  clerk  of 
Holbom,  a  cheque  to  the  value  of  £1)0  as 
belonging  to  the  council. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  am  afraid 
that  I  have  given  all  the  information 
that  I  have  got,  but  I  will  make  further 
inquir}  if  Questions  are  put  on  the 
Paper. 

Mr.  BENN :  In  view  of  the  nature  of 
the  Answer,  and  as  this  is  a  very  im- 
portant matter^  at  the  coiiclusion  of 
Questions  I  shall  ask  leave  to  move 
the  adjournment  of  the  House  in  order 
that  we  may  go  fully  into  the  matter. 

Sir  ROBERT  REID  (Dumfries 
Burghs)  :  Is  there  any  ground  for 
suggesting  that  a  secret  commission 
paid  by  Parliamentary  agents  to  the 
town  clerk  of  a  borough  could  possibly 
be  lawful. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  must  ask  for 
notice  of  that.  I  do  not  profess  to 
know  anything  about  it.  I  am  not  a 
practising  solicitor  or  barrister,  and  the 
bon.  and  learned  Gentleman  is  quite  as 
qualified  to  say  what  the  practice  is  as  I 
am. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES:  Does  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  know  whether  in 
fact  this  was  a  commission,  and  whether 
in  fact  it  was  paid  secretly  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  No,  I  do  not 
know. 
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*  Mr.  swift  MACNETLL  (Donegal,  S.) : 
Where  is  the  Attorney -General  f 

Mb.  BENN:  I  beg  to  ask  leave  to 
move  the  adjournment  of  the  House  in 
order  to  discuss  a  definite  matter  of 
urgent  public  importance,  namely,  the 
payment  of  £116  secret  commission  by 
Messrs.  Bircham  &  Co.,  Parliamentary 
agents,  to  the  late  town  clerk  of  Holborn, 
to  their  statement  that  such  payment 
was  customary,  and  to  the  fact  that  the 
Government  have  taken  no  action  in  the 
matter. 

Mb.  deputy-speaker  :  'I  do  not 

thir  k  that  the  matter  is  urgent.  The  pay- 
ment was  made  last  year  or  even  before 
that,  and  the  cases  were  brought  to  the 
knowledge  of  the  public  some  months 
ago.  It  is  not  a  new  matter  or  urgent 
in.  any  sense. 

Mr.  BENN:  May  I  draw  attention 
to  the  fact  that  these  gentlemen,  or 
rather  a  member  of  the  firm,  is  still  a 
servant  of  the  Government,  connected 
with  the  Treasury  Department.  These 
facts  only  came  to  light  during  the  last 
few  weeks  at  the  trial  of  the  town 
clerk  of  Holbom.  The  evidence  given 
at  the  trial  makes  it  perfectly  clear  that 
there  can  be  no  dispute  about  the  facts. 
I  respectfully  submit  that  this  is  a 
matter  which  calls  for  the  immediate 
attention  of  the  House.  It  is  a  matter 
in  which  mi  nicipal  morality  is  involved, 
and  I  would  ask  you.  Sir,  to  reconsider 
your  decision. 

Mp.  DEPUTY-SPEAKER :  It  is  only 
by  a  considerable  stretch  of  ingenuity 
that  it  is  possible  to  connect  Messrs. 
Biicham  with  the  Government  in  any 
way.  I  believe  that  they  have  occa- 
sionally done  work  for  the  Government 
as  Parliair.entary  agents,  but  they  are 
in  no  sense  servants  of  .the  Government, 
or  part  of  the  hierarchy  or  of  the  official 
organisation  of  the  Government.  It 
cannot  properly  be  considered  that  there 
is  any  urgency  in  the  matter.  The  rule 
was  drawn  up  to  meet  certain  eventu- 
alities and  it  ought  not  to  be  stretched 
beyond  those  limit". 


BUSINESS  OP  THE  HOUSE. 

Sib    H.    CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling  Burghs) :    I  desire  to  ask  for  ' 
information  as  to  the  course  of  public 
business  next  week. 

. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  business 
for  Monday  will  be  the  Second  Reading 
of  the  Budg(  t  Bill.  I  understand  that 
the  course  of  procedure  most  convenient 
to  the  House  will  be  that  a  discussion 
on  the  financial  relations  between  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland  should  be  taken 
first,  and  that  any  general  discussion 
should  be  taken  subsequent  to  that.  If 
that  is  a  convenient  course  it  is  not  one 
to  which  I  shall  take  objection.  The 
first  business  after  the  Budget  will,  as 
far  as  I  can  see,  be  the  Rating  Bill, 
which  will  follow  immediately  after.  I 
hope  we  shall  be  able  to  finish  the 
Budget  Bill  on  Monday. 

• 

♦Mb.  KEIR  HARDIE  (Merthyr  Tyd- 
vil) :  When  is  it  proposed  to  take  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Unemployed 
BiU? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  am  unable 
to  state  when  the  Second  Reading  of  that 
Bill  will  be  taken. 

*Mb.  KEIR  HARDIE:  Is  not  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  the 
question  is  one  of  increasing  urgency 
and  importance,  and  that  riots  are 
threatened  in  many  parts  of  the  country 
because  there  is  no  machinery  for  deal- 
ing with  the  unemployed. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  No  doubt 
there  may  be  difficulties  here  and  there, 
but  I  cannot  regard  the  Bill  as  a  press- 
ing one  in  the  sense  that  it  makes  much 
difierence  whether  the  Bill  is  taken  a 
little  sooner  or  a  little  later.  It  is  a 
winter  grievance  and  not  a  summer  one. 

♦Mb.  KEIR  HARDIE :  Is  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  400  men  in 
Leicester,  some  of  whom  have  been  out 
of  work  now  for  close  on  two  years, 
yesterday  demanded  the  passing  of  this 
Bill  immediately.  I  venture  to  say  the 
question  is  urgent  all  the  year  round. 

[No  Answer  was  re  urncd.] 
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Sir  EDWARD  STRACHBY  (Somer- 
setshiie,  S.)-  When  will  the  Sale  of 
Batter  Bill  be  taken  ?  WiU  it  be  next 
week? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  have 
sketched  out  the  business  for  next  week, 
and  I  do  not  know  if  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man sees  in  the  interstices  a  point  at 
which  this  Bill  might  be  taken.  I  con- 
fess I  do  not. 

Sir  EDWARD  STRACHEY:  Is  it 
intended  to  take  it  at  an  early  date  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  cannot  hold 
out  any  expectation  of  that.  I  will  take 
it  as  soon  as  I  can,  but  how  soon  I 
cannot  sav. 


SELECTION  (STANDING  COMMITTEES). 

Mr.  HiiLSEY  reported  from  the  Com- 
mittee of  Selection ;  That  they  had  ii^- 
charged  the  following  Member  from  the 
Standing  Committee  on  Law  and  Courts 
of  Jnstice,  and  Legal  Procedure: — Mr. 
BlQIirain ;  and  had  appointed  in  substicu- 
tion:  Mr.  Malcolm. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 

McConnell's  Divorce  Bill  [Lords],  That 
they  communicate  Minutes  of  Evidence 
and  Proceedings  taken  upon  the  Second 
Reading  of  McConnell's  Divorce  Bill,  as 
dt  sired  by  this  House,  with  a  request  that 
the  same  may  be  returned. 


SUPPLY  [0th  Allottbd  Day]. 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Compiittee.) 

[Mr.  Jeffreys  (Hampshire,  N.)  in  the 
Chair.] 

dVIL  SERVICES  AND  REVENUE  DE- 
PARTMENTS ESTIMATES,  1905-6. 

Class  II. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £58,595,  be 

granted  to  His  Majesty,  to  complete  the 

lum    necessary   to   defray  the   Charge 


which  will  come  in  course  of  payment 
during  the  year  ending;  on  the  31st  day 
of  March,  1906,  for  the  Salaries  and  other 
Expenses  in  the  Department  of  His 
Majesty's  Treasury  and  Subordinate 
Departments,  including  Expenses  in  re- 
spect of  Advances  under  The  Light  Rail- 
ways Act,  1896.'* 

The  prime  MINISTER  and  FIRST 
LORD  OF  THE  TREASURY  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour,  Manchester,  E.):  If  I  depart 
from  the  single  precedent  which  we  have 
on  this  Vote  and  begin  its  discussion  by 
a  statement,  it  b  because  that,  having 
listened  to  the  debates  which  have  taken 
place  earlier  in  the  3rear  on  subjects  con- 
nected with  both  the  Navy  and  the  Army, 
it  seems  to  me  that  probably  it  would  be 
convenient  to  the  Committee  if  I  should 
endeavour  to  give  some  account  of  the 
conclusions  we  have  arrived  at  on  some 
of  the  most  important  subjects  which 
have  come  under  the  consideration  of  the 
Committee  of  Defence. 

I  may,  perhaps,  iitly  begin  by  en- 
deavouring to  remove  a  misconception 
which  certainly  has  no  justification  in 
anything  I  have  ever  said  oc  suggested^ 
but  which  has  taken  deep  root,  and 
which  I  shall  feel  it  to  be  my  duty  to 
contradict  and  to  dispose  of  as  often  as 
I  hear  it.  This  error  consists  in  sup- 
posing that  the  Committee  of  Defence  is 
a  new  executive  Department,  added  to 
the  existing  organisation  of  the  Govern- 
ment, which  has  in  some  way  the  duty 
thrown  upon  it  of  supervising  the  Depart- 
mental work  entrusted  to  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  and  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War.  Now  that  is  not  the 
case.  The  Committee  of  Defence  is  not 
an  executive  Committee ;  and  if  it  were 
an  executive  Committee  instead  of  being 
a  consultative  Committee  it  would  be 
in  the  highest  degree  inexpedient  that 
it  should  deal  with  matters  of  purely 
Departmental  interest.  If  the  Committee 
were  to  be  treated  as  a  Court  of  Appeal — 
and  some  hon.  Gentlemen  have  en- 
deavoured to  say  as  much — against  the 
decisions  come  to  in  their  own  Depart- 
ments either  by  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  or  the  Secretary  for  War,  in 
the  first  place  the  Committee  would  be 
hopelessly  over-burdened,  and  in  the 
second    place,    the    efficiency    of    the 
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Departments  which  it  is  supposed  to 
supervise  would  be  destroyed  and  the 
responsibility  of  the  Ministers  at  the 
head  of  them  would  be  absolutely  shat- 
tered. Our  functions  are  not,,  indeed, 
less  important,  but  they  are  of  a  wholly 
different  character  from  those  which  a 
particular  class  of  critics  suppose.  It 
is  not  for  us  to  adyise,  much  less  to 
determine,  what  type  of  battleship,  or 
armoured  cruiser,  or  field  gun  shall  be 
adopted,  or  what  military  organisation 
or  naval  distribution  shaU  be  accepted 
by  the  Government,  by  the  House,  and 
by  the  country.  But,  although  these 
are  not  within  the  purview  of  our 
functions,  I  think  that  the  longer  our 
labours  have  gone  on  the  more  convinced, 
I  believe,  is  every  member  of  the  Com- 
mittee, every  Minister  who  sits  on  that 
Committee,  of  the  necessity  of  the  work 
which  the  Committee  carries  out.  I  say 
that  in  no  spirit  of  criticism  of  our 
predecessors,  because  we,  for  the  most 
part,  are  ourselves  first  in  this  move- 
ment. But  my  flense  of  astonishment 
is  a  growing  sense  that  we  should  ever 
have  got  on  without  some  kind  of 
organisation  such  as  we  have  now. 

Of  course,  from  time  to  time  the  sort  of 
questions  with  which  this  Committee 
has  to  deal  have  been  confided  to 
successive  Committees  appointed  ad  hoc, 
consisting  of  eminent  sailors  and  soldiers, 
and  no  doubt  in  many  cases  with  a 
strong  civilian  element.  These  Com- 
mittees— ^and  this  is  the  main  point  to 
be  remembered — kept  no  continuous 
record.  They  dealt  with  a  single  and 
isolated  subject  apart  from  other  ques- 
tions; and  although  their  labours  re- 
mained for  all  time  in  the  Report  which 
they  gave  to  the  Government  or  to  the 
HouEe,  a  series  of  Committees  appointed 
ad  hoc  is  a  different  thing  from  one 
having  a  continuous  existence,  and 
leaving  behind  records  of  its  decisions, 
or  it  may  be  indecisions,  for  the  instruc- 
tion and  use  of  those  who  from  time  to 
time  are  called  to  the  service  of  the 
Crown  as  responsible  Ministers.  That 
want  is  filled  by  this  Defence  Committee 
as  it  never  could  be  filled  by  a  temporary 
Committee ;  and  I  venture  to  go  further 
and  to  repeat  what  I  have  said  before — 
namely,  that  as  time  goes  on  I  am  con- 
vinced that  the  various  Colonies  of  the 
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Empire  will  bring  before  this  Committee 
matters  in  which  they  feel  special  interest, 
and  will  send  to  this  Committee  their 
representatives  to  act  in  respect  of  these 
matters  on  perfect  equality  with  the 
members  of  the  Committee  who  sit  week 
after  week  in  WhitehalL  I  do  not  ven- 
ture to  prophesy  of  what  colonial  develop- 
ments this  Committee  may  prove  itself 
capable ;  but  we  have  sown  a  seed  which 
may  bear  great  fruit,  and  we  have 
already  been  enabled  to  lay  foundations 
on  which  a  noble  building  may  be  erectec3 « 
Of  that  there  is^no  question  at  all. 

But  the  real  and  main  function  of  this 
Committee  comes  in,  in  the  first  place, 
where  two  Departments  of  the  home 
Government  axe  concerned — like  the  War 
Office  and  the  Admiralty,  or  the  Foreign 
Office  and  the  War  Office  and  the  Admir- 
alty as  often,  happens;  and  secondly, 
where  the  home  Government  and  a 
Colonial  [  Government  have  a  common 
purpose  to  serve  in  connection  with 
defence ;  and  thirdly,  to  bring  into  co- 
ordination the  Indian  Government  and 
the  British  Government  for  the  purpose 
of  common  Indian  defence.  There  is 
nobody  who  is  at  all  acquainted  with  the 
history  of  the  Anglo-Indian  problem  of 
Indian  defence  but  has  had  it  most 
forcibly  brought  to  their  minds  how  great 
has  been  the  lack  in  past  times  of  some 
body  of  this  kind,  and  how  exceedingly 
difiicult  it  is  even  for  this  Committee  to 
work  with  perfect  smoothness  and  rapidity 
through  the  complex  problems  which  the 
Governm  of  India  and  of  this  country 
have  to  face  in  common  and  have  to  deal 
with  on  some  common  and  accpeted  plan. 
I  need  not  say  that  the  number  of  topics 
that  come  under  one  or  other  of  these 
heads  is  very  great.  Some  of  the  topics 
themselves  are  comparatively  small.  For 
instance,  there  is  the  question  of  how  the 
ports,  commercial  and  other,  of  this 
country  may  be  best  defended.  That  is  a 
question  not  for  the  Army  alone  or  for 
the  Navy  alone,  but  a  matter  of  common 
duty  between  the  two ;  and  there  may  be 
difierences  of  opinion  between  them.  It  is 
only  the  Committee  of  Defence  who  can 
settle  this  question ;  and  I  may  remark 
that  the  actual  result  of  long  and  anxious 
deliberations  which  we  have  had  on  this 
subject  is  to  reverse  the  hitherto  accepted 
policy  as  to  the  advantage  of  defending 
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our  porta  by  the  use  of  submanne  mines. 
The   Admiralty  are  of  opinion,  and  the 
Committee  of  Defence  agcee  in  thinking, 
that  the  submarine  mine  is,  at  all  events 
as  far  as  this  country  is  concerned,  a  very 
inexpedient   method    of    attempting  to 
seonre  the  safety  of  these  ports.     It  is  a 
method  more  likely  to  produce  an  injury  ' 
to  the  defenders  of  the  ports  or  to  the 
commercial  interests  concerned  than  to 
the  enemy;  and  other  methods  should 
be  substituted  for  this  method  which,  in 
our  opinion,  is  not  only  antiquated  but 
dangerous.     Some    hon.    Members  may 
not  have  given  attention  to  this  subject, 
and   therefore  I    remind  them  that  in 
speaking  of  submarine  mines  I  am  not 
referring  in   the   most    distant  way  to 
the  blockade  mines,  as  they  are  called, 
which    are     playing     so    important    a 
part    in    the    Far   Eastern    War   now 
going  on.    In  regard  to  the  use  of  the 
blockade  nunes,  we  are  not  going  to  allow 
ourselves  to  fall  behind  what  we  under- 
stand other  nations  are  doing;   but  I 
cannot  forbear  expressing   my   opinion 
that   the   use    of   blockade  mines  is  a 
subject  that  must  and  ought  to  come 
under  the  consideration  of  some    inter-  i 
tional  tribunal,  that  the  damage  and  the 
danger  to  neutrals  which  must  resolt  from 
sowing  broadcast  in  the  waterways  of  the 
world  these  undirected  engines  of  destruc- 
tion is  so  great  that  I  do  not   think 
civilised  mankind  can  in  the  future  allow 
them  to  be  used  in  a  haphazard  fashion. 

I  propose,  to-day»  to  confine  my  obser- 
vations to  the  broader  issues  of  national 
defence.  I  shall  venture  to  divide 
national  defence  into  the  three  branches 
— home  defence,  colonial  defence,  and 
Indian  defence;  and  the  House  will 
recognise  that  when  I  mention  these  three 
great  divisions,  I  cannot  from  the  very 
nature  of  the  case  attempt  to  go  into 
anything  like  every  detail  that  each  may 
suggest ;  aud  that  I  can  only  indicate  in 
somewhat  broad  outlines  the  conclusions 
at  which  the  Conunittee  of  Defence  have 
arrived. 

The  first  of  these  great  divisions  is 
home  defence,  and  it  is  certainly  the 
mo3t  important.  If  home  defence  be  ill- 
secured,  the  British  Empire,  though  it 
may  be  a  magnificent  structure,  a  mag- 
nificent monument,  rests  on  feet  of  clay. 

We  are  perfectly  useless  for  purposes  of 
VOL.  CXLVI.    [Fourth  Sebibs.] 


defence  in  far-off  seas  if  the  very  centre 
and  he3ut  of  the  Empire  is  really  open  to 
serious  invasion.  But  though  everybody 
recognises  that  this  is  the  central  problem 
of  Imperial  and  national  defence,  we  go 
on  year  after  year  with  something  in  the 
nature  of  a  profitless  wrangle  between 
the  advocates  of  different  schoob  to 
which  the  puxsled  civilian  attaches  him- 
self either  on  one  side  or  the  other,  and 
which  leaves  ia  the  general  mind  of  the 
country  an  uneasy  sense  that,  in  spite  of 
the  milhons  we  are  spending  on  the  Xaw 
and  the  Army,  the  country  is  not  after 
all  secure  against  some  sudden  and 
unexpected  attack  levelled  at  us  by 
nei^ibours  with  whom  certainly  we  do 
not  wish  to  quarrel,  but  who  for  some 
reason  or  other  may  desire  to  shatter  the 
great  fabric  of  our  Empire.  It  s^eemed 
to  us  that  this  long-standing  quarrel  was 
the  first  matter  with  which  we  had  to 
deaL  And  remember,  this  division  of 
opinion  goes  far  beyond  the  living 
memories  among  us.  It  goes  right  back 
to  Elisabethan  times.  You  will  find  the 
same  two  opposed  schools  urging  the 
same  argument)  far  back  in  the  time  of 
Drake.  You  will  find  that  great  soldiers 
in  the  sixteenth  century  believed  the 
invasion  of  England  possible — grett 
Continental  as  well  as  great  British 
soldiers;  and  you  will  find  that  British 
sailors  did  not  believe  it  possible.  If 
you  go  down  the  stream  of  tdme,  you 
come  to  an  exactly  similar  state  of 
things  during  the  Napoleonic  Wars. 
There  is  no  doubt  that  Napoleon  con- 
ceived that  invasion  of  these  islands  was 
possible.  No  man  studying  the  facts 
can  accept  ihe  hypothesis  put  forward 
by  some  historians  that  the  materials, 
the  men,  and  the  ships  which  Napoleon 
assembled  at  Boulogne  early  in  the  last 
century  were  merely  a  feint  to  distract 
some  other  Power.  It  is  certain  that 
Napoleon  believed  invasion  to  be  pos- 
sible; and  it  is  equally  certain  that 
Nelson  believed  it  to  be  impossible. 
You  come  to  a  generation  later,  and  you 
find  the  Duke  of  Wellington,  in  the 
forties,  in  a  very  famous  communication 
which  was  made  public  at  the  time, 
expressing  the  most  serious  alarm,  in 
terms  almost  pathetic  in  their  intensity, 
as  to  the  safety  of  these  islands  from 
invasion     from     across     the     Channel. 

Sailors,  I  beUeve,  have  been  unwavering 
C 
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in  their  opinion.  I  am  not  aware  of 
any  considerable  naval  authority  who 
has  ever  held  that  serious  overseas 
invasion  is  a  thing  of  which  we  need 
be  greatly  afraid.  But  that  was  the 
state  of  things  which  we  found  un- 
altered when  we  took  up  the  subject ;  and 
it  appeared  to  us,  I  do  not  say  that  agree- 
ment could  be  come  to,  but  that  something 
rearer  agreement  might  be  come  to  than 
ever  had  been  come  to  before,  if  we  could 
Ir.y  down  a  specific  and  concrete  problem 
for  discussion  by  our  expert  advisers — 
a  problem  which,  if  extreme  in  its 
character,  should  be  fxtreme  against 
this  country,  and  should  assume  things 
far  worse  than  they  are  ever  likely  to 
be :  but  a  problem  which  should  not 
belong  either  to  the  hypothesis  advocated 
by  the  extreme  military  or  the  extreme 
I  aval  school. 

I  will  endeavour  to  explain  what 
the  h3rpothesi8  was  which  we  devised 
in  order  to  attempt  to  bring  this 
matter,  I  will  not  gay  to  a  conclusion 
which  would  patisfy  everybody,  but  which 
would  at  any  rate  satisfy  every  practical 
man  who  chose  to  devote  his  mind  to 
the  subject.  We  thought  that  we  were 
going  far  enough  in  devising  a  hypotheti- 
cal state  of  things  adverse  to  this  country 
if  we  assumed  that  our  Army  was  abroad 
upon  some  oversea  expedition  and  that 
our  organised  fleets  were  absent  from 
home  waters.  I  do  not  see  that  we 
could  be  asked  to  go  much  further  than 
that.  Then  the  question  arises :  What 
exactly  do  you  mean  by  the  Army 
being  occupied  in  some  oversea  expedi- 
tion, and  what  do  you  mean  exactly 
when  you  say  that  your  organised 
fleets  are  absent  from  home  waters^ 
How  do  you  translate  these  two  state- 
ments into  concrete  figures  ? 

We  thought  that  we  could  not  be  going 
far  wrong  as  regards  the  Army  if  we  as- 
sumed our  military  position  to  be  what  it 
was  during  the  few  days — for  it  was  not 
more — at  the  very  worst  mo ment,fromthis 
point  of  view,  of  the  South  African  War. 
As  the  House  is  aware,  that  war  threw  a 
strain  upon  our  military  resources  quite 
unexpected  in  its  magnitude,  and  the 
€nd  of  February  or  the  beginning  of 
March,  1900,  was  the  lowest  pomt  reached 
during  the  whole  of  the  war  from  the 
point  of  view   of  military  defences  at 
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home ;  and  as  we  were  at  the  moment 
straining  every  nerve  in  meeting  the 
unexpected  crisis  7,000  miles  away,  it 
did  not  seem  to  us  that  that  was  other- 
wise than  a  reasonable  hypothesis  to  take 
as  showing  the  lowest  depth  which  we 
were  ever  likely  to  reach  in  the  matter 
of  home  defence.  The  actual  state  of 
the  home  Army  at  the  beginning  of  that 
week  —  because  the  position  improved 
afterwards — was  as  follows :  We  had 
17,000  infantry  and  cavalry,  and  twenty- 
six  batteries  of  artillery ;  and  that  was 
the  Regular  Force  that  we  had  at  home 
in  organised  units.  We  had  141,000 
Volunteers  who  would,  under  the  existing 
organisation,  be  used  for  garrisons;  there 
were  85,000  Volunteers  remaining ; 
there  were  regiments  of  Militia,  and  there 
were  soldiers  under  age,  soldiers  ill,  and 
soldiers  insufficiently  trained,  who  were 
not  in  any  organised  units  at  all.  As 
regards  the  Volunteers,  their  number  was 
large,  but  from  the  point  of  view  of  a 
field  army  they  were  not  organised,  and 
there  was  not  in  the  country  at  that 
moment  any  machinery  for  organising 
them.  There  was  no  headquarters  staff 
and  no  sufficient  arrangements  for  in- 
stantaneously using  them  as  a  field  army. 
Though  no  doubt,  with  sufficient  notice, 
that  organisation  could  be  improvised 
mere  or  less,  it  did  not  exist  at  the  pre- 
cise psychological  moment  to  which  I 
ask  the  House  to  direct  its  attention. 
That  is  what  we  mean  by  saying  that 
our  Army  is  absent  on  an  oversea  expedi- 
tion. 

But  what  do  we  mean  by  saying 
that  the  Fleet  was  away — ^had  wandered 
off  somewhere  into  space — and  what 
degree  of  maritime  helplessness  dii  that 
leave  us  in  1  I  ought,  perhaps,  before 
answering  my  own  question,  to  say  that 
this  idea  of  our  organised  fleets  being  lo&t 
in  obscurity,  in  some  unknown  ocean,  is  a 
very  extreme  one  to  take,  and  it  is  not 
one  which  I  can  bring  myself  to  pretend 
to  the  House  comes  veiy  much  within  the 
region  of  reasoned  probability.  But  le 
wi  take  it  that  the  Mediterraiiean  Fleet, 
and  the  Atlantic  Fleet,  and  the  Homo 
Fleet,  were,  like  the  China  Fleet,  far  away 
from  these  shcres,  incapable  of  taking  any 
part  in  repelling  invasion  of  our  shores. 
It  may  be  worth  reminding  the  House 
that  even  if  the  Home  Fleet  of  tvvelvo 
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battiesliips  and    the  Atlantic    Fleet   of 
•eight  battleships  were  awav,  we  should, 
under  the  new  Admiralty  system,  have 
ready'  for  sea   in  a  comparatively  few 
lioiirs — I  believe  that  six  hours  would  be 
suffici^it — six  battleships,  and  six  first- 
claas    cruisers   in  reseive,  with  nucleus 
crew  ready  to  put  to  sea  at  very  shoit 
^notice — as  soon  as  the  fires  are  lighted,  in 
fact — and  capable,  when  they  put  to  sea, 
of  taldng  part  in  an  action,  because,  as 
the  House  knows,  they  will  be  manned 
by    crews    thoroughly  acquainted  with 
theni«  who  do  not  come  as  strangers,  and 
who  have  gone  through  all  those  peace 
•evolutions     which     are    the     necessary 
prelude   to  war.     We    should    have    at 
home      besides,      irrespective      of     the 
organised  fleets  of  wluch  I  speak,  the 
twelve  cruisers    which    cruise  in    home 
waters;     there     would    be   twentv-four 
destroyers  in    commission ;    and   there 
would  be  in  reserve  with  nucleus  crews, 
ready  for  very  rapid  action,  no  less  than 
ninety-five  more  torpedo  craft,  some  of 
them  destroyers,  some  of  them  torpedo- 
boats    proper.      That     would    be     the 
position    if    our    organised   fleets    were 
away.    But   I    am    ready  to   take   the 
liypothesis  even  at  a  lower  level  than  I 
have  put  it ;  because,  when  this  subject 
was    first    examined    by    the    Defence 
Committee,  the  new  Admiralty  plan  was 
not    in     operaticm,     and     the     reserve 
squadron    ships,    though    they  existed, 
could  not  be  coimted  on  at  that  time  for 
rajnd    action    and    mobilisation — rapid 
action  and  mobilisation  being  action  and 
mobiUsation  measured  not  in  days  but  in 
hours.  I  have  omitted  from  that  enumera- 
tion submarine  boats,  on  which,  no  doubt, 
expert  opinion  may  difier,  but  which,  I 
believe,    are    destined   to    be    of   great 
importance,    if    not    in   naval    warfare 
-generally,  yet  in  that  part  of  naval  and 
military  warfare  which    consists  in  an 
-attempt  to  land  soldiers  in  crowded  seas 
upon  a  hostile  coast. 

I  have  now  dencribed  the  actual 
•condition  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland 
at  what  seems  to  me  its  moment 
-of  greatest  possible  weakness,  a  moment 
of  weakness  which  we  did  reach  for 
a  few  days  as  regards  the  Army 
during  the  South  African  War,  but 
which  we  have  never  reached,  or  nearly 
xeached,  I  am  glad  to  say,  as  regards  the 


Navy.  At  all  events,  the  problem,  it 
will  be  noticed,  is  a  precise  problem. 
The  question  that  we  could  put  to 
our  military  advisers  was  a  precise 
question,  and  it  was  this :  Given  that 
Great  Britain  was  reduced  to  the 
position  which  I  have  described,  what 
is  the  smallest  nunlber  of  men  with 
which,  as  a  forlorn  hope,  if  you  please, 
some  foreign  country  would  endeavour 
to  invade  our  shores  1  Observe  I  say, 
**  What  is  the  smallest  number  of  men  1  " 
That  may  seem  a  paradoxical  way  of 
putting  the  question,  but  it  is  really  the 
true  way.  We  are  apt  in  comparing  the 
defensive  power  or  offensive  power  of 
Great  Britain  and  her  great  military 
neighbours  to  compare  the  number  of 
our  soldiers  with  the  number  of  theirs, 
and  to  say,  "  If  they  can  get  across  the 
sea,  how  could  we  hope  to  resist  the 
masters  of  these  innumerable  legions  ?  *' 
But,  Sir,  that  is  not  the  problem.  The 
problem  is  how  to  get  across  the  sea  and 
land  on  this  side ;  and  inasmuch  as  that 
difficulty,  which  thinkers  of  all  schools 
must  admit — ^the  extreme  military  school 
will  admit  it  as  well  as  the  extreme  blue- 
water  school — inasmuch  as  that  difficulty 
of  getting  men  over  increases  in  an 
automatic  ratio  with  every  new  transpor.> 
you  require  and  every  augmentation  you 
make  to  the  landing  force,  it  becomes 
evident  that  the  problem  which  a  foreign 
general  has  to  consider  is  not,  *"  How 
many  men  would  I  like  to  have  in 
England  in  order  to  conquer  it  1  "  but 
"  With  how  few  men  can  I  attempt  the 
conquest  ?  "  Very  well,  I  have  made 
that  clear  to  the  House.  The  answer 
which  was  given  by  Lord  Roberts,  and 
accepted  by  all  the  other  military  critics 
whom  it  wa?  our  duty  to  consult,  wa^  that 
he  d'd  not  think  it  would  be  possible  to 
make  the  attempt  with  less  than  70,000 
men ;  those  men  to  be  lightly  equipped 
a«i  regards  artillery  and  as  regards  cavalry, 
because,  of  course,  horses  and  guns  are 
the  things  which  most  embarrass  the 
officers  responsible  for  transport,  em- 
barkation and  disembarkation.  Now,  I 
make  no  pionouncement  upon  that  figure 
of  70,000  men.  I  am  not  in  a  position  to 
do  so ;  but  Lord  Roberts  was  distinctly 
of  opinion  that  even  with  70,000  men  to 
attempt  to  take  London— which  is,  after 
all,  what  would  have  to  be  done  if  there 
was  to  be  any  serious  impression  or 
C  2 


71      Civil  Services  and  Revenue      {COMMONS}  Departments  Estimaten,         12 


crushing  effect  prodaced — he  was  of 
opinion  that  that  was  in  the  nature  of  a 
forlorn  hope.  The  Committee,  therefore, 
will  see  that  we  have  got  one  stage 
further  in  the  argument;  and  the 
problem  now  is,  is  it  possible,  with  the 
Fleet  and  with  the  military  defences  in 
the  state  I  have  described,  is  it  possible 
to  land  70,000  men  on  these  shores  ? 

Sir,  may  I  be  permitted  to  interrupt  the 
argument  in  its  most  direct  shape — but 
not  to  interrupt  it  with  anything  which 
is  irrelevant — to  point  out  here  that  in 
this  way  of    stating  the    problem    we 
avoid    all    the   controversies  raised  by 
what  are  called  the  blue-water  school, 
because    we    assume    that    there    are 
home    defences,    and    it    is    necessary 
that    we    should    assume     that    there 
are     home     land    defences.      If     this 
country   can  be  conceived  as  being  as 
helpless  as,  let  us  say,  some  island  in  the 
South  Seas,  where  the  inhabitants  know 
not  even  the  humblest  arts  of  war,  why, 
I  suppose  5,000  men,  if  they  could  get  on 
shore,    if    they    could    squeeze  a    way 
through  the  Navy,  could  march  from  end 
to  end  of  the  island,  as  white  men  have 
marched  from  end  to  end  of  Australia, 
unresisted  by  the  blacksi    But,  of  course, 
that  is  a  state  of  things  which  does  not 
exist,   and  cannot   exist.    Some  people 
put  a  dilemma.     Either  the  Navy  can 
absolutely  stop  an  invasion — if  so,  why 
do  you  ask  anybody  to  learn  the  use  of 
the  rifle ;   or  else  the  Navy  cannot  stop 
an  invasion,  and  then  you  must  have  a 
force  at  home  competent  to  deal  with  a 
foreign  force.     But  those   dilemmas  are 
very  misleading.     And  not  only  that,  but 
they  lead  in  this  case  to  a  completely 
false  im  pressi on .     The  difficulty  o f  inva- 
sion depends  upon  the  men  that  have  to 
be  landed,  the  number  of  men  that  have 
to   be  landed   depends    chiefly  on   the 
difficulties  they  will  And  when  they  come 
to  be  landed,  and  therefore  some  home 
force  is  an  essential  part  of  the  argu- 
ment   I    am   advancing,  and,  however 
little  I    may  personally  believe  in  the 
possibility  of  evading  the  British  Fleet,  I 
do  not  ask  them  to  accept  any  conclu- 
sions on  that  point  at  all ;  I  do  not  ask 
them  to  accept  the  doctrine  of  the  blue- 
water    school   in  any   shape    whatever ; 
but  I  ask  them  to  take  the  problem  as  I 
have  given  it,  namely,   an  insignificant 
Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour, 


body  of  Regular  troops  here,  and  an  un- 
organised body  of  persons  with  some 
knowledge  of  arms,  while  we  suppose- 
that  the  enemy  will  require  at  least 
70,000[^men  in  order  to  reachl^London. 

If  the  House  agree  with  the  Committee* 
they  will  assent   to  the  view  t^at  w» 
have  stated  the  problem  in  a  very  con- 
Crete  and  veiy  moderate  shape,  and  yet 
a  shape  which,  if  answered  satisfactorily^ 
from    our  point   of    view,  will   relieve 
everybody's  mind.    Having  got    so  far 
let  me  observe  that  since  the  days   to 
which  I   have    alluded   earlier,  the  old 
days  of  Nelson  and  Wellington,  there- 
have  been  great  scientific  changes  which 
all,  I  think,  make  in  favour  of  defeace,. 
and  I  particularly  notice  two  of  them. 
One  is  the  use  of  steam  and  the  other  is 
the  use   of  wireless  telegraphy.    Whea 
Napoleon  was  collecting  his  legions  near 
Boulogne  the  British  Fleet  was,  of  oouiBe, 
watching  him,  but  it  was  no  doubt  pos- 
sible for  the  panic-monger  of  those  days,. 
if  panic-monger  there  was,  to  say,**  If  the 
Fleet  can  reach  the  scene  of  action  in. 
time  no  doubt  they  will  absolutely  pre- 
vent   any  landing  on  these  shores,  but 
suppose  a  dead  calm  or  head  wind  pre- 
vented the  Fleet  from  coming  up,  how  do^ 
you  know  Napoleon  could   not  land   a 
sufficient  number  of  men  to  make  resist- 
ance   impossible?*'     I    will  not  argue 
whether  that  could  happen  in  those  days 
or  not,  but  it  certainly   cannot  happen, 
now.     Steam  makes  for    concentration^ 
and  concentration  can  be  effected  with, 
infinite  facility  now  by  means  of  wireless 
telegraphy.     It  is  not  necessary  now  that 
our  ships  should  be  in  port  or  near  a  land 
telegraph  station,  or  should  be  kept  in. 
close  touch  with  the  shore;  it  is  sufficient 
if  the  cruisers  which  I  have  described  c  s 
always  remaining  in  home  waters  should 
always  keep  within  the  range  of  wireless 
telegraphy  in  order  to  concentrate  at  any" 
moment  at  the  point  of   dangen     But 
that  is  not  the  only  change.    There  are 
two   other  changes  introduced    by  the 
torpedo  and  the  submarine  which  must 
qualify  the  extreme  doctrine  of  the  com- 
mand of  the  sea  which  used  to  be  held^ 
and  perhaps  is  sometimes  still  held,  by 
the    so-called    blue-water   school.      The 
command  of  the  sea  at  one  time  really 
meant  the  command  of  the  sea,  of  the 

whole  of  the  ocean  right  up  to  the  shore^ 
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■and  superiority  in  battleshiptt  gave  that 
command.  But  it  does  not  give  it  now 
in  the  same  full  sense;  and  1  do  not 
)>elieve  that  any  British  admiral,  even 
though  our  Fleets  rode  unchallenged  in 
«very  part  of  the  world,  would  view  with 
serenity  the  task  of  convoying  and  guard- 
ing during  hours  of  disembarkation  a 
huge  fleet  of  transports  on  a  coast  in- 
fested by  submarines  and  torpedo  boats, 
And  \^Jt  it  be  remembered,  no  strength  in 
battleships  has  the  slightest  effect  in 
diminishing  the  number  of  hostile  torpedo 
craft  and  submarines.  A  battleship  can 
-drive  another  battleship  from  the  sea,  but 
it  cannot  drive  a  fast  cruiser  because  a 
last  cruiser  can  always  evade  it.  A  strong 
r.nd  f  Jist  cruiser  can  drive  a  weak  and 
slow  cruiser  from  the  sea;  but  neither 
-cruisers  nor  battleships  can  drive  from 
the  sea,  or  from  the  coast,  I  ought  to  say, 
either  submarines  or  torpedo  destroyers 
which  have  a  safe  shelter  in  neighbouring 
harbours  and  can  infest  the  coast  alto- 
gether out  of  reach  of  the  battleship, 
which  is  very  Ukely  to  be  much  more 
afraid  of  them  than  they  have  reason  to 
be  of  her.  Those  are  great  changes,  and 
they  are  changes  which  nearly  touch  the 
particular  problem  on  which  I  am  asking 
the  Committee  to  concentrate  its  atten- 
tion— ^the  problem  whether  it  is  possible, 
under  the  conditions  named,  to  land 
70,000  troops  on  the  island. 

To  proceed  now  to  the  precise  difficulties 
which  an  invader  will  have  to  deal  with. 
He  has  first  got  to  get  transport  for  70,000 
men.  I  am  obliged  to  suppose  from  what 
ioUowB,  whether  I  like  it  or  not,  that 
our  enemy  in  this  case  is  France, 
because,  as  the  problem  is  one  of  invasion, 
I  am  bound  to  take  as  the  potential 
invader  the  great  nation  which  is  nearest  to 
us  and  from  which  invasion  would  be  most 
easy.  I  need  not  tell  the  House  that  the 
last  thing  in  the  world  I  regard  as 
possible  is  an  invasion  by  France,  but 
everybody  will  agree  that  in  talang  a 
concrete  instance  I  am  obliged,  whether 
I  like  it  or  not,  to  take  that  country, 
friendly  though  it  be.  How  is  France 
^oing  to  get  the  transport  for  70,000 
laen  ?  If  it  is  a  matter  of  long  and 
<)pen  preparation,  then  it  is  clear  that 
vra  cannot  suppose  that  our  fleets  have 
^one  on  this  wild-goose  chase.  We 
must  suppose,    therefore,  that   it  is  a 


fairly  rapid  proceeding.  On  a  parti- 
cular day  in  last  year  it  appears  there 
were  in  French  ports  on  the  Channel 
and  on  the  Atlantic,  steamers  of 
about  100,000  tons  under  the  6ag  of 
the  French.  I  do  not  quite  see  how, 
if  the  matter  is  to  be  a  matter  of 
surprise,  the  French  Government  could 
count  on  more  than  the  ships  they 
actually  had  in  port  at  the  time.  But 
103,000  tons  is  absolutely  insufficient 
to  carry  70,000  men.  The  calculation 
that  the  Admiralty  favour  is  that  for 
such  a  force  you  would  require 
250,003  tons.  I  am  informed,  however, 
that  some  experiments  made  by  French 
authorities  a  year  or  two  ago  indicate 
that  perhaps  that  estimate,  may  be 
too  high,  and  that  it  would  be  possible 
to  carry  out  the  operations  with  210,000 
tons.  I  do  not  know  whether  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  the 
Forest  of  Dean  differs  from  that  cal- 
culation. 

♦Sir  CHARLES  DILKB  (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest  of  Dean) :  I  only  Fay  the 
Turks  send  all  their  reinforcements  on 
a  verv  difierent  scale. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  If  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  takes  that  view 

♦Sir  CHARLES  DILKE :  I  am  not 
ofiering  it  as  an  argument ;  I  do  r.ot 
differ  from  the  argument. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BATiFOUR :  I  am  dealing 
with  the  information  supplied  to  me  by 
those  whom  I  have  cross-examined  and 
who,  I  think,  are  well  qualified  to  judge, 
and  they  think  210,000  tons  is  a  low 
estimate  of  the  amount  of  tonnage 
required.  Whether  that  be  right  or 
whether  that  be  wrong,  it  is  plain  that 
the  steam  tonnage  in  the  Atlantic  and 
Channel  ports  of  France  at  any  givei 
moment  is  wholly  insufficient  to  carry 
that  number  of  men.  I  do  not  believe 
it  would  carry  more  than  half.  It  is  no 
small  matter  to  collect  those  transports, 
even  if  they  had  them  in  sonje  harbour. 
The  nearest  harbour  available  is  Cher- 
bourg, which  is  a  very  bad  harbour  in 
which  to  make  such  arrangements, 
because  it  is  entirely  exposed  to  view, 
and  operations  could  not  be  carried  on  in 
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secrecy.  Brest  would  offer  very  much 
better  facilities.  Does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  agree  with  me  ^ 

♦Sir  CHARLES  DILKE  :  Hear,  hear  ! 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOXJR  :  Then  Brest  is 
quite  as  far  from  any  place  where  a 
landing  is  likely  to  be  attempted,  and 
everv  mile  vou  add  to  the  distance 
exposes  this  huge  fleet  of  transports — if 
you  have  them — ^to  the  attacks  of  torpedo- 
boats,  and  that  irrespective  of  the 
strength  of  the  convoy.  It  would  be 
quite  impossible  to  carry  out  the 
operation  of  transporting  70,000  men 
from  Brest,  or  even  from  Cherbourg,  in 
daylight.  Some  hours  of  darkness  there 
must  be,  in  which  protection  would  be 
almost  or  quite  impossible  against  the 
species  of  attack  to  which  they  would 
then  be  exposed.  Assume  them  to  have 
reached  our  coast.  I  ought,  perhaps,  to 
say  that  by  the  time  they  reached  our 
coasts  the  alarm  would  long  since  have 
been  given  to  every  ship  between  the 
Faroe  Islands  and  Gibraltar,  and  ever}' 
ship  available,  every  cruiser,  torpedo- 
boat,  destroyer,  eveiy  craft  that  could 
be  made  available  for  resisting  invasion, 
would  be  concentrated  at  the  point  of 
danger;  and  when  this  huge  convoy 
reached  the  point  of  danger,  what  is  it  to 
io  ?  Disembarking  70,000  men  on  a 
coa't  like  the  coast  between  Portsmouth 
and  Dover  is  not  a  very  easy  operation, 
and,  above  all,  it  is  not  a  quick  operation. 
I  do  not  believe  anybody  will  estimate 
the  time  it  would  take  at  less  than 
forty- eight  hours.  My  advisers  say 
that  is  a  most  sanguine  estimate. 
Forty-eight  hours  involves  two  nights. 
Then  calm  weather  is  required.  The 
operation  cannot  be  carried  out  or 
attempted  except  in  calm  weather. 
That  is  exactly  the  time  at  which,  if 
torpedo-boats  or  submarines  get  their 
chance,  they  have  that  chance  in  the 
greatest  perjfection.  How  does  anybody 
imagine  that  this  fleet  of  inexpert 
transports,  which  could  not  be  provided 
with  nets,  because  nets  cannot  be 
improvised,  as  the  ships  have  to  be 
structurally  devised  so  as  to  bear 
them — how  is  it  possible  that  this  helpless 
mass    of    transports   could    escape    the 

attacks     of     these     torpedo-boats     and 
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submarines,  putting  out  of  account 
everything  that  cruisers,  battleships,  or 
any  other  naval  weapon  at  our  disposal 
could  accomprsh  ?  The  thing  is  im- 
possible. Conceive  the  position  of  the 
invading  soldiers — the  pick,  no  doubt,  of 
the  invader's  Army.  It  is  not  as  if  they 
were  fighting  for  glory  on  a  stricken 
field.  Packed  in  these  transports,, 
commanded  not  by  men  of  the  French 
Navy,  but  by  ordinary  merchant 
captains,  not  knowing  when,  or  where,, 
or  how  the  attack  would  take  effect, 
knowing  only  that  if  it  did  take 
effect  it  would  mean  the  sudden 
hurling  into  infinity  of  a  whole  helpless- 
regiment  of  soldiers  —  does  anybody 
think  that  is  an  enterprise  which  would 
be  undertaken  by  any  sane  person  ?  I 
do  not  know  whether  we  have  the  right 
to  measure  the  courage  of  our  opponents* 
by  our  own,  or  their  readiness  to  tak;' 
responsibility  by  that  of  our  own  naval 
ofiicers,  but  I  am  certain  there  is  no- 
admira  1  in  the  British  Fleet,  and  then^ 
never  has  been  an  admiral  in  the  British 
Fleet  who  would  undertake  a  task  such  as  I 
have  supposed.  If  a  French  admira) 
were  to  have  committed  to  him  the  ex- 
pedition which  I  have  endeavoured  to 
draw  in  imagination,  he  could  not  pro- 
tect the  transports,  he  could  not  even 
protect  his  own  ships,  if  they  were 
obliged  to  lie  there  in  positions  perfectly- 
well  ascertained,  absolutely  known,  witb- 
in  a  few  miles  of  torpedo  stations  of  our 
own,  two  days  and  two  nights.  Why,, 
it  is  not  the  transports  alone  that  would 
suffer  loss  and  destruction  in  that  time^ 
If  the  protecting  fleet  itself  did  not 
suffer  some  great  calamity  while  they 
were  lying  helpless  off  this  shore,  naval 
authorities  have  very  greatly  over-rated 
the  efficiency  both  of  torpedo  craft  and 
the  submarine. 

The  Committee  will,  perhaps,  think  I 
have  gone  into  sufficient  detail.  I  haviy 
missed  out  some  details,  but  I  think  I 
have  said  enough  to  show  that  we  have- 
really  endeavoured  to  put  to  ourselves  the 
problem  in  a  very  concrete  form.  We  have 
not  gone  into  generalities  about  the  com- 
mand of  the  sea  or  the  superiority  of  our 
Fleet,  or  this  difficulty  or  that  difficulty;, 
we  have  endeavoured  to  picture  to  our- 
selves a  clear  issue  which  is  very  un- 
favourable to   this   country,    and  havfe 
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shown  at  least  to  our  satisfaction  that  on 
that  hypothesis,  unfavourable  as  it  is, 
serious  invasion  of  these  islands  is  not  an 
eventuality  which  we  need  seriously  con- 
sider. I  am  not  sure  that  I  have  made 
the  matter  as  clear  as  it  can  be  made, 
but  I  think,  at  all  events,  I  have  to-day 
pat  forward,  in  adequate  outline,  what  I 
have  endeavoured  to  embody  in  the 
Memoranda  which  will  be  available  to 
any  gentleman  who  follows  in  office. 

I  have  now  finished  the  first  branch  of 
th3  task  which  I  set  myself.  I  will  be 
very  quick  over  the  second.  The  second 
dealt  with  our  Colonies  and  what  is 
called  the  problem  of  concentration.  It 
seemed  to  us.  with  the  changes  in  naval 
warfare,  with  the  changes  in  the  seat  of 
sea  power  of  other  nations,  a  redistribu- 
tion of  both  our  Fleet  and  our  Army 
was  desirable ;  and  we  have  gone  upon 
the  broad  line  that,  as  the  British  Fleet 
and  as  the  British  Army  should  be 
available  for  the  defence  of  the  British 
Empire  in  all  parts  of  the  world,  our 
force  should  be  as  far  as  possible  con- 
centrated at  the  centre  of  the  Empire, 
from  which  it  could  be  distributed  as 
each  necessity  arose  to  that  part  of  the 
Empire  which  stood  most  in  need  of  it. 
L  have  to  acknowledge  that  this  has 
rendered  unnecessary  expenditure  which 
has  been  undertaken  under  a  different 
view  of  our  military  needs.  I  mention 
that  because  it  is  a  subject  which  has 
occupied  the  attention  of  the  Member 
for  the  Forest  of  Dean.  The  most  notable 
case  is  the  case  of  St.  Lucia.  The 
general  problem  was  considered  by  a 
Commission,  of  which  Lord  Carnarvon 
was  the  head,  and  it  was  in  deference  to 
Lord  Carnarvon's  recommendation  that 
St.  Lucia  was  made  a  great  naval  base. 
One  of  the  reasons  for  making  it  a  great 
naval  base  was  that  it  was  not  further 
than  eighty  miles  from  the  French  naval 
stations  in  those  seas.  What  was  a 
reason  for  having  such  a  base  at  St. 
Lucia  in  Lord  Carnavon's  time  is  a  reason 
for  not  having  it  there  at  the  present 
time.  We  have  to  take  into  account 
the  theory  of  torpedo-boats.  It  is  a  dis- 
tinct disadvantage  for  any  harbour  re- 
quired as  a  place  of  repair,  refitting,  and 
refreshment  that  it  should  be  within  easy 
reach  of  a  hostile  or  potentially  hostile 
Power.     There  is  more  in  the  abandon- 


ment of  St.  Lucia  than  that.  The  De- 
fence Committee,  who  have  considered 
the  matter  with  the  advice  of  the 
Admiralty  and  War  Office,  do  not 
think  St.  Lucia  is  likely  to  be  the 
scene  of  any  great  naval  operations. 
It  is  not  a  place  which  we  thank  could 
be  with  advantage  used,  or  is  likely 
to  be  required  to  be  used  for  our  pur- 
poses ;  and  with  the  modern  battleship 
there  are  strong  reasons  for  thinking 
that,  in  so  far  as  we  required  any  place 
of  coahng  and  refitment  in  thoss  seas, 
both  Jamaica  and  Trinidad  would  ba 
better.  The  harbour  of  St.  Lucia,  thougii 
sheltered,  is  not  very  convenient,  and 
does  not  hold  a  large  fleet.  These  are 
the  reasons  why  St  Lucia  ceases  to 
be  regarded  as  a  great  naval  station. 
This  is  all  in  obedience  to  a  trend  of 
opinion  which  Lord  Carnarvon's  Com- 
mission were  strongly  in  favour  of — 
namely,  that  we  should  cease  to  scatter 
our  forces  in  small  isolated  bodies 
throughout  the  world,  and  that  we 
should  concentrate  them  in  important 
tactical  units,  have  them  under  our 
hand,  and  be  able  to  use  them  in  places 
where  .they  would  be  most  likely  to 
control  the  hostile  forces  of  any  enemy 
we  are  likely  to  have  to  deal  with. 

I  pass  from  that,  which  is  compara- 
tively a  small  matter,  and  address  myself 
to  the  question  of  India.  The  invasion 
of  India  has  been  the  dream  of  many 
military  dreamers  in  the  past,  and  the 
bugbear  of  successive  Governments  in 
this  country.  Napoleon  certainly  thought 
it  could  be  accomplished,  and  I  believe 
he  thought  it  could  be  accomplished 
even  after  his  abortive  expedition  to 
Egypt.  The  Emperor  Paul  had  a  plan 
for  accomplishing  it;  and  there  is  no 
doubt  the  development  of  Russia  towards 
India  has  caused  great  alarm  from  time  to 
time  in  this  country  ;  and  we  have  endea- 
voured, quite  in  vain,  by  diplomatic  ar- 
rangement to  prevent  that  expansion, 
which  I  ¥all  neither  justif}'  nor  criticise, 
but  which  we  have  to  take  as  an  accom- 
plished fact,  and  accept,  whether  we  like 
it  or  do  not.  I  think  the  anxieties  of  our 
predecessors  were  in  one  sense  most  un- 
reasonable, and  in  anothar  sense  had  real 
foundation  in  truth  and  fact.  They  were 
unreasonable  because  the  idea  of  invading 
India  from  the  Caspian,  or  any  place  close 
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to  it,  in  the  absence  of  railways  and  means 
of  transport  for  any  large  force  is,  I 
believe,  totally  illusory ;  and  therefore, 
much  of  these  previous  terrors  were, 
I  think,  ill-founded. 

But  it  is  true,  and  unfortunately  it 
remains  true,  that  the  steady  progress 
of  Russia  towards  the  borders  of 
Afghanistan,  and  still  more  the  con- 
( truction  of  railways  abutting  or  closely 
adjoining  the  Afghan  frontier,  which 
we  can  only  regard  as  strategic  railways, 
place  the  whole  military  situation 
in  the  East  on  a  totally  difierent  footing, 
and  we  have  in  all  seriousness  to  consider 
what  can  and  cannot  be  done  by  our 
great  military  neighbour  in  the  Middle 
East.  Here,  again,  I  may  say,  although 
the  invasion  of  India  is  a  topic  much 
debated  among  Russian  officers,  it  is  not, 
I  believe,  any  part  of  the  scheme  of  the 
Russian  Government.  As  I  said  in  the 
case  of  Francf",  this  is  a  matter  which  we 
have  indeed  to  consider,  and  which  is  of 
pressing  importance,  and  may  become  of 
still  greater  importance;  but  I  am 
talking  now  of  the  general  problem.  I 
am  not  intending  to  lead  the  House  to 
suppose  that  I  shall  come  down  te  them 
next  week,  or  next  month,  and  say  a  war 
with  Russia  on  the  North-Eastern  Frontier 
is  either  possible  or  probable.  The  real 
new  features  in  the  case  are  these  two 
lines  of  railway  which  I  have  mentioned ; 
but  I  think  possibly  an  exaggerated  im- 
portance might  be  attached  to  them, 
important  as  they  are,  by  those  who  read 
too  hastily  the  lessons  of  the  war  now 
going  on  in  Manchuria.  In  Manchuria 
there  is  but  a  single  line  of  railway,  and 
it  might  seem  as  if  on  that  the  Russians 
have  been  enabled  to  feed  and  supply  at 
the  front  an  enormous  body  of  men.  I 
do  not  know  that  we  have  authentic  infor- 
mation as  to  the  exact  numbers,  but  they 
certainly  are  very  large ;  and  it  might  be 
supposed  that,  with  two  lines  of  railway, 
something  like  double  that  effort  could  be 

made  on  the  frontier  of  Afghanistan.  I 
need  not  tell  the  House  that  is  not  the 
case.  The  Manchurian  Railway  is  a  rail- 
way which  goes  through,  and  has  always 
gone  through,  to  the  front  of  the  Russian 
position  wherever  that  may  be.  They 
have  always  been  able  to  bring  up  on 
that  railway  men  to  the  extreme  position 
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they  wish  to  occupy.    In  Afghanistan  the 
railways  have  yet  to  be  made. 

One  of  the  most  important  consider- 
ations in  connection  with  the  problem 
forced  upon  our  attention  is  that  these 
railways,  if  they  ever  have  to  be  made, 
must  not  be  made  in  time  of  peace. 
The  House  is  well  aware  that  the 
invasion  of  India  can  only  take  place, 
speaking  very  broadly,  through  the  two 
lines  of  Kabul  on  the  North,  and  Kanda- 
har on  the  South.  There  are,  of  course, 
other  lines  which  have  to  be  considered. 
Small  bodies  might  penetrate  north  of 
Kabul  through  the  almost  impenetrable 
mountains  which  lie  at  that  end  of  the 
Hindu  Kush,  and  it  is  conceivable  that 
another  force  might  even  come  through 
Baluchistan ;  but  I  do  not  mean  to  com- 
plicate the  problem  unnecessarily,  and 
perhaps  the  House  will  permit  me  to 
assume,  for  the  sake  of  the  ezp  >8ition  of 
the  general  situation,  what  I  think 
nobody  will  deny,  that  the  two  main  lines 
of  advance  must  be  through  either  Kan- 
dahar or  Kabul,  or  both. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn  Regis) : 
Through  Kandahar. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  My  hon. 
friend's  opinion  is  a  very  natural  one, 
but  I  am  not  absolutely  sure  it  is  correct, 
and  I  will  tell  the  House  why.  It  is  much 
easier  to  make  a  railway,  no  doubt,  from 
the  Kush  Post,  which  is  the  nearest  place 
on  the  Russian  line  of  railway,  through 
Herat  to  Kandahar  than  to  make  it  upon 
the  northern  line,  where  the  railway  will 
meet  almost  insuperable  difficulties.  But 
supposing  a  British  force  repulsed  at 
Kandahar,  and  defeated  at  Quetta,  and  an 
advance  successfully  made  along  that 
route  which  my  hon.  friend  thinks  the 
best,  I  must  remind  him  that,  after 
having  surmounted  these  great  military 
difficulties,  the  invading  afmy  would  find 
itself  in  a  most  unfortunate  position  for 
a  further  attack  upon  India.  It  would 
find  itself  upon  the  right  bank  of  the  Indu", 
in  a  desert  country — in  a  very  sparsely- 
populated  country — with  Karachi  at  the 
South  always  open  to  us,  with  the  power 
of  bringing  troops  down  from  the  North 
and  from  the  more  thickly-populated 
parts  of  India.  It  could  not  advance 
due  east  because  it  would  meet  with  the 
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great  Sind  dsseit ;  and  I  am  not  at  all 
^tire  any  invader  in  the  future  would  not 
ioUow  the  example  of  his  predecessors  in 
tbe  past,  and  prefer  leaving  "the  immense 
difficulties  of  the  Kabul  route  for  the 
apparently  easier  ground  which  would  be 
Traversed  by  an  army  approaching  from 
Kandahar  and  Quetta.  At  all  events,  it 
must  be  one  of  the  two ;  and  it  is  4:o  be 
remembered,  with  regard  to  the  northern 
route,  if  we  are  to  assume,  as  I  think  we 
must,  that  no  invasion  in  force  is  possible 
without  the  assistance  of  railway  trans- 
port, that  making  a  railway  through  the 
plain  of  Afghanistan  up  to  Kabul  is  a 
most  tremendous  operation,  and  that 
there  are  no  less  than  200  miles  of 
mountain  where  rock-cutting  and  other 
immensely  difficult  ani  laborious  pro- 
cesses would  have  to  be  undertaken  by 
the  invading  army.  I  may  obsarve  that 
th3  Af^ans  are  not  likely  to  welcome 
these  railway  makers  in  their  fastnesses. 
1  quite  agree  that  the  Ameer  would 
probably  find  it  quite  impossible  to  resist 
m  detail  the  attacks  of  the  disciplined 
iorces  of  Russia ;  but  they  would  become 
very  formidable  opponents  indeed  when 
the  approach  was  made  to  their  mountain 
fastnesses  and  when  they  obtained,  as 
they  certainly  would  obtain,  the  assist- 
ance of  the  British  in  preserving  their 
independence* 

I  have  assumed,  perhaps  without 
sufficient  argument,  that  railways  are  a 
necessity  in  dealing  with  India  on  a  large 
scale ;  but  I  will  mention*  one  concrete 
fact  which  I  think  proves  it  conclusively. 
Wd  Roberts  informed  the  Defence  Com- 
mittee that  during  the  eight  or  nine 
months  in  which  he  occupied  Kabul 
in  1879-80  he  had  the  utmost  difficulty  in 
feeding  12,000  British  troops.  Whereas 
Manchuria  is  a  country  rich  in  foodstufig, 
and,  above  aU,  rich  in  transport, 
Afghanistan  is  poor  both  in  foodstuffs 
and  transport.  It  is,  therefore,  quite 
inconceivable  that  any  larg3  bodies  of 
inen  should  come  into  collision  at  any 
early  stage  of  a  war  between  the  two 
<Jountries.  In  fact,  the  problem  I  am 
now  discussing  of  Indian  defence  is  pre- 
<^i8ely  the  converse  of  the  problem  of 
British  defence.  An  attack  on  these 
islands,  impossible  as  I  think  it,  is  only 
<'onceivable  if  it  is  something  in  the 
iiatuie  of    a    surprise   and    rush.      No 


surprise  and  no  rush  is  possible  in  the 
case  of  India.  The  problem  of  Indian 
defence  is  difficult  enough,  but  India 
cannot  be  taken  by  as<}ault ;  and  that  is 
the  cardinal  fact  which  the  House  I  do 
not  suppose  is  disposed  to  forget,  but 
certainly  ought  not  to  be  allowed  to 
forget.  We  may  assume,  therefore,  I 
think  justly,  that  the  problem  of  war 
with  Russia  on  our  North-West  Frontier 
is  a  problem  of  transport  and  supply 
more  than  of  anything  else. 

It  follows  from  that  as  an  inevitable 
consequence  that  in  trying  to  estimate  at 
what  period  of  a  war  between  the  two 
countries  there  could  be  a  collision 
of  magnitude  between  their  main 
forces  the  main  point  to  consider  is 
the  rapidity  of  railway  construction 
Now,  I  do  not  pretend  that  this  question 
of  railway  construction  has  been  much 
debated  by  Lord  Batchener,  the  Indian 
Government,  and  ourselves.  I  mean  the 
rapidity  of  construction  that  might  be  ex- 
pected in  view  of  the  difficulties  that  lie 
in  the  way  of  the  railway  makers  on  both 
sides  of  the  frontier,  and  therefore  I  have 
no  conclusion  to  offer  to  the  House  on 
this  question.  I  am  sorry  that  is  so, 
because,  after  all,  it  finally  rests  upon 
that — not,  perhaps,  the  number  of  men 
which  would  be  required,  but  the  rapidity 
with  which  they  would  be  required.  The 
speed  with  which  they  would  be  turned 
out  does  depend  upon  that,  and  on  that  I 
cannot  ojSer  on  behalf  of  the  Imperial 
Defence  Committee  any  settled  definite 
conclusion.  It  is  an  unfortunate  thing 
that  we  have  in  the  case  of  India  neces- 
sarily to  discuss  these  difficult  questions 
by  correspondence,  which  carries  with  it 
delay  on  both  sides.  I  cannot  help  feel- 
ing that  if  we  had  Lord  Kitchener  on  this 
side  of  the  water  for  a  fortnight  we  could 
do  more  to  settle  all  outstanding  problems, 
as  far  as  they  can  be  settled  in  this  way, 
than  we  can  do  in  a  corresponding 
number  of  months  when  we  have  to  carry 
on  our  communications  by  letter.  But, 
though  I  should  not  be  justified  in  giving 
the  exact  time  in  which,  in  the  opinion 
of  the  Imperial  Defence  Committee,  the 
reinforcements  would  be  required  in  India, 
Lord  Kitchener's  view  is  that  in  addition 
to  drafts  there  should  be  available  in  the 
relatively  eaily  stages  of  the  war,  which 
if  it  is  to  be  conclusive  must  be  certainly 
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a  Very  long  one,  eight  divisions  of  infan- 
try and  other  corresponding  arms.  I 
have  not  the  least  doubt  that  Lord 
Kitchener's  demands  are  not  too  great. 
I^ut  what  I  am  not  sure  of  is  the  exact 
time  in  which  they  would  be  required. 
That  is  the  doubtful  point.  But  even  in 
the  extremist  view  it  is  quite  impossible 
for  me  to  believe  that  more  than  that 
could  be  required  in  the  first  year  of  the 
war.  I  think  the  House  may  take  it  as 
a  most  safe  estimate  that  not  more  than 
that  wouli  be  required  during  the  first 
year  of  hostilities  with  Russia.  That, 
broadly  speaking,  is  the  exact  condition 
of  the  question  as  it  now  stands  between 
us  and  the  Indian  Government  so  far  as 
the  reinforcements  from  this  country  are 
concerned. 

The  only  moral  I  would  draw  out- 
side the  strictly  military  moral  I  have 
just  pointed  is  that,  if  we  are  to  sleep 
in  peace  over  the  Indian  problem,  it  can 
only  be  on  condition  that  we  maintain  un- 
diminished the  existing  difiiculties  which  a 
hostile  force  would  have  to  meet.  As 
transport  is  the  great  difficulty  of  an 
invading  army,  we  must  not  allow  any- 
thing to  be  done  which  would  facilitate 
transport.  It  ought,  in  my  opinion,  to 
be  considered  as  an  act  of  direct  aggres- 
sion upon  this  country  that  any  attempt 
should  be  made  to  build  a  railway  in 
connection  with  the  Russian  strategic 
railways  within  the  territory  of  Afghan- 
istan. I  have  not  the  smallest  ground 
for  beUeving  that  the  Russian  Oovern- 
ment  intend  now,  or,  I  hope,  at  any 
time,  to  make  such  a  railway.  But  I 
say  that  if  the  attempt  were  made,  remote 
as  it  might  at  first  seem  from  our  interests, 
I  think  it  would  be  the  heaviest  blow 
directed  at  the  verv  heart  of  our  Indian 
Empire  that  we  could  conceive.  If  this 
country  is  prepared  resolutely  to  say 
that  railways  in  Afghanistan  may  indeed 
be  made,  but  they  shall  only  be  made  in 
time  of  war  and  not  in  time  of  peace, 
then  I  think  it  is  not  at  all  beyond  the 
military  power  of  this  country,  without 
any  fundamental  reorganisation  of  its 
forces,  such  as  would  be  implied  in 
conscription,  or  any  similar  device, 
to  make  absolutely  secure  our  Eastern 
possessions,  as  I  hope  we  can  make 
secure  not  only  the  shores  of  these 
two  islands,  but  all  the  Colonies  which 
depend    upon     us.      If,    however,    by 
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laxity,     by    blindness,    by     cowardice,, 
we  permit  the    slow  absorption  of  the 
Afghan  kingdom   in   the  way  that   we 
have  necessarily  permitted   the  absorp- 
tion of  the  various  Kh .  nates  in  Central 
Asia ,  if  Russian  strategic   railways  are 
allowed  to   creep  closer  and  closer  to 
the  frontier   which   we   are    bound   to 
defend,     then     this    country    will     in- 
evitably   pay    for    its     supineness    by- 
haying  to  keep  on  foot  a  much  larger- 
Army  than  anything  which  any  of  us 
can     contemplate     with      equanimity^ 
Foresight  and  courage  will  obviate  these- 
dangers.     Without  foresight  and  with- 
out courage  they  may  come  upon  us- 
and  if  they  do  come  upon  us,  we  shall 
be  throwing  upon  our  children,  if  not 
upon    ourselves,    the    greatest    military 
problem    that  has   probably   ever  con- 
fronted the  Government  of  this  country- 

I  most  sincerely  apologise  to  the  Com- 
mittee for  the  long^  time  I  have  occupied 
in  this  statement.  But  I  am  not  sure,, 
looking  back  upon  what  I  have  said,  so 
far  as  I  can  remember  it,  I  .could  with 
advantage  have  cut  down  my  remarks 
to  any  narrower  limit.  I  have  endea- 
voured to  give  an  outline,  not  an 
account,  of  the  work  of  the  Defence 
Committee,  or,  at  all  events,  some  ac- 
count of  their  work  and  their  conclusions 
in  those  great  and  fundamental  depart- 
ments of  national  life  which  are  concerned 
with  the  defence  of  the  mother  country, 
with  the  best  use  of  our  forces  for  the 
defence  of  our  possessions  oversea,  and 
last,  but  not  least,  for  the  defence  of  that 
great. dependency  which  only  within  the 
last  few  years  can  in  any  true  nulitary 
sense  be  said  to  have  become  contermin- 
ous with  one  of  the  great  military- 
monarchies  of  the  world. 

Sir  H.  CAMPBELL-BANNBRMAN 
(Stirling  Burghs) :  I  desire  at  once  to* 
congratulate  the  right  hon.  Gentle 
man,  and  with  him  the  country,, 
upon  having  been  able  to  make  the- 
important  statement  which  he  has 
put  Vefore  us  of  so  reassuring  a  character. 
I  do  not  think  the  latter  part  of  the- 
statement  was  quite  in  harmony  witk 
some  of  the  speeches  which  the  right  hon. 
.Gentleman  himself  has  made  on  tbe^ 
subject  of  the  defence  of  India  within 
the  last  few  years.     But,  at  all  events^ 


85     CivU  Sercice}  a.W  Rfttmue     { 11  Ma\  19  0}         Dtpartmitnli  Eitimates.        8& 

as  to  what  the  right  hon.  Gvndemaa  has  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  eUbotatr 

:said  now  we  agr««  with  him  that  the  whole  reference  to  the  possibility  of  invasion  br 

tendenf^oftbat  deliverance  to  the  Honae  France  was  a  little  overdone.    I  admi: 

is   to   remove    the    great    apprehension  that  hia  statement  wonld  have  lackel 

vhich  has  been  aroaMd  in  this  coantry  pictoresqueness  and  the  fall  satbfaction 

as  to  the  danger  of  an  invasion  of  India,  it  gave  to  Members  of  the  Committee  if 

for  which  not  only  oar  present  military  this  had   been  omitted.    At   the  sam? 

organisation,  but  almost  any  conceivable  time,  his  elaborate  exposition  of  what 

military  organisation,    would  be  inade-  woold  happen  in  a  certain  eventuality, 

qaate.  which  eventuality  is  of  all  others  the  one 

__         .  ..    .          *,     .1                     i_  we  least  desire,  and  we  hope  the  French 

The    right   hoiu    (^ntfeman.    speak-  people,  at  aU  events,  least  desiie-mav,  in 

mg     of    the   work    of   the    Committee  ^^  ^^,^^   ^^^  especUUv  if  dealt  ^rith 

of  linpenal  Defence,  said  it  was  much  ^^y  evil  pens,  do  hum  to  the  reUtion* 

misonderstood  m  some  quarters.    H  that  ^^^^^^  ^^e  two  countrica-though  not 

be   true,   it   is  because   the   operations  ^^^  ^gj^;^  leUtions-and  the  feelings, 

were  not  properly  undeistood.  We  under-  especially  of  the  French  people,  toward* 

rtood   certainly  that  the  Committee  of  j;   j    /^^  3^^  that  I  am  sure  the  right 

Imperial  Defence  hadasupomsmgpower  ^^    Ckntleman  had  no  such  intention, 

over  the  nuhtary  and  naval  Departments,  ^^  ^^^  ^^^  ^^^^         .    ^f  ^y^  ^^untrv 

bat   the   r^ht  hra.   Gentleman  has   re-  ^^^^  ^^^^  y,  ^^^^     B„t  ^^  have 

podiated  that    We  are  now  tofci  that  geen  dav  after  dav  foolish  speeches  mad-, 

the  Committee  of  Imperial  Defence  has  ^^  ^^^  reoentlV.  in  regard  to  ahothcr 

nothing  to  do  with  the  or^^inisation  of  ^^^^^     ^^j  although  the  right  hon. 

the  Army ;  that  the  Prime  Hmister  and  QenUeman  made  it  plain  enough  that  b^ 

the  Cabinet  are,  of  course,  supreme  m  ,^  ^„,     j^j       ^^^    ^^   absolutely 

such  matters,  and  that  the  Committee  necessarr    in     taking     some     concrete 

is  only  brouitht  mto  pUy  as  a  sort  of  i„st^„ce^  „£  possible  invasion,  vet  I  hope 

Court  of  Appeal  where  the  two  Depart-  attention  will  be  directed  to  the  fact  that 

ments  are  mvolved;  that  their  function  ^^  ^^  ^^  contemplating  the  Ukelihood 

IS  to  hear  the  views  of  these  Departments,  ^          ,^^1^  i^y^i^  and  bad  no  such 

to   co-ordmate   and  to  reconcile  them,  ^^jeion  in  his  mind, 
and  finally  to  decide  the  qnestion.    I  am 

considerably  relieved  of  some  oonstitu-  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  went  bick  to 

tional  qualms  which  I  have  had  about  the  days  of  Drake  and  the  remote  past, 

the    functions   of    the    Commitiee    by  when  he  traced  the  history — evidently 

hearing  that  account  of  tbeir  work.  with  great  interest  and  enjoyment,  show- 

DiT             i       vi."       t  t  ing  how  completelv  at  home  he  is  in  the 

But   I  come  to  what  u  of  far  more  u-    *      t       «.oi   «„   „  and  military 

importance — the  question  of  the  defence  ""  J®*^      j,    j*  u_S.u_.»~«i_„-.;j«~" 

of  these  islands,  the  Cofenies.  and  India.  ^      'k'"?.!         fl^fwh  i™^a 

I  recognise  that  the  right  hon    Gentle-  *!.°'^' ^""fTrf-S^         St  S7h! 

.*  J     ,.         ..,  .X.    •                *  4.1.  -^  the  fumre  of  70,000  men,  ^ich  would  be 

man,  in  dealing  with  the  invasioD  of  these  ^,      i®    ^          /        -.,      x^zu^^^^^^i^ 

islands,  was  m  a  dfficulty  as  to  two  **• '^^  ''°"'*1^TK-^i.  Vt^^inTtfcU 

courses,  for,  while  it  was  desirable  and  theit  senses  would  thmk  of  mvadmg  ^s 

_    J .                *!.     XT   ,        t  country,  and  he  put  that  on  the  sole 

even   necessary  to    give   the  House  of  ^^    ^  Lo^^'noberte.    Now  Lord 

Commons     full    mformition,    vet     the  x»  ,   _^  -^                 #        u        t  i.^^-.  4.i.« 

»i^^»   «#  ♦ia«+    ;«#«««-*;^«    «r;,ri.f    a^  Roberts  is  a  man  for  whom  I  have  the 

lavini;   oi  that    iniormation    mignt    do  ,.,,,.     .•           j      ,            «4.  4.1.^ 

:    I.*  X     T>  4.  T  *!.•  1    l;      4.  a.  hiffhest  admiration  and  esteem ;  at  tne 

some   mischief.     But  I  think  hw  stite-  ^     . .        ^u  *  •    i    *  ^v    „^^  1*  *i,;«  * 

^      .V      •           •i.-i-^        t  same  time  that  is  lust  the  sort  ox  tnin^ 

ment    as    to    the   impossibility   of    an  1..  r jxr               t         -^    ^<.^^^ia^ 

*   .a            11                   1    _  on  which  differences  of  opmion  ma vanse^ 

invasion  of  these  isUnds  upon  alarge  and  I  should  have  thought  the  right  hon. 

scale    will    have   a    gr^tly    reassuring  q^^^^^^^  ^„^d  havf  given  us  some 

effect  upon  the   country,  and  I    trust  r,     ~^.      .              ^l  1.^    -^t. 

it     will    have    a    very    material    effect  wider  estimate  upon  that  pomt. 

alao     upon    our    military   exp3nditure. 

At  the  same  time,  if  I  am  to  criticise—  Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :    I  mentioned 

and  I  freely  recognise  that  this  is  a  sub-  Lord  Roberts  because  the  question  was 

ject  in  which  to  the  utmost  possibility  of  pirticnlarly  put  to  him.     The  right  hon. 
our  power  we  ought  to  act  together — I ,  Gentleman  will  remember  that  there  are 
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other  military  members  in  the  Defence  |  The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  however. 
Committee,  and  there  is  no  difference  of  i  has,  after  all,  not  contributed,  out 
opinion,  I  believe,  upon  that  point.  |  of  the  wealth  of    his    knowledge    and 


Sir  H.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
But  there  has  been  in  time  past  great 
difference  of  opinion  among  the  highest 
military  authorities  upon  that  point.  I 
am,  however,  merely  noting  the  fact  that 
he  only  quoted  one  authority.  What  has 
always  seemed  to  me  the  proper  policy  in 
regard  to  the  defence  of  this  country  is 


argument,  to  the  point  we  all  wish  to 
be  informed  about — What  are  the 
military  necessities  of  the  country  ? 
How  many  men  do  we  require?  Now 
there  was  a  curious  little  episode,  which 
the  Committee  may  remember,  in  con- 
nection with  the  Royal  Commission, 
presided  over  by  the  Duke  of  Norfolk,  to 
inquire  whether  the  MiUtia  and  Volun- 


to  see  that  our  force  is  sufficient  not  only  .  teers  were  adequate  to  the  military 
to  overcome  the  smallest  number  who  ;  necessities  and  defence  of  the  country, 
might  in  any  circumstance?  be   thrown    They  asked  themselves — What  are  the 


upon  our  shores,  but  that  there  should  be 
80  much  additional  strength  as  will  com- 
pel the  foreign  Power   to  contemplate 


military  requirements  of  this  force  ?  They 
applied  to  the  Admiralty  and  got  no 
answer.     They  applied  to  the  War  Office, 


sending  a  larger  force  than  70,000,  and  and  after  a  long  delay  certain  figures 
therefore  put  it  out  of  the  question  that  were  given  to  them.  There  was  a  delay 
they  should  come  at  all.  The  way  to  '  of  a  week  or  two,  and  then  they  were 
prevent  invasion  is  to  have,  within  limits,  told  that  the  figures  supplied  were  not 
overwhelming  force,  such  as  would  com- ,  to  be  taken  as  authoritative,  and  they 
pel  the  invader,  if  he  is  to  come  at  aU — I '  were  further  told  that  the  matter  was 
am  going  to  put  it  in  an  Irish  way — to  under  the  consideration  of  the  Committee 
come  with  such  force  that  he  wiU  not  of  Imperial  Defence.  Then  they  took 
come.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  as  I '  heart  of  grace  and  wrote  to  the  Conmiittee 
say,  has,  I  believe,  greatly  pacified  the  '  of  Imperial  Defence.  They  were  told 
alarms  of  this  country  with  legard  to  our  the  matter  was  still  under  consideration, 
own  shores.  and  that  it  was  impossible  to  give  them 

I  pass  now  to  Afghanistan ;  and '  any  answer,  and  they  never  got  an 
there  again  I  think  that  he  has  taken  a  ]  answer.  I  expected  we  should  have  the 
moderate,  and  many  of  us  would  think  j  answer  to-day.  It  is  most  necessary  we 
a  reasonable,  view  of  the  question,  not '  should  know  what  numbers  are  required 
using  words  or  arguments  of  panic,  and  '  ^or  the  military  purposes  of  this  country, 
recognising  that  there  are  limits  not  |  What  is  the  good  of  the  Secretary  of 
only  to  the  power  of  this  coimtry,  but  to  State  for  War  telling  us  his  views,  which 
the  necessities  and  dangers  to  which  we  ^©  ^^  done  with  great  force  and  fulness, 
are  exposed.  We  have  had  a  remark-  I  with  regard  to  the  Regular  Army,  the 
able  proof  provided  for  us  of  the  extra-  i  Militia,  and  the  Volunteers?  We  have 
ordinary  difficulty  of  the  invasion  of  i  never  heard  what  the  view  of  the  Cabinet 
India  by  a  most  interesting  account  in  ^^^»,  *^nd  we  are  invited  to  form  our 
The  Times  some  weeks  ago  of  a  journey  opinions,  and  to  vote  money  and  do  all 
by  an  Indian  officer  who  accomplished  '  the  other  parts  of  our  duty  without 
the  distance  in  a  shorter  time  than  ever  i  having  the  fundamental  notion  of  what 
before  by  way  of  Seistan  across  the  i  ^^^  wisest  and  highest  authority  in  the 
desert  to  India.  I  think  anyone  who  country  declares  should  be  the  number 
reads  the  account  of  the  country  through  '  <>*  nien  required  for  the  defence  of  the 
which  that  gallant  officer  passed  will  |  country  and  oversea  obligations.  Now, 
have  a  better  appreciation  than  before  of  i  without  any  desire  that  the  right  hon. 
the  immense  difficulties  that  any  large  i  Gentleman  should  pin  himself  to  any 
invading  army  would  have  in  finding  particular  figure,  still  1  think  it  would 
supplies.  I  need  not  go  into  the  details ;  be  satisfactory,  if  we  are  to  think  out 
but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  i  this  thing  for  ourselves  at  all,  that  we 
enough,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned,  to  |  should  know  roughly  how  many  men  are 
satisfy  me  that  he  is  not  one  of  the  !  required  for  the  oversea  and  home  obliga- 


alarmist  school  in  regard  to  the  North- 


tions  of  the    Empire.      The  statement 


Western  Frontier.  ^  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will, 

Mr,  A.  J.  Balfour, 


89    Civil  Services  and  Revenue      {11  Mav  liK)j}         Departments  Estimates.        90 


I  hope,  lead  to  one  good  result,  which 
vill  be  a  considerable  reduction  in 
military,  and  possibly  in  naval,  expendi- 
ture ;  but  whether  that  be  so  or  not,  in 
so  far  as  he  has  pacified  the  minds  of  .the 
timid,  and  perhaps  checked  and  con- 
trolled the  minds  of  those  who  are  more 
adventurous  and  ambitious  in  their  ideas, 
we  are  under  obligations  to  himl 

•Sib  JOHN  COLOMB  (Great  Yar- 
mouth) said  he  had  list^ed,  and  the 
whole  House  had  listened,  with  intense 
interest  and  the  greatest  admiration  to 
the  speech  of  his  right  hon.  friend  the 
Prime  Minister,  and  he  could  not  help 
feeling,  when  he  thought  of  the  debates 
which  bad  taken  place  in  this  House 
during  the  last  twenty  years,  that 
one  of  the  great  by-products  of  this 
Committee  of  Imperial  Defence  had 
been  the  coaversion  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  himself,  because  the  argu- 
ments he  had  used,  and  the  grounds 
he  had  adopted  as  the  basis  of  the  new 
policy,  had  been  contested  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  this  House  for  years. 
It  was  most  interesting  to  hear  the  right 
hon.  Gentlenaan's  speech  dealing  with 
invasion,  because  the  arguments  used 
there  were  just  those  which  he,  in  op- 
position to  War  Office  theories,  had 
used  80  often  in  respect  to  that  very 
question.  It  was  an  enormous  gain 
when  they  found  a  body  set  up,  to 
jndiciaHy  examine  naval  and  military 
opinion,  and  to  determine  on  principles  of 
Ugh  policy;  a  body  on  which  experts 
were  to  be  heard  and  statesmen  were  to 
he  the  assessors  and  the  judges.  That 
was  an  enormous  advantage,  and  the 
HouRe  and  the  country  ought  to  feel 
indebted  to  the  Government  for  having 
called  into  existence  a  body  which  had 
incidentally  an  educational  function,  and 
had  already  produced  in  the  minds  of 
Ministers  an  appreciation  of  the  teachings 
of  history. 

There  was  considerable  force  in  what 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  had  said  with  re- 
giid  to  numbers,  but  they  would 
make  a  very  great  mistake  if  they 
supposed  that,  at  the  very  commence- 
ment of  its  career  the  Committee  of 
Imperial  Defence  could  come  to  abso- 
lutely definite  conclusions  on  matters  of 


that  kind.  Of  course  it  must  come  to 
that  in  the  end;  it  must  coma  to  the 
point  of  actually  fixing  the  numbera 
and  nature  of  forces  which  the  necessities 
of  our  position  required  for  different 
purposes.  All  he  wished  to  point  out  was 
that  the  numbers  and  nature  of  forces  they 
had  at  present  on  the  Estimates  were  the 
accidents  of  the  spasmodic  action  of  a 
Department  !and  not  determined  hj 
reference  to  any  settled  principle  at  alL 
They  must  go  cautiously,  and  having 
fixed  the  broad  principles  of  their 
policy  as  defined  by  the  Prime  Minister 
to-day,  they  had  not  to  create  but 
to  adapt  and  to  do  away  with  the 
vast  expenditure  upon  works  and  vasiv 
numbers  of  unorganised  units  which  had 
been  produced  under  a  false  impression 
of  what  was  necessary  for  the  defence 
of  this  kingdom.  They  could  not  sweep 
them  out  of  existence  at  once,  but  must 
by  degrees  eliminate  what  was  in  excess 
of  what  they  needed.  Therefore  he 
thought  some  persons  misappreciated 
the  magnitude  and  difficulty  of  the 
problem  with  which  the  Government  were 
confronted  in  bringing  about  the  change 
in  their  system  and  the  arrangements 
necessary  for  the  safety  of  this  Empire 
in  time  of  war.  It  appeared  to  him  that 
the  Committee  of  Imperial  Defence 
was  entirely  fulfilling  those  functions 
for  which  its  creation  was  advocated. 
They  were  now  beginning  to  feel  some 
hope  that  miUtary  policy,  instead  of  being 
tossed  from  one  side  of  the  House  to  the 
other  amid  much  talk  without  knowledge, 
would  be  carefully  and  scientifically 
determined  upon  facts,  and  that  com- 
mon-sense conclusions'would  be  arrived  at; 
that  no  matter  who  was  in  office  there 
would  be  a  settled  policy  of  defence 
which  both  Parties  might  expect  to  see 
continued  and  developed. 

While  it  was  clear  that  one  of  the 
wisest  and  greatest  steps  had  been  taken 
that  could  be  taken,  he  considered  that 
those  who  were  really  earnest  in  the  House 
and  looked  at  this  problem  with  a  full 
sense  of  responsibility  must  get  rid  of 
past  prejudices  and  be  content  to  be 
guided  by  the  principles  now  laid  down 
by  the  Prime  Minister.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  covered  the  ground  so 
admirably  and  completely  that  it  was 
neither  necessary  nor  desirable  to  point 
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out  where  he  could  have  made  hiscaseeven 
stronger  than  he  had,  for  he  had  made  it 
fitroni;  enough,  and  the  great  advantage 
of  his  speech  to-day  would  be  its 
educational  effect  on  the  minds  of  the 
House  and  the  country.  His  ri^ht 
hon.  friend  had  fccussed  this  question 
in  so  perfect  a  manner,  bringing  it 
within  the  understanding  of  the  meanest 
•capacity  in  the  country,  and  had  thereby 
^vanced  in  the  true  direction  towards 
.a  common-sense  understanding  by  the 
people. 

He  quite  agreed  with  what  the  right 
lion.  Gentleman  had  said  as  to  St. 
Lucia,  but  with  regard  to  that  there  was 
one  point  that  he  had  not  mentioned, 
namely,  that  the  staying  power  of  ships 
now  was  infinitely  greater  than  it  was  in 
the  days  of  the  Carnarvon  Commission, 
:and  obviously  as  the  staying  power  of 
fihips  increased  the  necessity  for  numerous 
coaling  stations  all  over  the  world  de- 
creased. Therefore  St.  Lucia,  owing  to 
the  circumstances  of  its  geographical 
position  and  the  general  effect  of  modem 
progress,  had  ceased  to  be  essentially 
necessaiy  as  a  naval  base.  The  increase 
of  speed  as  well  as  wireless  telegraphy 
facilitated  greatly  the  power  of  concentra- 
tion, and  vessels  could  now  be  concen- 
trated within  any  given  sea  area  in  a 
far  shorter  time  than  they  could  in 
olden  days.  The  whole  muddle  and  mess 
jnto  which  the  military  policy  of  this 
<;ountry  had  got  was  caused  by  misap- 
preciation  of  the  effects  likely  to  follow 
the  introduction  of  steam.  That  was 
how  it  started,  and  that  was  where 
the  country  went  wrong. 

His  right  hon.  friend  had  dispelled  any 
illusion  there  was  that  the  Committee 
of  Defence  was  to  be  anything  more 
than  a  consultative  body,  and  had  re- 
pudiated the  notion  that  it  was  created 
for  the  purpose  of  interfering  with 
Admiralty  and  War  Office  administra- 
tion. He  had  made  it  perfectly  clear 
that  all  the  Committee  was  to  do  was 
to  investigate  problems  of  high  policy. 
It  was,  however,  questionable  whether 
the  influence  of  the  Committee  ought 
not  to  be  exercised  over  the  Ad- 
miralty with  regard  to  such  big  ques- 
tions as  the  sale  of  warships  because 
they  were  not  completely  up-to-date, 
whilst  they  continued  to  subsidise  mer- 

Sir  John  Colomb. 


chant  steamers  which  were  older  still  and 
not  fitted  for  war. 

With  regard  to  the  question  of  the 
Auxiliary  Forces  in  reserve,  Minister 
after  Minister  at  the  War  Office  in 
dealing  with  this  question  had  always 
seemed  to  proceed  upon  the  assump- 
tion that  such  forces  in  reserve  must 
be  fit  in  all  respects  to  go  straight  to 
the  front  immediately  war  broke  out. 
This  opened  a  large  question  of  high 
policy.  Their  real  first  line  for  active 
service  was  certainly  the  Regular  Army, 
and  if  they  took  the  latest  dispositions 
of  the  Regular  Army  they  found  at  home 
156,000,  in  the  Colonies  and  Egypt  61,000, 
and  in  India  75,000.  Regular  forces 
amounting  in  all  to  292,000  men.  Some 
portion  of  those  forces  were  garrison 
forces,  but  still  Regular  troops  were  effec- 
tive and  ready  to  take  the  field.  There 
were,  therefore,  stationed  out  of  India 
more  than  double  the  actual  number  in 
India.  But  they  could  not  be  so  moved, 
unless  relieved  by  forces  in  reserve. 
Surely,  as  a  broad  principle  of  high 
policy  rather  than  as  a  Departmental 
matter,  in  dealing  with  Auxiliary  Forces 
intended  for  use  in  war  over-sea 
the  object  should  be  to  train  those 
forces  sufficiently  to  take  the  place  of  the 
Regular  troops  at  home  and  in  the 
Colonies,  in  order  that  all  Regular  field 
troops  might  be  released  for  active  ser- 
vice ivhile  they  themselves  had  time  to 
complete  their  organisation  and  training 
so  as  to  form  an  effective  Reserve. 

He  rejoiced  at  having  lived  to  hear 
an  explicit  statement  from  a  Prime 
Minister  upon  principles  of  policy,  giving 
clear  and  distinct  reasons  why  those 
principles  should  be  followed.  Too 
much  attention  could  not  be  paid  to 
the  delicate  and  difficult  question  of 
colonial  co-operation  for  the  defence  of 
the  Empire  as  a  whole.  That  question 
would  have  to  be  dealt  with,  but  it  must 
not  be  unduly  hurried.  He  believed  that 
the  Committee  of  Defence  realised  the 
magnitude  and  gravity  of  the  question. 
The  war  in  the  East  emphasised  in  a 
remarkable  way  the  importance  of  the 
co-operation  of  all  parts  of  the  Empire 
for  Imperial  defence,  and  the  more  the 
fundamental  lessons  of  that  war  were 
taken  advantage  of  for  the  purpose  of 
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♦Sir  JOHN  COLOMB :  Not  an  apolo- 
gist bat  a  support ar. 


mviting     the   attention    of  our   fellow- 
subjects  across  the  seas  to  this  question 
the     better.      It     was     not     so     much 
u  question  of  a  mere  cash  contribution 
by  the  Colonies — either  naval,  or  military, 
—for     the     assistance    of    the    mother 
lountrv  aB  of  the  general  discharge  of 
obligations  to  the  Empire  by  the  mother 
<*r)untrT  and  by  all  the  British  Dominions 
beyond    the    sea,     according    to    their 
means  and     in   pursuance  of    common 
'objects.      Looking  at  the  present  struggle 
in  the  East,  one  could  not  help  recog- 
nising that  the  efforts  noW  being  made 
by  Japan  in  self-defence  could  not  have 
been  made    without    long  and    steady 
preparation   on    definite   principles  and 
at  great  national  sacrifice.     When  it  was 
lemembered  that  Japau^s  revenue  before 
the  war  was  only  £28,000,000,  and  that 
her  naval  expenditure  was  £3,000,000  in 
the  year  before  the  war,  while  the  Imperial 
revenue  of  this  Empire  was  in  the  aggre- 
gate close  upon  £300,000,000,  it  could  not 
be  said    that   with   an  expenditure  of 
£30,000,000  on  the  Navy  our  Empire  had 
reason  to  complain  of  the  burden.   But  the 
Empire,  not  these  islands  alone,  should 
bear  it.    It  was  for  the  Committee  of  De- 
fence seriously  to  consider,  seeing  the  mag- 
nitude to  which  the  requirements  of  war 
had  grown,  how  long   we    could  go  on 
xittempting  to  make  adequate  provision 
for  the  defence  of  the  Empire   on   the 
resources  of  the  United  Kingdom  alone. 
He    was   delighted,    therefore,  to    hear 
the  Prime  Minister's  view,  that   upon 
the   somewhat   unpretentious    structure 
of    tlie    Committee    of    Defence    there 
might  grow  up  something  worthy   of, 
and  necessary  for,  the  Empire,  namely, 
a  great  scheme  of  organised  preparation 
for  its  defence.    The  Government  which 
had   inaugurated   that    beginning,    and 
hid  thus   far    so   wisely  developed   it, 
would  live  in  history  as  having  teken 
the   greatest   step  towards  the   preser- 
vation of  the  interests  of  all  parts  of 
the  Empire  in  war. 

Sir  CHARL£»  DILKE  said  the  Lon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  opposite  was  so 
pleased  by  the  adoption  of  a  large 
portion  of  his  views  that  he  appeared  in 
the  unusual  light  of  a  thorough-going 
apologist  for  the  speech  of  the  Prime 
Minister. 


♦Sir  CHARLES  DILKE  said  that,  at 
any  rate,  in  hii  joy  at  the  abaidonment 
of  the  policy  of  the  Military  Works  Bill 
as  regarded  naval  bases,  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Oentleman  had  left  out  of  sight 
what  could  not  be  forgotten,  via., 
the  gigantic  waste  of  money  which  had 
been  going  on  right  up  to  the  present 
time.  He  welcomed  most  heartilv  the 
portion  of  the  Prime  Minister's  speech 
dealing  with  India,  though  there  were  one 
or  two  criticisms  of  detail  which  be 
would  make — not  as  criticising  tho  right 
hon.  Qentleman  himself,  but  rather  as 
supporting  him  against  those  who  might 
be  inclined  to  attack  him — such,  for 
instance,  as  the  hon.  and  g  pliant  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Stepney.  In  the 
last  debate  on  this  subject,  when  he  him- 
self ventured  to  use  the  arguments  and 
to  a^k  the  Questions  which  the  Prim? 
Minister  had  put  forward  to-diy,  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  for  Stepney 
instanced  an  invasion  by  the  Seistan 
route,  aid  overwhelmed  him  by  argu- 
ments which  could  hardly  be  employed 
to-day  without  being  employed  against 
the  Government. 

As  to  the  speech  of  the  Prime 
Minister  as  a  whole,  whv  did  not 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  make  it  earlier, 
say  before  the  first  consideration  of  the 
Army  or  Navy  Estimates. 

Mft.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  pointed  out  that 
the  Vote  for  the  Committee  of  Defence 
was  included  in  the  Civil  Service 
Estimates. 

♦Sir  CHARLES  DILKE  said  that  was 
a  technicality  which  could  have  been 
easily  got  over.  The  statement  might 
have  been  made  on  the  Address  or 
volunteered  on  any  day.  The 
question  of  Indian  defence  lay  at  the 
very  root  of  the  whole  of  the  Estimates 
of  the  year,  and  the  statement  of  the 
Prime  Minister  to-day  had  given  him 
every  satisfaction.  All  he  would  say  was 
that  if  that  statement  had  been  made  at 
the  beginning  of  the  session  there  would 
have  been  very  different  debates  on  the 
Army  Estimates,  and  possibly  on  the 
Navy  Estimates,  fro:n  those  which  took 
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place.     The  statement  ought  certainly  to  [  steady  advance  of  Russia."     During  nine 


have  been  made  before  the  important 
Votes  dealing  with  the  men  and  pay  of 
the     Army    were    taken.      It  was    no 


teen  years  the  Afghan  frontier  had  been 
secured  by  diplomatic  arrangement,  and 
it  had  not  been  interfered  with.     The 


use  now  until  next  year,  and  the  pillars  put  up  had  not  been  interfered 
statement  made  by  the  Prime  Minister,  with,  and  there  had  been  no  advance ; 
reassuring  as  it  was,  had  come  some-  and  they  were  not  in  possession  of  any 
what  late.  i  facts   which    showed    any    intention  of 

Russia  committing  the  dangerous 
He  was  going  to  appear  in  the  act  which  the  construction  of  further 
unusual,  totally  unexpected  character  railways  would  involve;  and  therefore 
of  a  defender  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  he  thought  the  language  of  the  right  hon. 
views  about  India  instead  of  an  assailant  Gentleman  was  not  quite  so  well 
or  a  critic.  He  had  never  held  extreme  chosen  as  :t  might  have  been  to  support 
views  upon  this  question.  The  Prime  the  admirable  character  of  his  argument. 
Minister    in    his    introductory    remarks 

perhaps  gave  himself  a  little  into  the  Might  he  be  allowed  to  answer  not  the 
hands  of  the  school  of  critics  represented  ^ri^ie  Mmister  but  those  who  might 
bv  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  attack  him «  There  was  a  conflict  l^- 
Stepney,  who  took  an  extreme  view  with  ■  ^ween  declarations  which  had  been  made 
regard  to  the  invasion  of  India.  Those  on  behalf  of  the  Government  on  previous 
views  were  almost  predominantly  repre-  occasions  and  those  which  had  been 
sented  in  the  Press,  and  the  Prime  Minis-  ^^^  to-day.  They  did  not  need  to 
ter— playing  into  the  hands  of  those  who  ^^^^^  «Po^  alarmist  statements,  and  he 
would  now  become  his  critics— when  he  welcomed  what  had  been  said  by  the 
spoke  of  tlie  Russian  strategic  railways  Prime  Minister.  The  whole  question  of 
being  two  in  number  and  distinctive  '  reinforcements  for  India  was  affected  hv 
strategic,  almost  led  the  House  to  believe  *  question  which  touched  the  second 
that  they  were  actually  on  the  Afghan  of  the  Prime  Minister's  headmgs. 
frontier.  As  a  matter  of  fact  there  was  '  The  point  he  referred  to  was  the  possi- 
onlv  a  single  line  of  any  Russian  railway  bility  of  convoying  and  sending  out  these 
—the  Murghab  branch— which  came  troops  in  an  emergency.  There  had  been 
within  180  miles  as  the  crow  flies  off  the  ,  a^  extraordinary  double  change  since 
Afghan  frontier.  As  a  humorist  once  ^^^  Defence  Committee  had  been  m 
remarked,  the  crow  did  not  fly  in  existence.  Some  years  ago  the  Prune 
Afghanistan,  and  the  straight-  line  Minister  told  them,  speaking  on  behalf  of 
was  entirely  imaginary.  It  was  200  the  Army  scheme  of  the  present  Secretary 
mUes  by  rail  from  the  Afghan  <  of  State  for  India,  that  it  might  be  neces- 
frontier  to  the  junction  of  the  two  sary  to  send  out  three  Army  Corps  at 
Russian  railways  of  which  the  right  hon.  once.  At  the  time  he  raised  the  ques> 
Gentleman  had  spoken,  namely, from  Merv  '  *^ion  as  to  whether  the  Admiralty  would 
to  Kuskh.  The  Murghab  branch  was  the  ,  undertake  to  convoy  them,  and  the  Prime 
only  Russian  line  to  the  Afghan  frontier.  \  Minister  threw  some  doubt  upon  it. 
A  new  line — the  Tashkent-Orenburg  Rail- '  * 

way— had  been  made  which,  eight  years  '      Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  said  that  did  not 
ago,  they  knew  would  be  made,  because  i  sound  like  an  extract  from  his  speech, 
all  along  they  knew  of  its  construction,  and  \ 

its  completion  had  taken  place  when  they  I  ♦gj^  CHARLES  DILKE  said  if  the 
aiiticipated  that  it  would  be  Completed.  |  ^gbt  hon.  Gentleman  would  refer  back 
He  thought  the  right  hon.   Gentleman  I  ^^  ^^  j^  ^^  ^^^j^  ^^  ^^^^^  ^^^  ^^^ 

had  slightly  played  into  the  hands  of  I  jj^  admitted  verv  frankly  that  there 
those  who  would  be  his  opponents  by  i  ^^^  ^  ^^^^^  ^^^^;  ^  of  the  Admiralty 
using  language  in  regard  to  the  construe-  I  ^^  ^  ^j^^^j^^^  ^^^^  y^^  ^^  ^^  ,^l,ed 
tionof  railwavs  and  interference  with  the  ,  ^^  ^^  ^^^l,  ^  ^^^^  ^^  I„dia. 

Afghan  frontier  on  the  part  of  Russia,  ,  ^^  consequence  of  this  difficulty  about 
which  seemed  to  imply  that  there  was  convoying,  those  who  took  the  alarmist 
some  new  movement  of  which  they  had  view  substituted  the  South  Africaa 
not  heard.  He  used  the  phrase  **  the  ]  garrison  for  the  reinforcement  of  India 
Sir  Charles  Dilke. 
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-IS  against  the  garrison  at  home.     They  - 
remembered  the  memorable   debate  on  | 
tb&t  subject  in  which  different    views 
were  taken,  and  the  South  African  view 
was  thrown  over,  and  they  reverted  to  I 
the  idea  that  the  Army  Corps  should  , 
be  sent   from    home.      This    question 
of  convoying    troops     from     England 
as  reinforcements  at  the  beginning  of  a 
dangerous  war   affected    the    whole  of 
what  the  right  hon.   Gentleman  called 
concentration,  and  he  should  have  to  say 
a  vord  or  two  upon  that  matter  later  on 
after  he  had  disposed  of  the  Indian  case. 

The  hon.  and  gallant  Member,  for 
Stepney's  statement  was  alluded  to  by 
the  Prime  Minister  when  he  spoke  of  the 
raiious  ro'iites  by  which  some  alarmist 
<jentlemeD  thought  India  could  be 
invaded.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
opposite  argued  against  him  the  other 
daj  when  he  put  forward  similar  views 
to  those  which  the  Prime  Minister  had 
stated  to-day,  and  he  argued  against  him 
as  to  the  possibility  of  a  rapid  invasion  of 
India  by  the  Seistan  and  Balkh  routes.  The 
Seistan  route  was  put  out  of  sight  by  all 
Itossian  authorities  themselves  and  also  b\ 
diat  eminent  geographer  Sir  Thomas  Hol- 
dich,  who  rejected  the  Seistan  route  mainly 
on  account  of  its  waterless  nature,  and  he 
bad  also  rejected  the  northern  routes 
through  Balkh,  which  alarmed  certain 
people  at  the  present  time,  and  which 
were  perhaps  used  by  the  Russian  Gov- 
ernment from  time  to  time  when  they 
vishcd  to  scare  this  country.  Sir  Thomas 
Holdich  further  rejected  every  route 
which  could  be  called  direct,  on  ac- 
count of  the  difficulty  of  the  country 
and  the  fierce  hostility  of  the  tribes, 
and  he  p3inted  out  that  the  only 
route  by  which  a  railway  could  be  con- 
atructed  and  by  which  a  formidable 
invasion  could  ever  be  made  was  the 
circuitous  route  by  the  Persian  frontier, 
theHeiat-Girishk- Kandahar  route,  aroute 
of  360  miles,  past  our  great  station  of 
^uetta  and  our  double  line  of  railway,  a 
railway  of  a  very  different  carrying  power 
{rotnthat  on  which  the  Russians  would  be 
obliged  to  rely.  No,  the  whole  argument 
had  been  disposed  of  to-day,  as  he  hoped, 
fcr  ever.  The  Prime  Minister  had 
^opted  a  sensible  and  reasonable  view 
^  to  what  would  be  likely  to  be  the 
attitude  of  the  Afghans  themselves  in  case 

VOL  CXLVL    [Fourth  Sbbies:] 


the  Russians  tried  forcibly  to  construct 
railways  through  Afghanistan,  which  was 
the  view  which  every  one  of  the  four 
Russian  authorities  themselves  had 
always  taken.  Some  very  interesting 
words  exactly  endorsing  these  views 
appeared  in  M.  Lebedeff's  book  Vers 
Pinde  published  in  IdOO,  in  which  he 
says — 

"  The  ^abjection  of  AfghaniHtan  is  a  difficult 
job  :  it  will  be  a  new  ^ition  of  the  conquest 
of  the  Caucasus,  but  under  conditions  exceed- 
ingly less  favourable,  as  the  English  will 
furnish  to  the  enemy  instructors  and  improved 
arms." 

That  was  the  view  of  the  Prime  Minister 
as  expressed  to-day,  and  it  seemed  to  him 
to  be  a  sensible  and  reasonable  view 
But  the  Prime  Minister  had  so  completely 
disposed  of  all  the  ala  mist  argume:its  on 
this  subje3t,  that  he  felt  they  would  now 
have  to  stand  there  as  his  defenders  and 
prevent  India  being  used  as  a  ground  for 
maintaining  in  this  country  a  force  larger 
than  that  which  they  would  otherwise  be 
disposed  to  maintain.  The  Prime 
Minister  had  spoken  of  the  possibility  of 
having  to  send  eight  divisions  to  India. 
That  was  an  Army  on  the  -scale  to 
which  they  had  been  accustomed  in  the 
past.  It  was  now  twelve  years  sine?  they 
were  told  that  three  Army  Corps  should 
be  sent  out. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  do  not  agree 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  think- 
ing that  a  total  rejonstruction  o?  ou 
Army  system  will  be  necessary,  and  I  am 
afraid  that  we  cannot  look  forward  to 

any  great  reduction. 

• 

*SiR  CHARLES  DILKE  said  what  he 
spoke  of  was  an  Army  on  the  scale  to 
which  they  had  hitherto  been  accustomed. 

He  would  now  leave  the  pleasant  task  of 
congratulating  the  Prime  Minister  on  the 
Indian  portion  of  his  speech,  with  which 
he  was  in  complete  agreement,  and  he 
would  deal  with  the  second  portion. 
That  agreement  was  sufficient  to  make  it 
unnecessary  for  him  to  go  into  extreme 
detail  which  might  have  been  necessary 
had  there  been  anything  in  doubt. 
The  second  part  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's speech  lent  itself  to  a  definite  and 
detailed  statement,  and  although  it  was 
no  use  merely  regretting  the  money  that 
had  be*»n  wasted  and  thrown  into  the  sea 
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when  a  policy  had  been  changed,  yet  he  I  still  believed  in  by  the  Defence  Corn- 
thought  the  House  of  Commons,  as  the  |  mittee.  Those  who  heard  the  account 
body  representing  the  taxpayer,  ought  to  :  would  see  that  it  was  confined  within 
take  note  of  the  enormous  waste  that  had  narrow  limits.  The  bugbear  was  not  terri- 
been   going  on    through   clinging   to    a   {3ring ;     the    bogey  had  become    feeble 

indeed;  and  although  theie  had  been  no- 
reference  to-day  to  the  figure  5,000,  named 
by  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  on  the 
authority  of  the  Defence  Committee  on* 
three  occasions,  still  tbis  little  invasion' 


system  which  bad  now  been  abandoned. 
That  led  to  the  suggestion  that  there 
must  have  been  a  considerable  margin  of 
time  during  which  these  changes  could 
have  been  gradually  brought  into   exis 


tence.     It   could  not   suddenly  become  ,  from  Brest  by  ships  which  were  to  get 
right  to  make  sweeping  changes,  reversing    here    without     being    noticed    was     an 
the  arguments  addressed  to  the  House  as  ,  invasion  on  that  scale.     But  two  years 
recently  as  two  years  ago,  and  reversing    ago  invasion  was  vouched  for  on  the- 
the  policy  which  had  led  to  the  enormous  |  authority  of  the   War  Office  as  a  thing: 
expenditure  that  had  been  going  on,  and  I  against  which  we  had  to  prepare  our- 
was  going  on  up  to  the  present  time.  He    selves  at  home.    In  the  Memorandum 
asked  the  Committee  to  remember  how  |  laid  before  the  Colonial  Conference  on 
far  the  responsibility  for  all  this  expendi-    behalf  of  the  War  Office  invasion  wa» 
ture  had  been  on  the  present  occupants  of   put  foiward  as  a  thing  which  was  serioui^ljr 
office.      He  believed  that  the    Defence ;  possible.      No     doubt    the     grotesque 
Committee  of  the  Cabinet  was  created  by  '  differences  in  the  opinions  of  the  Admir* 
Lord  Rosebery  at  the  end  of  his  Adminis- 1  alty  and  the  War  Office  had  produced 
t ration  in  1895.     That  was  the  first  form  ■  the     change    which     they    now    saw. 
of    the    Committee.      Immediately    the ,  The     one     had    followed     the     other^ 
new  Government  came  in  it  assumed  its    but  these  changes  of    policy    had    un- 
second  form,  and  the  Defence  Committee  |  doubtedly  led  to  great  cost,  which  in  one 
of  the  Conservative  Government,  formed  i  or    two    instances    he    should    like     to- 
in  1895  under  the  presidency  of  the  Duke   describe, 
of  Devonshire,  lasted  for  many  years,  and  | 

was  composed  of  substantially  the  same  '      tj^^  fourth  and  present  form  of   the 
Gentlemen  as  were  in  power  now.    It  was  |  Defence    Committee    had    led    to    the 
constantly  vouched  to  the  House  as  the    change  of  the  Estimates  which  was  so 
great  co-ordmating  authority,  and  as  the    welcome    to    the  House    generally  last 
body  responsible  for  expenditure  on  an  ]  j^^^    ^^^  j^  the  welcome  extended   ta 
enormous  scale  on  principles  diametrically  i  this  item  there  was  a  hope  expressed  ia 
opposed  to  those  now  held.    The  third    regard  to  co-ordination— to  use  a  word 
form  of  the  Committee  was  that  which  j  ^j^idi  ^as  rejected  in  the  Irish  poUcy, 
was   adopted  when  the   Prime  Minister  '  ^^^  which  was  accepted  today  in  this, 
acceded    to    his     present    office.      The  |  matter.      Co-ordination    in     the    Irish 
right   hon.    Gentleman    came     to    this ,  debate    was    increased    power    of     th» 
House    and     at     once     explained    the  :  bureaucracy,  but  he  supposed  that  co- 
new  form  of   the  Committee  on  March  ;  ordination  in  the    naval    and    military 
5th,  1903.    He  explained,  as  he  did  now,  I  gense  hadan  altogether  differentdefinition. 
that  it  was  to  survey  the  whole  of  the    Co-ordination,  at  all  events,  was  a  blessed 
strategic   needs  of  the   Empire,  and  he    ^^^^  .    jt  played  a  part  in  regard  to 
went  on  to  say  that  there  had  been  differ-  |  education,  and  now  it  was  employed  ia 
ences  of  policy  on  the  part  of  successive    coonection   with  military  affairs.      The 
First  SeaLords  and  Commanders-in-Chief.  I  opj^JQ^  ^as   undoubtedly  expressed  on 
But  there  had  been  differences  of  policy  ,  the  Opposition  Benches  last  year,  and 
in  successive  Secretaries  of    State,  and    ^i^^  j^^  ^ther  parts  of  the  House,  that 
there  had    been    differences    of    pohcy ,  ^o-ordination    ought  to  lead    to    some 
in  the  Defence  Committee  as  a  whole.  ,  reduction  in  expenditure  in  either  our 
There  had    been  a  complete  change—    military  or  naval  Votes.    It  was  firmly 
black  to  t»hite,  A  to  B— which  had  m-   expected    from  the    moment  that    ihe- 
volved  the  country  in  great  cost.  ^  Government  announced  their  naval  view 

The  Committee  had  heard  to-day  the  ,  that  the  reduction  would  be  under   the 
extent  to  which  invasion  at  home  was  1  military     head,     but    instead    of    that 

Sir  Charles  Dilke. 
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the  reduction  had  been  on  the  Navy 
Estimates,  and  that  had  not  been 
accompanied  by  a  reduction  of  the  Army 
Votes.  That  had  been  the  amazing 
efect  of  the  oo-oidination  looked  for- 
ward to  last  year.  Not  only  had  the 
redaction  in  expenditure  been  upon  the 
Navy  rather  than  the  Army,  but  there 
was  a  tendency  to  vouch  that  the  Navy 
was  stronger  than  it  was,  and  to  justify 
the  further  diminution  on  the  Navy, 
which  seemed  more  probable  than  a 
diminution  on  the  Army  at  the  present 
time.  The  facts  which  led  the  House  to 
expect  the  contrary  seemed  likely  to  con- 
tlnae  in  future  from  the  arguments  which 
were  being  used.  But  in  the  Return  for 
this  year  the  Government  were  counting 
the  Navy  as  consisting  of  fifty-three  first- 
class  battleships.  They  were  counting 
into  that  list  battleships  which  they  had 
officially  declared  in  the  Return  before 
the  House  as  of  smaU  fighting  value,  and 
which  were  struck  o£E  the  list  of  efiective 
ships  of  war.  His  main  point  was  that, 
bv  oar  sadden  conversion,  we  had  become 
aware  of  the  fact  that  we  had  wasted 
enormous  sums  of  money  in  the  last  few 
vcars. 

Had  any  Member  of  the  Committee 
calculated  how  much  money  had  been 
vrasted  in  the  last  nine  and  a-half 
years  by  the  non-adoption  in  1895,  when 
virtually  the  present  Government  came 
into  office,  of  the  policy  which  had  been 
adopted  now  ?  The  Prime  Minister  and 
the  Admiralty  had  answered  that  ques- 
'.ion  in  regard  to  the  past.  They  had 
put  it  in  the  Memorandum,  but  he  con- 
fessed that  it  read  like  an  after-thought. 
I:  was  said, ''  We  are  making  a  sweeping 
change,  and  we  must  have  a  thought-out 
argament  to  justify  it."  The  fact  that 
the  squadrons  were  covering  larger  areas 
va?  a  sound  argument,  so  far  as  it  went, 
hut  it  did  not  cover  the  whole  case.  The 
facts  were  not  suddenly  new,  and  the 
change  ought  to  have  been  gradual.  His 
main  argument  was  that  the  Government 
had  broken  the  pledge  that  there  should  be, 
in  consequence  of  the  change  of  doctrine 
which  had  been  adopted,  a  large  reduction 
of  military  expenditure.  The  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  in  a  book  published 
when  he  was  a  private  Member,  protested 
against  the  demand  made  upon  us  for  un- 
conditional adherence  to  different  and 


contradictory  dogmas  within  the  previous 
dozen  years.  But  now  we  had  had  these 
changes  within  the  last  two  years  and 
we  had  been  asked  to  adopt  absolutely 
contradictory  dogmas,  with  the  result 
that  th'rre  had  been  enormous  waste. 
Let  them  take  as  a  concrete  instance  the 
very  large  reduction  that  was  taking 
place  at  the  present  time  in  our  expendi- 
ture at  Hong-Kong,  where  until  quite 
recently  an  enormously  increased  expen- 
diture was  justified  to  the  House  in 
respect  of  transactions  which  were  taking 
place  in  China.  The  northern  station  of 
Wei-hai-Wei  had  been  abandoned.  All 
these  arguments  had  been  pressed  on  the 
House  in  much  detail,  and  now  suddenly 
a  reduction  took  place  at  Hong-Kong. 
[An  Hon.  Member  :  No.]  Well,  there 
were  formerly  two  battalions  of  infantry 
in  the  garrison.  One  of  these  had  been 
taken  away  altogether,  and  the  other 
had  been  reduced.  That  was  a  startling 
conc]:ete  instance  which  had  not  been 
explained.  One  set  of  arguments  were 
addressed  to  the  House  in  favour  of  in- 
creased expenditure,  and  shortly  after- 
wards another  policy  prevailed.  One 
could  not  help  wondering  whether  reasons 
of  economy  had  not  entered  into  such 
matters — the  desire  to  effect  savings  to 
meet  increases  of  expenditure. 

There  were  three  Military  Works  Acts 
still  running.  He  would  show  briefly  by 
quotations  from  the  speeches  of  Ministers 
the  grounds  on  which  these  three  Acts 
were  passed.  The  present  Secretary  of 
State  for  India,  in  presenting  the  Bill  of 
1897,  said  on  January  24th — 

**We  have  been  obliged  under  urgent  pres- 
sure from  the  Admiralty  ....  The  opinions 
of  our  naval  advisers." 

Speaking  on  July  27th,  1899,  in  regard 
to  the  second  Bill,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Dover  said  that 
"acting  on  naval  advice"  the  Govern- 
ment made  the  proposals  which  were 
then  brought  forward.  Referring  on 
August  14th,  1901,  to  the  third  Bill  now 
running  the  Postmaster- General  said  the 
War  Office  were  **  bound  to  accept  the 
judgment  of  naval  experts."  The  argu- 
ment that  naval  opinion  required  these 
works  was  urged  on  each  occasion,  and 
great  sums  of  money  had  been  spent 
in  consequence.  Take  Jamaica,  Ber- 
muda,    St.    Lucia,     and    Wei-hai-Wei, 

D  2 
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and  see  bow  much  money  had  been 
spent  on  these  works  in  addition 
ti)  the  money  from  the  Votes.  On 
Jamaica  it  was  £32,000;  on  Bermuda 
£80,000;  on  St.  Lucia  £203,000,  in 
r.ddition  to  £70,000  secured  from  the 
colony  ;  and  on  Wei-hai-Wei  £53,000  ; 
or  a  total  of  £368,000.  The  right  hon. 
(rentleman  spoke  of  the  great  strategical 
importance  of  Jamaica  compared  with 
St.  Lucia;  but  from  Military  Works 
Loans  only,  in  the  last  two  years,  there 
had  been  spent  on  St.  Lucia  £133,000. 
On  March  27th  this  matter  was  raised  in 
the  House  of  Lords  and  Lord  Lansdownc 
said  *'very  large  sums  of  money  had 
been  spent  on  St.  Lucia."  And 
on  February  23rd  a  Minister,  in  answer 
t3  a  Question  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
used  these  words — 


On   March  31st  the  First  Lord  of  tho 
Admiralty  used  these  words — 

*'  We  do  not  propose  to  use  the  dockyards  at 
Halifax,  Esquimalt,  and  Jamaica  in  time  of 
peace.  If  war  broke  o;it  we  could  at  once  send 
out  the  necessary  men  and  machinery.** 

And  on  March  13th  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty  said  that — 

**  The  establishments  at  Jamaica  snd  Halifax 
would  remain  without  men,  and  stores  could  bo 
sent  out  when  necessity  arose.*' 


**  St.  Lucia  will  be  abandoned  as  a  defended 
Citation,  and  the  garrison  withdrawn.** 

In  the  West  Indies  alone  £1,500,000 
sterling  had  been  spent  wnce  the  second 
form  of  the  Defence  Committee  came  into 
existence.  Although ,  no  doubt,  there  had 
been  only  a  gradual  adoption  of  the  views 
which  had  led  to  the  discontinuance  of 
that  expenditure,  yet  that  expenditure 
ought  to  have  been  gradually  rather  than 
suddenly  discontinued.  Now,  it  was 
admitted  that  the  expenditure  of  that 
money  for  some  years  past  might  have  as 
well  been  thrown  into  the  ?ea.  The  ex- 
penditure on  the  naval  bases  had  been 
incurred  under  the  Defence  Committee 
since  1895,  and  most  of  it  since  1897. 
When  the  Military  Works  Bill  was  before 
the  House  in  1899,  the  hon.  Member  in 
introducing  it  declared  that — 

**  The  greater  portion  of  the  money 
(£3,000,000)  would  go  to  naval  bases,  coaling 
stations,  etc.** 

Now,  as  to  the  cadre  heresy,  the  change 
had  not  been  frankly  made,  because  it 
involved  the  view  that  at  the  be- 
ginning of  a  war — the  most  dangerous 
moment — the  Fleets  would  have  to  be 
employed  in  guarding  across  the  sea  the 
men  and  machinery  to  these  naval  bases. 
He  called  that  not  a  frank  abandonment 
of  the  old  conditions.  How  did  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  think  the  Fleet  would  hke 
to  have  to  convoy  these  garrisons,  dock- 
yard men,  and  machinery  in  the  event  of 
1  he  outbreak  of  a  war  ?  [An  Hon.  Mem- 
ber:   And    colliers.]  Yes,  and  colliers. 

Sir  Charles  Dilke. 


He  contended  that  that  was  a  heresy ;  to 
convoy  men  and  machinery  across  the 
sea  at  the  most  dangerous  period  of  a 
war !  That  was  a  direct  reversal  of  tho 
U'ival  doctrine  that  the  Fleet  shoulo  be 
kept  free  to  discharge  its  primary  duties. 
On  June  21st,  1899,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Dover  spoke  of  the  "  readiness  of 
bases  in  advance  being  essential  to  thpt 
mobility  of  the  fleet  '* ;  and  the  present 
Postmaster-General  stated  on  August 
14th,  1901,  that  that  was  "essential  for 
the  safety  of  the  fleet."  That  doctrine 
of  the  mobility  of  the  fleet  had  always 
been  maintained  and  had  not  been  with- 
drawn. Here»  again,  the  desire  for 
economy  under  some  heads  in  order  to 
meet  increased  expenditure  on  others 
might  have  had  something  to  do  with 
this  change  in  policy.  On  March  13th 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  said  that 
the  new  policy  had  "  increased  the  flght- 
ing  efficiency  of  the  Navy  and  had 
decreased  the  Estimates."  But  he  went 
on  to  say  that  "  the  reduction  for  stores 
arose  directly  from  the  reduction  of  the 
bases."  So  that  it  was  the  reduction  of 
the  bases  that  had  efEected  this  economy. 
At  all  events  the  Government  had  not 
frankly  accepted  the  new  policy,  and  were 
now  putting  before  the  House  the  very 
dangerous  policy  of  convoying  garrisons 
and  cargoes  of  machinery  and  stores  at 
the  outbreak  of  war. 

His  last  argument  as  to  the  ex- 
tent to  which  the  Government  had 
failed  to  carry  out  their  policy, 
bore  on  the  question  of  the  garrison 
artillery.  Their  policy  was  to  reduce  the 
naval  stations ;  to  withdraw  the  garrisons ; 
to  depend  much  more  than  formerly  on 
the  Fleet ;  to  keep  tho  Regular  Army  in 
this  country  as  a  striking  army,  and  to 
put  the  necessity  of  our  fixed  defence  on 
the  Militia  and  the  Volunteers.  Look  at 
the   inconsistency  of  the  Government's 
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attitude  !      During  the   debates  on  the  latter  kind  ?  At  present  we  had  an  Army 

Works  Bills  the  House  was  constantly  fully  equal  to  the  difficulties  in  India,  but 

UAd  that    it    was    necessary    to   make  in  these  days  changes   were  rapid  and 

a  large  increase  in  the  garrison  artillery,  there  might  be  a  demand  for  an  increase 

One  would  have  supposed  that  the  change  in  the  Indian  Army.    That  pointed  to 

of  policy  would  have  involved  a  reduc-  the  necessity  of  our  having  a  large  Army 

tion  of   the  garrison  artillery.     In  the  Reserve,  aifcl  also  to  our  having,  as  well. 

Array  General  Annual  Report ''prepared  a  considerable  number  of  men,  a  little 

by   the    Army    Council "    the    Regular  trained  if  one   liked,  who  could  be  con- 

g-rrison  artillery  before  1899  was  over-  verted  into  a  citizen  Army. 
stated  by  16,000.    But,  taking  the  real 

figaree,    the    Regular  garrison    artiUery  He     wanted     to      say      one      word 

before  the  South  African  War  had  risen  generally     upon     the     new     principles 

to    19,000.     On  October  1,   1903,  they  t^^it    had     been    described     that    dav 

numbered  23,000;    on  October  1,  1904,  by    the    Prime    Minister,    because,     of 

24,500 ;    and  taking  the  Militia  garrison  course,  a   full   acceptance     of    all    the 

artillery  at   13,500,  the  number  at  the  general  principles,  which  he  might  roughly 

present    moment    was    38,0C0.      That  ca^l  ^^^  blue-water  school,  made  a  vast 

number  was  altogether  oat  of  proportion  change  in  the  policy  of  this  country.    He 

to  what  it  should  be  under  the  policy  tnought    he   might  be   pardoned   if  he 

now  announced  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle-  lagged  behind  in  this  matter  both  the 

man*       The   Prime  Minister  had  given  Prime  Minister  and    the   Committee  of 

no  excuse  to  the  House  for  the  suddenness  Defence,  and  might  be  strengthened  in 

of  the  change   in  policy  which  ought  to  believing  that  he  toak  not  too  presump- 

have  been  foreseen  years  ago  before  the  <^^ous  a  view  when  he  recalled  that  a 

Government  had  incurred  this  enormous  contrary  opinion  had  been  held  by  the 

waste    of  expenditure.     He    begged   to  very  greatest  military  authorities.    He 

move.  remembered    that    only    two    or  three 

years  ago,  when  the  present  Secretary  for 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  India    was   introducing  his  scheme,  he 

"  That  Item  E  (Committee  of  Defence,  spoke  of  the  subject  in  hand  in  a  very 

Salaries,  etc.),  be  reduced   by  £100."—  difEerent  way.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman 

(Sir  Charles  Dilhe.)  said  you  could  not  run  the  Empire  on  the 

"off   chance."    In   the    new    principles 

♦Mr.  PEEL  (Manchester,  S.)  sxid  be  f^^^^    ^^^     been    broadly    laid    down 

did  not  know  whether  it  was  not  rather  *>J    ^}^    ^^^\  Mmister    the    question 

ungrateful   to   say  that  he  would  have  ^f  the   "  off  chance "   had    been,    per- 

been  glad  if  the  Prime  Minister  had  eaid  ^^V^'  *<>  ^^^^  ^^^^^^  forgotten.     We  had 

one  or  two  words  more  on  the  second  *?  ^""^^  **  ^^^^?  matters  not  only  from 

subject  touched  upon,  viz.,  the  question  -  *?«  P^»^*   ^\  ^i^w   of  fine   strategy   as 

of   colonial   defence.     He    should  have  ^^^^fd  by  the   Committee  of  Defence, 

been    further   glad    if    the   right    hon.  ^"*  ^^^^  *^«  P^*'^*  ^^  ^«w  of  the  ordin- 

(ientleman  had  been  able,  after  laying  i  ^^7  "^an  m  the  street.    We  had  not  only 

down  very  fullv  and  clearly  the  general  ^  consider  them  calmly  as  we  did  when 

raUimnd  of  Imperial  defence,  to  show  the  ^^^e  was  no  war  in  being  or  in  prospect. 

House  the  necessity  for  the  increase  or  ^^*  ^«  ^^^  ^  consider  the  result  on  the 

decrease  of  the  Regular  Army,  and  the  ^^^^^  when  we  were  in  a  condition  of 

distribution   of   the    particular   kind  of  disturbance  or  m  a  condition  of  war  and 

forces  required   for  the  defence  of  this  **  ^^8^^  ^^  ^^'^^  *^«  pnnciples  which  we 

country.    As    to    the    question    of  the  couldlaydown  ngidly  for  our  Army  m  time 

defence  of    India,   the    Prime  Minister  ^^  Pe^ce  might  be  found  a  little  more  diffi- 

spoke  of    it    as  being,    at  the  present  cult  to  act  upon  m  time  of  disturbance  and 

moment,  satisfactory,  and  one  that  did  '^  ^^^^  ^^  ^^r.    Governments  could  not 

not  demand  any  great  change,  although  alwaysactuponhighprincipl-^s  of  strategy. 

in  a  very  short  time  that  position  might  Thatthiswas  so  couldbe  proved  by  going 

become  unsatisfactory  and  might  demand  ^*^^  *<>  the  South  African  War,  during 

very   serious  consideration.     Now,  what ,  which  questions  of  strategy  were  often 

would  be  the  effect  of  a  position  of  the  sacrificed  to  political  exigencies.  Take  the 
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policy  of  Dundee,  the  action  in  regard  to  <  leaving  our  shores,  although  it  ought  on 
v^hich  was  condemned  by  all  generals  and  ;  strategical  considerations  to  go.  That 
strategists,  but  which  was  nevertheless  would  have  the  effect  of  preventing  the 
adhered  to  in  deference  to  the  opinions  Fleet  from  being  used  upon  what  might 
of  the  people,  who  were  not  generals  and  \  be  the  right  strategy.  It  might  therefoic 
not  strategists,  but  who  in  time  of  i%ar  i  be  that  through  the  popular  feeling  of  tho 
would  insidt  that  their  will — i|^norant  as  '  country  acting  upon  Ministers,  they 
they  might  be  on  these  matters — must  I  might  not  carry  their  conclusions  to  a. 
prevail.  Therefore  he  looked  with  some  logical  or  clear  conclusion, 
'anxiety  to  the  application  of  this  doctrine. 
There  had  been  no  changes  since   the 

speech  of  three  years  ago  which  should  j  Mr.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.)  said  h3 
induce  him  to  make  this  change,  except '  wished  to  join  in  the  expressions  of  satis- 
that  event  at  Clacton-on-Si^a  which  had  !  faction  which  had  been  heard  on  that 
made  such  a  deep  impression  upon  the  '  side  of  the  House,  and  on  the  other  side 
Secretary  for  War.  ,  also,    in  regard   to  the   speech   of  the 

Prime  Minister.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
It  was  impossible  to  say  what  we  should  i  man  had  done  much  to  reassure  them, 
do,  or  any  other  country  would  do,  in  case  '  and  his  declarations  had  been  in  sharp 
of  invasion.  It  was  clear  that  the  prize  contrast  to  a  great  deal  which  had  been 
involved  by  the  invasion  of  this  coimtry  said  during  the  last  few  years  as  to  tho 
was  so  tremendous  that  it  would  not  |  necessity  for  increased  expenditure,  and 
matter  to  France  or  Germany  if  they  lost ;  as  regarded  the  North-West  Frontier  of 
100,000,  200,000,  or  300,000  men.  The  India  his  declarations  had  differed  a 
price  of  that  kind  which  would  have  to  be  great  deal  from  some  opinions  which  he 
paid  would  be  absolutely  trivial  to  coun-  had  expressed  before.  On  the  subject 
tries  which  could  command  so  lar^e  a  '  of  the  possible  invasion  of  this  country 
number  of  men.  Allusions  had  been  made  |  he  had  only  one  remark  to  make.  It  was 
as  to  the  enhanced  possibilities  of  invasion  j  not  altogether  imimportant  to  observe 
because  of  wireless  telegraphy,  the  im- !  that  the  practical  conclusion  drawn  from 
provement  of  other  appliances,  and  so  on,  ^  hif^tory  was  that  this  country  was  not 
but  surely  those  considerations  applied  to  ;  likely  to  be  exposed  to  any  foreign  inva- 
the  attacking  force  as  well  as  to  the  de-  sion,  and  it  was  confirmed  by  the  fact 
fending  force,  and  what  could  be  used  by  ,  that  since  the  landing  of  William  the 
one  could  be  used  by  the  others.    Infor-  i  Conqueror  there  had  been  no  invasion  of 


mation  of  that  sort  would  be  very  useful 
if  one  knew  where  it  was.    Apart,  how 
<»ver,  from  the  question  whether  invasion 


this  country  by  a  hostile  force.  That 
was  to  say  that  there  never  had  been 
any  invasion  of  this  country  which  had 


was  or  was  not  possible,  how  was  the  |  not  been  invited  by  friends  in  this 
matter  to  be  brought  closer  home  to  all  i  country.  It  was  an  obvious  remark  that 
the  people  of  this  country  ?  The  Prime  the  conditions  had  entirely  changed. 
Minister  by  a  close  argument  sought  to  I  It  was  true  that  steam  and  odier 
show  that  invasion  was  not  possible, !  scientific  discoveries  had  made  a  gieat 
but  he  did  not  seem  to  have  covered  i  difference ;  but  they  had  made  a 
the  whole  of  the  possibilities.  Let  I  great  difference  both  ways.  They  had 
them  take  the  hypothesis  that  when  made  differences  in  regard  to  defence, 
an  attack  was  made  the  Regular  as  well  as  in  regard  to  attack,  and. 
Army  was  out  of  the  country  and  \  therefore,  he  thought  the  general  conclu- 
the  Channel  Fleet  was  required  in  other  \  sion  which  should  be  drawn  from  history 
than  home  waters ;  he  was  very  much  |  in  regard  to  the  invasion  of  this  country 
afraid  that  the  country  would  not  be  I  against  the  will  of  its  own  people  re- 
thoroughly  satisfied  with  proclamation  |  mained  true  of  the  future  as  of  the  past, 
or  pronoimcement  of  the  Commissioners  I  The  difficulty  of  invasion  remained  as 
of  Defence.  He  was  very  much  afraid  |  great  as  ever,  founded  as  it  was  partly 
that  the  country  would  exercise  the  most  upon  geographical  conditions  and  partly 
tremendous  pressure  upon  the  Ministers  ,  on  the  character  of  our  people.  Even 
of  the  day,  and  that  that  might  possibly  |  the  landing  of  William  of  Orange  was 
have  the  effect  of  ^preventing  the  Fleet  done  at  the  bidding  of  a  large  party  in 
Mr,  Fed. 
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Eo^and  who  received  him  with  open  i  expenditure  had  come  to  an  end,  because 
iras.  Therefore  he  had  to  congratulate  it  had  been  a  very  heavy  drain  upon 
'lie  Prime  Minister  on  arriving  by  his  India,  and  he  was  afraid  a  good  deal  of  it 
Committee  of  Defence  at  the  same  con-  -had  been  wasted.  If  this  heavy  drain 
ilnsion  which  students  of  history  had  i  for  military  expenditure  could  be  stopped 
come  to  when  they  had  considered  all  a  great  deal  could  be  done  for  the 
that  history  had  to  say  on  the  subject.       internal    development    of    India.      He 

should  like  to   emphasise  the  extreme 
is  to  the  North-West  Frontier  of  India,  'importance  of  keeping  taxation  at  the 
the  rig^t  hon.  Gentleman  had  reassured    lowest  point  possible, 
them  very  much  as  regarded  the  views 

of  the  Goveminent.  He  had  dealt  mth.  ^^^  GIBSON  BOWLES  said  the 
.ppiopriate  weight,  and  not  more  than  Committee  had  heard  from  the  right 
^n.xopnate  weight,  upon  the  enormous  j^j,„  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister 
ph^cal  difficulties  which  would  prevent  i  ^  ^^g^  interesting  statement,  and  one 
jawlvanceof  RussiathroughAfghanistan.  ^i,ich,  on  the  whole,  would  be  received 
h  addition  to  the  physical  obstacles  ,  ^j^j^  gatisfaction  by  the  House.  But  it 
which  would  be  interposed  in  the  way  ^^^  certainly  illustrated  in  a  special 
<rf  mch  an  advance,  there  would  be  the    ^  the.  danger  of    treating  in    the 

opposition  of  the  Afghans  themselves  to  be  ^^^^  ^hose  high  questions  of  strategy 
acoontered.  No  more  warlike  people  ^^^,1^  ^^^  y^  entertained  and  decided 
anted  in  the  whole  world,  and  there  was  .  such  a  body  as  the  Committee  of 
»  race  which  was  more  disposed  to  resent  i/efence,  but  which  in  their  essence  and 
the  intrusion  of  any  invaders,  as  we  knew  ^^„  ^^^^  f^^^^  ah^u^  be  restricted,  he 
.0  onr  cost.  The  difficulty  which  would  thought,  to  that  Committee  alone.  It 
k  encountered  by  an  enemy  advancing  ,^  impossible  to  discuss  frankly  and 
ttiongh  the  Afghan  territory  to  the.  f^^g,  j^  ^^e  House  questions  of  strategy 
Bntah  outposts  would  be  almost  as  great  without  very  great  danger  of  arousing 
m  traversing  Bntwh  territory  as  it  was  ,  atjbiUties  that  had  better  be  left 
in  Afehamstan  Itself.  Their  difficulties  „^t^,„g^ej  It  was  probably  unavoidable 
of  transport  over  the  150  miles  to  our  tj^^^,  in  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  state- 
outpogts  would  be  enormous.  Those  !  ^,^^4  jj^  ghould  have  had  to  take  the 
who  had  long  paid  attention  to  this  ,  concrete  instance  he  did  of  a  possible 
-laesbon  would  be  reassured  by  the  ,  invasion  of  these  islands  by  a  specific 
wwds  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  p^^^^^  ^„^  ^Yie  possible  invasion  of  India 
had  spoken.  He  wished  to  know  if  they  ^y  another  specific  Power.  At  the  same 
m.0it  take  it  that  the  conclusion  arrived  jj^jg  j^  ^^^  calculated  to  give  ri-;e  to 
at  by  the  Imperial  Defence  Committee  ;  g^,^^  misapprehension,  and  he  thought  it 


betokened  a  reduction  of  Indian  expen- 
diture upon  the  defence  of  the  North 
West  Frontier  and  upon  the  fortresses, 


was  well  that  some  Member  of  the  House 
should  emphasise  the  fact  that  the  Prime 
Minister  only  took  these  as  supposititious 


»hich  had  been  an  enormous  source  of  ^^^  ^^^  ^jj^t  no  further  notice  need  ba 
*xpenditure  dunng  the  last  twenty-five  ^.^^^^^  ^f  ji^g  matter.  It  would  not  be,  he 
0:  thirty  years.  That  expenditure  had  ^new,  by  the  Governments  of  the  two 
been  very  largely  drawn  from  the  re- !  countries  interested,  and  he  hoped  that 
sources  of  the  people,  and  a  good  deal  of  ^^„jj  ^e  the  case  also  with  regard  to  the 
It,  he  was  afraid,  had  been  wasted  p^^gg  ^^  ^^^^  countries  CDucerned.  It 
He  understood  the  Bolan  Railway  had  ^^^^^  ^te  most  unfortunate  if  an 
now  been  abandoned  as  it  was  not ;  impression  got  abroad  that  the  Prime 
regarded  as  being  any  longer  needed  for  Minister  or  any  Member  of  that  House 
stratepc  purposes.  But  those  who  apprehended  that  we  were  in  danger  of  an 
lemembered  the  Russian  scare  in  1885  1  i^^^ion  of  India  by  Russia  or  of  these 
would  remember  that  enormous  sums  of  ^^^^^^  ^  j-j^^^^ 
money  were  spent  on  new  railway  con- 
struction both  before  and  after  that  There  was  one  passage  in  the 
time,  and  particularly  upon  that  line  .  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
'■hich  traversed  the  Bolan  Pass.  One  which  certainly  was  of  very  great 
would  like  to   know    whether  all  that    concern ;  that  was  the  passage  m  which 
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he  referred  to  railways  in  Afghanistan.  |  aggerated.     He  would  not  say  that  the 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  rail-  !  submarine  was  useless,  but  it  was  ex- 
ways  in  Afghanistan  must  not  be  made  |  tremely  restricted   in    its  uses,   and  h&- 
in  time  of  peace,  and  that  any  attempt  ["diould  be  sorry  indeed  if  the  impression 
to  build  railways  in  Afghanistan  would   were  to  go  abroad  that  it  was  no  longer 
be  looked  upon  hs  an  act  of  aggression  ;  the  battleship  and  the  cruiser  we  were  ta- 
towards  this  country.    As  that  phrase  |  rely  upon  for  our  naval  defence,  or  that 
stood  it  applied  not  merely  to  the  build- ,  we  were  to  put  them  practically  aside  in 
ing  of  railways   by  Russia,  but  to  the  [  order  to  place  our  chief  reliance  on  the- 
building  of   railways    by    the   Afghans  |  submaiine  and  the  torpedo-boat  destroyer., 
themselves.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman, 

however,  made  use  of   another    phrase  |      He  also  agreed  with  the  Prime  Minister 
which    he    hoped    put    another     com- '  thataninvasionof  India  wasimpracticable- 


plexion  on  the  matter.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  the  Afghans  would 
certainly  obtain  the  assistance    of  the 


During  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  speech 
he  ventured  to  suggest  to  him  that  the 
Kandahar  route  was  the  one  which  had 


British  in  defending  their  independence.  I  to  be  watched.  That  was  the  route- 
Therefore,  what  he  understood  the  state-  which  conquerors  of  India  had  followed  in 
ment  of  the  right  hon.  Gentbman  with  '  the  past,  and  which  wonld-be  conquerors- 
reference  to  railways  in  Afghanistan  to  i  of  India  would  have  to  follow  in  the  future* 
mean  was  that  there  was  supposed  to  be  But  the  main  defence  of  India  lay  in  the 
some  risk  of  Russia  putting  pressure  on  |  fact  that  we  held,  as  he  trusted  we  should, 
Afghanistan  to  obtain  concessions  for  the  conmiand  of  the  sea  and  the  shores- 
making  railways  in  that  country  by  j  of  the  Persian  Gulf,  and  it  was  from  the 
Russian  capital  and  Russian  hands,  and  sea  by  Kurachee  that  the  relieving  armies 
that  if  that  were  pressed  to  such  a  point ,  would  come  if  it  was  necessary  t<y 
as  to  require  fuither  assistance  towards  j  reinforce  the  garrison  of  India.  Here  he 
resistance  by  Afghanistan  such  assis-  came  to  what  he  thought  was  the  most 
tance  would  be  given  by  Great  Britain.  !  serious  development  of  the  debate.  Since 
If  that  was  the  right  construction  ,  the  existence  of  the  Committee  of  Defence- 
to  put  on  the  right  hon.  Gentle-  ,  there  had  been  a  complete  reversal  not 
man's  statements,  he  welcomed  them,  merely  of  our  naval  policy,  but  of  the 
He  hoped  it  was  understood  in  India  very  conception  upon  which  that  policy 
that  the  best  way  of  defending  the  I  was  founded.  Ever  since  we  took 
frontier  was  to  leave  the  quick-set  hedge  i  Gibraltar  the  basis  of  our  policy  had  beea 
of  Afghanistan  where  it  was,  between  us  the  obtaining  of  stations  at  useful 
and  Russia,  and  that,  if  we  were  to  |  strategic  points  in  various  parts  of  the 
move  at  all  in  Afghanistan,  it  should  be  world,  and  as  the  world  became  larger  so 
in  the  direction  of  assisting  the  Afghans  '  our  desire  for  coaling  stations  increased, 
when  they  wanted  assistance,  and  of  \  The  recent  action  of  the  Admiralty,  which 
avoiding  any  interference  on  our  part  |  must  have  been  taken  with  the  concur- 
tending  to  anything  like  the  conquest  of  rence  and  after  the  consideration  of  the 
that  country.  Defence  Committee,  involved  the  aban 


donment  of  our  naval  bases  almost  all  over 
He  wholly  agreed  with  the  view  '  the  worid  with  the  exception  of  Gibraltar.. 
of  the  Prime  Minister  that  a  serious  j  xhe  abandonment  of  Jamaica  was  a  very- 
invasion  of  these  islands  was  im-  '  serious  matter,  inasmuch  as  Jamaica  was. 
possible,  or  at  any  rate  impracticable,  I  taking  upon  itself  at  the  present  time,  in 
though  he  did  not  entirely  agree  with  the  I  consequence     of    the    proximate     con- 


reasons  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  given  for  that  conclusion.  It 
seemed    to    him    that   the    right    hon. 


struction  of  .a  Panama  canal,  a  far 
greater  importance  than  it  had  ever 
before    possessed.     Let  the  Committee 


Gentleman  placed  too  little  reliance  on  j  think,  too,  of  our  long  Eastern  hue  of  com- 
the  battleship  and  the  cruiser,  and  too  munication.  We  had  a  station  at  Aden 
much  reliance  on  the  submarine  and  the  and  another  at  Hong-Kong.  The  principal 
torpedo-boat  destroyer.  His  own  firm  j  strategic  point  between  those  two  stations- 
conviction  was  that  belief  in  the  sub-  was  Trincomalee,  which  was  one  of  the 
marine  had  been  far  too  much  ex-  great  strategic  points  of  the  whole  world* 
Mr,  Gibson  Bowles, 


I 
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We  bad  been  at  great  expense  in  fortify- 
ing Trincomalee;  it  had  the  most  perfect 
deep-water  land-locked  and  defensible 
harbour  in  the  world,  but  without  a 
word  of  explanation  it  was  now  being 
disarmed  and  the  buildings  put  into 
the  bands  of  caretakers.  It  was  no 
u^e  sa3ring  that  we  had  Colombo  on 
the  otber  side  of  Ceylon,  for  as 
Colombo  was  an  extremely  bad  harbour, 
indefensible  and  undefended,  and  so 
open  to  the  south-west  monsoon  that 
the  small  guns  had  to  be  taken  away 
along  the  mole  when  the  monsoon  broke. 
He  was  not  prepared  to  say  that  this 
policy  was  wrong,  but  it  was  such  a 
fundamental  reversal  of  the  naval  policy 
pursued  by  successive  Boards  of  Admir- 
alty for  over  two  centuries  that  he  was 
sorprised  no  explanation  or  defence  of  it 
had  been  given. 


Another    great    alteration    in     naval 
policy  was  represented  by  the   getting 
rid    of     obsolete     ships.     He    believed 
that   course  of   action  to  be  right,  but 
the  Committee  ought  to  be  told  upon 
what  grounds  so  serious  a  step  had  been 
taken .    Parliament  had  a  right  to  ask  iv  hy 
at  this  moment,  after  successive   Boards 
of  Admiralty  had  been    adding  to  the 
Fleet  and  keeping  the  old  ships,  a  resolu- 
tion had  suddenly  been   arrived  at  that 
ships  which  we  formerly  thought  to  be 
useful    were     now     considered     wholly 
mischievous,  and  that  it  was  better  to 
have  few  ships  of  modem   date  than  to 
have  a  large  number  more  or  less  obsolete. 
It  was  all  the  more  necefsary  that  the 
principle  upon  which  this  step  had  been 
taken    should  be  stated,  because    since 
the  decision    had    been      come    to     it 
had      been     claimed     that      some     of 
the      vesseb    held      to     be      obsolete 
were  not  obsolete  at  all,  but  were  useful 
for  many  purposes.     He  regretted,  there- 
fore, that  no  explanation  of  this  change 
of  policy  had  been  given. 

This  question  of  the  naval  bases  had 
its  most  strange  example  in  the  case  of 
Rosyth.  That  base  was  decided  upon  and 
the  land  bought  in  1903  after  the  Com- 
mittee of  Defence  came  into  existence ; 
therefore  it  must  have  teen  with  the  con- 
currence of  that  body.  The  intention  must 
have  been  to  make  Rosyth  a  great  naval 
base,  as  it  would  have  been  utterly  in- 
defensible to  spend   so  large  a  sum  of 


money  if  it  had  been  intended  to  make^ 
it  a  mere  coal  hole.  Why,  then,  the^ 
alteration  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  ADMIR- 
ALTY (iMr.  Pretyman,  Suffolk,  Wood- 
bridge)  :  What  alteration  ? 

♦Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES :  The  aban« 
donment  of  Rosyth. 

Mr.  PRETYMAN  :  Who  said  it  was- 
abandoned  ? 

♦Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  Will  the 
hon.  Gentleman  deny  that  Rosyth  is  being; 
abandoned  ? 

Mr.  PRETYMAN:  I  absolutely  denjr 
it.  I  do  not  know  whence  the  hon. 
Gentleman  derives  his  information.  I 
have  never  said  so. 

♦Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said  he  was 
speaking  not  of  what  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  said,  but  of  what  was  being 
done.  He  was  dependent  for  his  infor- 
mation upon  the  usual  sources.  If  the 
hon.  Gentleman  declared  that  the  gentle- 
men sent  to  Rosyth  to  prepare  plans  for 
a  great  base  had  not  been  taken  away,, 
and  that  the  works  were  being  proceeded 
with  as  originally  intended,  that  would 
touch  what  he  was  saying. 

Mr.  PRETYMAN:  The  work  has 
been  done  exactly  in  accordance  with 
the  principle  that  was  laid  before  this 
House  on  the  introduction  of  the  Naval 
Works  Bill.  In  the  first  place,  a  staff 
was  to  be  sent  to  Rosyth  to  prepare 
plans,  and  not  to  start  constructing 
works.  That  stafi  has  been  sent  there,  and 
plans  have  been  prepared ;  and,  so  far  as 
these  plans  are  concerned,  there  is  no 
further  necessity  for  the  work  to  be 
continued.  That  the  works  arising  out 
of  those  plans  have  been  abandoned  is  a 
pure  myth  from  beginning  to  end.  It 
appears  to  be  a  habit  in  the  newspapers 
in  this  country  to  follow  the  movements 
of  certain  individuals,  and  then  to  draw 
totally  unwarranted  deductions  from 
them.  This  deduction  is  totally  un- 
warranted. It  will  be  the  duty  of  the 
Admiralty,  in  due  course,  to  lay  before 
this  House  proposab  regarding  Rosyth, 
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and  the  suggestion  that  beoause  certain 
individuals  who  have  been  preparing 
plans  there  have  finished  their  work  and 
left,  therefore  Rosyth  has  been  aban- 
doned, is  absolutely  without  foundation. 

*Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said  he 
igathered  from  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
statement  that  Rosyth  was  still  to  be  a 
great  naval  base,  and  that  all  the  works 
necessary  for  that  purpose  were  to  be 
constructed  in  due  course.  If  that  were 
fio,  he  seriously  regretted  it.  He  had 
hoped  that  the  Committee  of  Defence 
had  put  a  stopper  on  this  most  foolish 
and  unstrategic  expenditure  of  money  on 
a  place  which  was  not  so  good  as  any  one 
of  our  existing  great  naval  bases.  The 
coast  of  Europe  from  Ushant  to  the  Blbe 
might  be  regarided  almost  as  a  straight  line, 
with  its  centre  at  Calais,  while  the  British 
coast  line  from  Calais  up  to  the  Firth  of 
Forth  was  not  parallel  with  the  coast  of 
Europe,  as  so  many  people  seemed  to 
imagine,  but  at  a  right  angle  to  it. 
That  being  so,  it  would  be  seen  that  the 
nearest  point  and  the  most  advantageous 
position  from  which  to  act  upon  the 
coast  of  Europe  was  not  Rosyth  but 
Chatham,  which  was  nearer  to  any  coast 
against  which  we  might  have  to  operate, 
was  just  as  near  to  any  of  the  seas  in 
which  we  might  be  concerned,  and  was 
far  nearer  our  own  other  bases  of  Ports- 
mouth and  Plymouth.  Consequently 
there  was  no  strategic  advantage  in 
having  another  base  in  the  position  of 
Rosyth.  The  selection  of  Rosyth  as 
a  great  naval  base  was,  in  fact,  a  grave 
strategic  mistake,  and  he  had  strongly 
hoped  that  the  Committee  of  Defence  had 
recogmised  the  fact  and  remedied  the 
mistake.  He  was  extremely  sorry  to 
liear  that  that  was  not  the  case,  but  that 
these  most  useless  and  unnecessary  works, 
from  a  strategic  point  of  view,  were  to  be 
continued. 

He  had  come  down  to  the  House 
expecting  to  hear  something  about 
the  constitution  of  the  Committee  of  De- 
fence and  its  working,  instead  of  which  the 
Committee  had  had  a  most  important  | 
and  interesting  strategic  speech  from  the  ; 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury.  He  thought 
they  were  entitled  to  hear  something 
more  of  the  Committee  of  Defence  than 
they  had  yet  heard.    In  February,  1903, 

Mr.  Prttijman. 


when  the  Committee  was  introduced,  it 
was  done  in  the  shape  of  an  abstract 
Resolution,  and  they  were  then  told  that 
it  was  a  tentative  proposal.  The  Prime 
Minister  repeated  that  on  August  2nd. 
190i,  when  he  said  that  the  Committee 
w»8  still  tentative  and  embryonic.  Had 
it  now  ceased  to  be  tentative  and  em- 
bryonic, and  had  it  taken  such  a  form 
that  they  might  reckon  upon  it  as  a  per- 
manent institution  for  deciding  strategic 
questions  ?  If  he  understood  the  Prime 
lunister  aright,  he  was  looking  forward  to 
the  time  when  the  Committee  of  Defence 
would  include  representatives  from  the 
Colonies.  His  own  private  opinion  was 
that  they  had  better  keep  their  strategic 
Committee  to  themselves.  Although  it 
might  be  advisable  to  bring  colonial 
representatives  before  the  Committee  of 
Defence  they  ought  not  to  form  part  of 
the  Committee,  but  should  be  called 
before  it,  as  the  Attorney-General  was, 
simply  to  give  advice,  and  should  not 
form  a  part  of  the  Committee  itself. 
If  they  were  to  form  part  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Defence,  great  difficulties  would 
arise,  for  they  would  have  to  have  repre- 
sentatives from  each  colony.  But  the 
Colonies  difiered  in  material  and  in 
strategic  importance.  The  strategic  im- 
portance of  Australia,,  for  instance,  was 
very  great,  and  the  problems  that  would 
arise  in  regard  to  the  defence  of  Australia 
would  be  of  far  greater  import  than  the 
problems  of  defence  in  connection  with 
other  colonies  and  smaller  places.  How, 
then,  could  they  have  colonial  representa- 
tives on  the  Committee  on  equal  terms 
with  equal  powers  ? 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  dwelt 
at  great  length  upon  the  question  of  a 
possible  invasion  of  these  islands,  and 
he  had  demonstrated  clearly  that  it 
was  impracticable.  He  had  also  dwelt 
upon  the  question  of  a  forcible  invasion 
of  India,  but  he  gave  the  go-by,  perhaps 
for  want  of  time,  to  the  question  of  the 
defence  of  the  Colonies.  Now  that  was 
one  of  the  most  difficult  of  all  tho 
questions  with  which  the  Committee  of 
Defence  had  to  deal.  He  did  not  allude 
to  the  question  of  expense,  although 
that  was  serious  enough,  but  when  they 
had  to  consider  the  defence  of  colonies 
such  as  the  Cape,  Australia,  Hong-Kong, 
Canada,  to  the  Western  coast  of  North 
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Axnezioa,  they  laised  questioiia  of  the 
highest  strategic  importance.  These 
were  questioiid  as  to  which  he  was  sare 
they  would  have  been  glad  to  hear  some- 
thing. 

He    had    not   himsett    been   entirely 
satisfied    with   the    constitution  of  the 
Committee  ^f  Defence.    Members  should 
remember  that  it  was  formed  in  order 
T3  sopplant  the  old  Cabinet  Committee 
of  Defence.     It  now  consisted  of  eight 
persons,  four  of  whom  were  still  Cabinet 
Ministers,  two  others  were  the  Military 
Commander-in-Cblef  and  the  Naval  First 
Sea  Lord,  and  the  remaining  two  were 
the   heads  of  the   Naval  and    Military 
Intelligence    Departments.       Therefore, 
they  had  a  body  composed  of  very  un- 
equally graded  officers,  and  he  conceived 
■a  great  difficulty  in  getting,  for  example, 
the  head  of  the  Intelligence  Department 
to  stand  up  against  his  superior  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty.    Those  inequali- 
ties ou|^t  to  have  been  avoided  in  the 
constitation    of    this   Committee.     One 
point  his  right  hon.  friend  had  insisted 
on  was  that  this  Conmiittee  should  not 
be  executive  in  any  respect,  and  that  it 
was,  and  ought  to  be,  only  an  advisory 
body.    He  thought  that  was  quite  right. 
But  one  essential  advisory  element  was 
still    lacking.     He    had   always     urged 
that   on   this    Committee    there  ought 
to  be  an  international  lawyer  to  answer 
questions  which  he  was  sure  the  Prime 
>Gn]ster  would    agree  constantly  arose 
ia    discussing    the    practical   questions 
involved  in  war.     He  also  still  thought 
the  Committee  should  have  a  permanent 
secretary    and    archivist.      It    was    all 
important    that  some  element   of  per- 
manence should  be  given  to  this  Com- 
mittee,    because     the      four      Cabinet 
Ministers  were   here   to-dav   and    gone 
to-morrow,  and  the  other  four  officials 
on   the  Committee,  at  the  most,   only 
served    an    average   of    five    years    in 
their  particular  positions.   Consequently, 
they  had  a  changing  body    without  a 
sufficient  element  of  permanence.      He 
agreed,  however,  that  the  present  Com- 
mittee of  Defence  wa^  undoubtedly  an  im- 
provement upon  the  old  system  of  having 
merely  a  Cabinet  Committee.     That  was 
simply  a  section  of  the  Cabinet  which  ad- 
vised itself.    He  understood  that  still 
further  improvements  were  to  be  made, 


and  certainly  they  had,  on  the  whole, 
reason  to  oongratulate  themselves  to-day 
upon  the  very  serious  and  important 
conclusion  the  Defence  Committee  had 
arrived  at  with  regard  to  the  invasion 
of  these  islands  and  tn  the  defence  of 
India. 


*Mr.  HALDANE  (Haddingtonshire) 
said  he  thought  that  a  good  deal 
of  this  debate  had  travelled  on 
ground  which  had  not  much  con- 
nection with  the  Committee  of  Defence. 
Various  interesting  topics  had  come 
before  the  Committee,  but  this 
new  element  in  our  Constitution  had 
received  rather  less  attention  than  it  de- 
served. Speaking  for  himself  he  could  not 
regard  the  various  military  and  naval 
hypotheses  discussed  that  afternoon  a^ 
nearly  so  important  or  tangible  as  the 
real  question  before  the  Committee. 
Tae  Committee  of  Defence  had  to  deal 
with  problems  greater  than  any  other 
Department,  greater  than  those  of  the 
Army  and  Navy,  and  they  required 
to  be  handled  with  the  very  highest 
naval,  military,  and  civilian  skill  which 
could  be  brought  together  for  that 
purpose.  Ths  Prime  Minister,  in  his 
very  interesting  speech,  raised  a  corner 
of  the  curtain  and  gave  them  some 
indication  of  the  kind  of  work  which  the 
Committee  of  Defence  was  doing.  He 
thought  the  most  powerful  criticism 
made  on  his  speech  came  from  the  right 
hon.  Grentleman  the  Member  for  the 
Forest  of  Dean,  who  pointed  out  what 
the  consequences  of  even  two  years  of 
this  sort  of  close  examination  might 
achieve.  It  was  clear  that  in  the  past 
millions  of  money  had  been  thrown  into 
the  sea,  and  still  more  millions  had  been 
expended  on  useless  military  works,  and, 
if  the  kind  of  attention  now  being  given 
b>  the  Committee  of  Defence  had  been 
given  to  the  matter  in  years  gone  by,  the 
country  would  have  been  a  good  deal 
richer  than  it  was  at  the  present  time. 

He  thought  they  were  very  much  in- 
debted to  the  Prime  Minister  for  the 
consecutive  sketch  he  gave  of  the  work 
the  Defence  Committee  had  been  doing. 
It  was  obvious  that  in  the  framing  of 

that  Committee  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was    entitled     to    very    great     credit ; 
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the     idea     which     underlay    his    con- 
ception    of    it    had    been    that    they 
could    not    govern    any    more,    in    the 
vast  problems  to  be  dealt  with,  entirely 
by  Department?.     There  must  come  in 
questions    which  wore  too  big  for  any 
one    Department   and  which    must   be 
handled  by  the  Government  as  a  whole 
and  by  the  head  of  the  Gk)vemment. 
In  order  to  handle   them  the    Govern- 
ment must  have  expert  assistance  on  a 
scale  which  it  never  could  have  in  any 
mere  Departmental  inquiry.    A  further 
element  at  the  bottom  of  the  conclusion 
to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
come  must  have  been  the  point  of  con- 
tinuity.   That  was    a    very  important 
point  in  this  connection.     If  they  were 
going  to  work  out  problems  of  naval 
and   military  strategy  they  must  have 
available  for  future  Ministers  some  record 
of  the  deliberations  and  the  decisions 
come  to.     In  other  words,  an  element  of 
continuity  must  run  through  Imperial 
j  olicy,    however    great  Party   changes 
might  be.     It  would  have  been  better 
if    we    had     had     continuity     in    the 
past.    Look  at  the  enormous   contrast 
between  the  position  in  which  we  stood 
to-day,  and  the  position  in  which  we 
did  frtand.      In  another  place  a  Motion 
was  going  to  be  made  for  the  printing 
of  the   famous    letter  of    the   Duke  of 
Wellington   as  to  the  invasion  of  these 
islands.      If    they    looked    about    they 
could  find  half-a-dozen  declarations  of 
the  most  eminent  soldiers  of  the  most 
alaimist  character,  and  they  might  find  an 
equal  number  of  declarations  of  admirals 
from  Lord  Nelson  downwards  in  a  contrary 
direction.      Up  to   now  there  had  been 
no  record  of  the   systematic  considera- 
tion of  them,   and  no    examination  of 
them  by    anybody    able    to    deal  with 
them.     It  would  be  useful  to  know  what 
the     Defence     Committee     thought    in 
1905,  in  1910,  and  in  1915.    By  havirg 
this  record  they  would  have  something 
very  much  more  reliable  than  anything 
open  to  them  up  to  the  present  moment. 
On  a  Comm.ttee  of  this  kind  they  could 
get  expert  assistance  such  as  could  not 
be     got    in    any    mere    Departmental 
arrangement.      One   did    not    wish    to 
mention  individuals  in  this  connection, 
but  he  might  be  allowed   to  say  that 
Sir     George     Clarke    was  ,  a    valuable 
functionary  in   work  of  this  kind,  and 
Mr,  Haldane, 


he      could     bring    to     the     work     an 
amount  of  knowledge  which  would  not  be 
easy  to  find    if    he  was   bound  by  the- 
traditions  of  the  Department  to  which 
he  belonged.     In  addition   to  the  best 
naval  and  military  talent,  they  got  in  the^ 
Defence  Committee  business  talent, which, 
in  his  opinion,  counted  for  a  great  deal. 
For  that  reason  alone   he  thought  the^ 
Committee  would  be  a  valuable  one.    He 
was  not  sure  that  it  was  an  example  that- 
should  stop    with  naval    and    military 
matters.    A  good  deal  could  be  said  for  a. 
similar  arrangement  in  the  administra- 
tion of  the  Colonial  and  Foreign  Offices, 
and   also  in  connection  with  questions 
which  concerned  our  foreign  relations  and. 
involved  so  much  that  they  could  not  be 
relegated  to  one  Department. 

Mr,  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  is  perfectly  right* 
That  happens  now. 

♦Mr.  HALDANE  said  he  knew  it  was  so- 
in  legard  to  colonial  defence.  Take,  for 
instance,  for  the  sake  of  a  concrete  illus- 
tration, such  a  question  as  that  of  Alaska » 
That  was  a  matter  that  concerned  the 
affairs  of  the  Dominion  Government,  and 
not  only  the  Colonial  Office  or  the 
Foreign  Office.  One  would  have  thought 
that  was  a  matter  which  a  Committee 
with  a  wide  survey — an  Imperial  Com- 
mittee and  not  merely  a  British  Com- 
mittee— would  be  capable  of  handling 
with  great  force.  It  would  be  extremely 
interesting  to  learn  from  the  Prime 
Minister  that  even  the  germ  of  sucb 
an  idea  had  been  attained.  HeMid  not 
think  the  matter  stopped  even  with  such 
things  as  these.  He  believed  that  right, 
through  the  organisation  of  the  Execu- 
tive of  this  country  there  was  room  for  co- 
ordination and  for  bringing  out  the  power 
of  expert  assistance  in  a  manner  they 
would  never  have  so  long  as  they  looked 
to  the  Department  itself.  He  felt  that 
the  example  of  the  Defence  Conmiittee 
was  one  which  this  Ministry  or  future 
Ministries  might  do  well  to  follow  up 
with  the  view  to  bringing  the  Executive 
of  the  country  into  considerably  better 
condition  than  it  was  at  present. 

The  question  of  Indian  defence  was  a 
most  thorny  and  difficult  one,  and  he  felt 
there  was  very  much  force  in  the  remark 
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<A  tbe  Prime  Minister  thalr  one  fortnight 
of  Lord  Kitchener  at  home  sitting  with 
the     Defence     Committee    was    worth 
months  of  despatches.    When  they  got 
to  the  snpreme  problem  of  the  relation 
between  the  military  and  naval  defence 
•of   this  country  they  had    a  question 
Trtkich  had  been  engaging  the  attention 
of  successive  Governments  for  a  quarter 
<A  a  century  past.     For  the  first  time 
they  had   something  like  a  chance    of 
getting  an  intelligent  view  of  the  relations 
of  these  two  branches  of  Imperial  defence. 
If  we   had  had  these   things  before  no 
one  could    doubt  that  we   should  have 
been  enormously  better  ofE.       We  should 
have  had  an  Army  scheme  by  this  time, 
and  we  should  have  had  a  saving  of  that 
money  which  had  been  thrown  away  by 
following  out  a  ridicalous  and  antiqoated 
policy.     A  Committee  appointed  in  Lord 
Pafanerston's  time  had  given  rise   to  a 
tradition  under  which  more  money  bad 
been  thrown  away  on  military  works  than 
liad   hapnened  under  almost    any  other 
head.     They  might  have  had  something 
of  a  clear  view  as  to  what  was  to  be  the 
nature  of  the  distribution  of  the  naval 
forces  of  the  country.    Tbey  had  got  this 
great  change  in  the  nature  of  things  that 
there  was  hardly  a  sphere  in  which  this 
i^ommittee  of  Defence  was  not  important. 
He  assented  to  the  doctrine  of  the  right 
lion.   Member  for  Forest  of  Dean;  that 
although  they  had  had  some  interesting 
announcements     in    regard     to     Indian 
defence,  which,  if  studied  alone,   would 
have  justified   all  the  trouble  taken  in 
starting  that  Committee,  it  was  not  until 
their  work  was  done   that  they  should 
know  what  they  were  going  to  open.     For 
his  own  part  he  believed  that  they  should 
owe  much  to  that  Committee,  and  that  it 
would  increase  in  importance. 

He  believed  that  in  respect  to  the  scien- 
tific organisation  of  Executive  Government 
the  example  of  that  Committee  could  not 
be  put  into  force  too  soon.  Take,  for 
instance,  the  subject  of  public  health. 
New  diseases  were  appearing;  the  very 
question  of  the  air  breathed  by  soldiers 
at  the  higher  altitudes  and  by  miners  in 
the  depths  of  the  earth  had  to  be 
investigated;  and  that  was  a  sub- 
ject which  no  Department  was  at 
present  fit  to  deal  with.  What  was 
wanted  was   expert  Committees  to  deal 


with  all  that  group  of  questions.  His 
own  belief  was  that  they  would  nob 
have  the  best  standard  of  Executive 
Grovernment  unless  some  such  bodies 
were  constituted  to  which  could  be 
assigned  all  these  subjects  and  which 
should  work  under  the  Prime  Minis* 
ter  directly.  Now,  the  Defence  Com- 
mittee was  the  first  step  in  that  direc- 
tion— a  step  which  might  be  followed 
in  the  future  with  great  advantage.  He 
regarded  the  debate  they  had  had  that 
day  as  one  of  the  most  interesting  to 
which  he  had  ever  listened,  and  it 
gave  an  illustration  of  the  working  out  of 
a  new  principle  with  which  they  would 
be  very  familiar  before  the  country  waj 
much  older. 

♦Major  EVANS  GORDON  (Towe: 
Hamlets,  Stepney)  said  they  had  had 
from  the  Prime  Minister  a  statement  th-^ 
importance  of  which  it  was  impossible  to 
over-estimate.  They  had  heard  a  great 
deal  in  regard  to  the  larger  subjects  with 
which  the  Committee  of  Defence  had  had 
to  deal ;  but  he  would  like,  only  in  a 
spirit  of  inquiry,  to  know  what  the  exact 
position  of  that  Committee  was,  not  only 
in  time  of  peace,  but  in  the  very  critical 
and  anxious  time  that  immediately 
preceded  the  outbreak  of  war.  There 
was  no  subject  more  important  to  be 
considered  when  it  was  remembered  that 
it  was  at  the  junction-point  between  the 
politician  and  the  strategist  that  the 
most  serious  breakdown  took  place 
in  the  arrangements  connected  with 
the  South  African  War. 

The  Defence  Committee  as  now 
constituted  was  the  outcome  of  a  long 
series  of  demands  made  for,  (1)  a 
new  co-ordination  of  political  and  mili- 
tary forces;  (2)  of  military  and  naval 
forces,  and  (3)  a  new  conception  of  the 
purposes  for  which  our  Army,  Navy, 
Volunteers,  and  Militia  existed.  As  to 
the  relation  between  the  political  and 
military  elements,  the  change  was  em- 
bodied in  the  creation  of  the  new  and 
reformed  Defence  Committee.  That  for 
the  future  would  be  the  apex  of  our 
military  organis9tion  and  the  principal 
point  of  contact  between  strategists  and 
politicians.  It  was  at  this  junction-point 
in  the  mihtary  and  political  machinery 
that  the  old   svstem  broke   down,  and. 
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while  net  wishing  in  any  way  to  rake  up 
past  controversies,  he  did  think  it  of  the 
utmost  importance  that  we  should  closely 
examine  the  new  system  by  the  light  of 
past  experience  with  the  old,  and,  if 
possible,  profit  by  that  experience.    , 

The  history  of  what  occurred  during  the 
summer  of  1899  was  highly  instructive. 
Thep,  as  now,  there  was  in  the  first  place 
a  Defence  Committee,  but  it  inet  seldom 
and  had  no  very  clearly  defined  functions 
or  responsiblity.  It  was,  however,  a 
purely  advisory  body  ard.  decided  no 
point.  Next  they  tried  the  Commander- 
in-Chief,  who,  at  that  time,  was  entrusted 
with  the  duty  of  preparing  strategical 
echemes.  The  Intelligence  Department 
was  directly  subordinate  to  him.  There 
was  then  the  Army  Board  which,  allow- 
ing for  the  change  made  by  the  abolition 
of  the  Commander-in-Chief's  office,  and 
the  substitution  of  a  Chief  of  the  General 
Staff,  had  a  composition  closely  re- 
sembling that  of  the  Army  Council.  The 
Minutes  of  the  Army  Board  during  the 
period  up  to  September,  1899,  made  it 
clear  that  in  the  opinion  of  that  Board 
the  main  difficulty  was  the  refusal  of 
sanction  to  the  expenditure  of  £640,000 
on  preliminary  preparations.  The  de- 
mands of  the  Board  were  disre- 
garded until  too  late,  and  it  might 
be  said  broadly  that  the  opinion  of 
every  responsible  military  adviser  was 
overruled  in  deference  to  political  con- 
siderations. Everybody  knew  how  costly 
this  eventually  proved  to  be,  and  how 
nearly  it  led  to  complete  disaster.  No 
lesson  of  the  war  seemed  to  him  to  be 
more  important,  and  their  time  was  not 
wasted  by  asking  themselves  how  far  the 
position  of  to-day  was  an  improvement 
upon  that  of  days  gone  by. 

They  had  now,  as  before,  the  Committee 
of  Defence,  but  it  had  been  reorganised 
beyond  recognition,  and  had  had  added 
to  it  a  permanent  military  secretariat. 
Its  functions  were  to — 

"  Deal  with  questions  of  national  defence, 
and  to  foresee  Imperial  reqairements." 

while  the  Army  Council — 

•*  Freed  from  routine,  will  find  the  time 
and  the  means  to  direct  military  policy,  to 
foresee  military  requirements,  and  to  frame 
the  measures  of  organisation,  the  neglect  of 
which  in  time  of  peace  entails  disaster  or 
ruinously  expensive  improvisation  in  war." 

Major  Evans  Gordon. 


Important  as  the  controlling  power  of 
the    Army     Council    was    under    t>lii» 
definition,  it  concerned  onlv  one  of  'tlie 
services   and  was,  therefore,  necessarily^ 
subordinate  to  the  coordinating  head  of 
ell  the  Departments  concerned  in  the  con- 
duct of,  and  in  the  preparations  for,  w&r* 
What  he  was  afraid  of  was  that  between 
these  two  bodies,  the  Army  Council  neces- 
sarily   more  or  less  subordinate  to  the 
Committee    of    Defence,     there    mights 
be,  as   there  was  before,  a   conflict   of 
military  opinion    with   regard    to    pre- 
parations,  and,  therefore,    the    shifting 
of    responsibility    from    one    body    to 
another  with  the  disastrous  results  that: 
they  knew  occurred  in  1899. 

He     would     endeavour    to    forecajsf; 
how  this  system   and  machinery  would 
work    in  actual   practice.      Apparently, 
if     a     campaign    were     probable,     the 
plans  matured  by  the  military  general 
staff,  under  the  supervision  of  its  chief, 
would  be  presepted  to  the  Army  Council^ 
in  order  that  the  heads  of  the  Depart* 
ments  might  express   their  opinion  and 
explain  their    requirements    under   the 
scheme.     It  did  not  follow  that  the  plans 
would  be  adopted.      If  the  strategical 
I  scheme  proposed  were  accepted,  it  would 
come   under  the  consideration    of    the 
Defence  Committee,  who  would  have  the 
task  of  co-ordinating  it  with  naval  plans, 
and,   possibly,  of  bringing   it  into    ac- 
cordance  with  the  views  of  the  India  and 
Colonial  Offices.    At  this  stage  it  might 
be  modified,  held  in  abeyance,  or  rejected ; 
and  it  might  conceivably  have  to  meet 
the  competition  of  plans  that  had  been 
independently  devised  by  the  professional 
advisers  of  the  Defence  Committee,  who 
would  probably  prefer  their  own  ideas 
and  criticise  others  in  a  damaging  way 
even  if  they  did  not  oppose  them.    If  the 
scheme  of  the  military  general  stafE  were 
adopted,  it  would  be  remitted  by  the 
Defence  Committee  as  an  advisory  com- 
mittee to  the  Cabinet,  and,  if  it  had  the 
cordial  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  and  the  Prime  Minister,  it  would 
doubtless  be  accepted  by  the  Government^ 
unless  the    financial    objections   of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  were  heki  to 
be  insuperable.     But  in  the  course  of 
these  three  processes  there  was  bo  much 
opportunity  for  division  of  opinion  and 
for  the   lapse   of  responsibility   that  it 
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seemed  doubtfal  whether  the  safeguard 
which  a  military  general   stafi  ought  to 
supply    to  the   nation  would  really  be 
obtained.    To  make  sure  of  that  advan- 
tage, the  best  possible  plan  for  a  given 
contingency    must  not    only  have  been 
thought    out  beforehand  but  it  must  be 
pat  into  execution  unfalteringly  at  the 
right  time.    To  repeat  what  he  had  said 
bdore,  the  military  organisation  provided 
by   the    Committee    of    Three   in  their 
Report    seemed    to    be    almost   above 
cnti<dsm,   but  there  appeared  to  be  no 
adequate    security  against   a  dangerous 
breakdown     "at    the    old     place  —  the 
junction-point  of  the  military  and  politi- 
cal  machinery.*'      Personally  he  would 
have  preferred  to  have  seen  the  responsi- 
bility of  strategical  preparations  thrown 
upon  the  general  stafi  of  the  Armv  as  in 
the  case  oithe  (German  general  staff.    He 
would  far  rather  have  seen  fewer  links  in 
the  chain — fewer  opportunities  for  the 
evasion    of    responsibility.      The    Con- 
tinental  plan  of  organisation  seemed  to 
him  preferable.    In  Germany  the  great 
general    staff  was  alone  responsible  for 
the  preparation  of  all  strategical  plans, 
and  when  the  soldiers  had  to  be  called  in 
there  was  one  recognised  authority  who 
was  looked  to  for  advice.    A  multiplicity 
of  advisers  in  the  varying  powers,  influ- 
ence, and  authority,  was,  he  thougiit,  bad. 
Apart,  however,  from  that  criticism  he  did 
feel  that  the  Defence  Committee  of  the 
Cabinet  had  don^,  and  was  doing,  enor- 
monsly  valuable  work,  and  he  rejoiced  in 
its  appointment. 

With  regard  to  the  question  of  an  advance 
on  India,  he  was  bound  to  confess  that  in 
the  most  important  and  weighty  remarks 
made  by  the  Prime  Minister  on  the  subject 
it  appeared  to  him  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  somewhat  optimistic.     He 
did  not  think  the  Prime  Minister  in  what 
be  said  meant  to  go  so  far  as  some  of  the 
inferences     drawn      from    his    remarks 
ill   the  course  of  the  debate  seemed  to 
imply.     The    right    hon.   Member     for 
Aberdeen  had  taken  advantage  of  what 
the  Prime  Minister  had  said  to  express 
a  bope  that  military  expenditure  in  India 
would  beinmiediatelydiminished,  and  that 
the  taxation  of  the  people  would  be  re- 
duced, and  the  hon.   Member  assumed 
that  all  danger  in  India  was  at  an  end. 
He  was  quite  sure  that  the  Prime  Minister 


entertained  no  such  view  as  that,  and  he 
should  be  very  sorry  to  feel  that  any  such 
inference  could  be  drawn  from  his  re- 
marks. He  thought  this  optimism  was- 
based  upon  certain  misconceptions,  one 
of  which  was  that  the  Russian  difficul- 
ties w\th  regard  to  supplies  were  insuper- 
able. That,  again,  was  based  upon  the  idea 
that  Russian  troops  would  require  the 
same  sort  of  elaborate  supply  and  trans- 
port  that  our  own  troops  required.  It 
was  nothing  of  the  kind.  In  that 
country  Russian  troops  would  travel 
very  lightly,  and  nothing  approach- 
ing the  supply  and  transport  that 
we  should  require  for  the  Indian  Army 
would  be  required  by  such  a  force 
as  they  would  use.  Then,  again,  there 
was  a  misconception  with  regard  to 
the  Tash  Kent  line.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  the  Forest  of 
Dean  seemed  to  imagine  that  that  line 
was  built  as  a  strategic  line,  but  its  main 
purpose  was  to  tap  the  inexhaustible 
wheat  fields  in  Western  Siberia.  The 
almost  insuperable  difficulties  in  regard 
to  supplies  which  formerly  existed  were 
now  therefore  at  an  end.  This  was  one 
consideration  which  he  was  sure  would 
enter  into  the  calculations  of  Loid 
Kitchener. 

*SiR  CHARLES  DILKE  said  he  con- 
tended that  time  was  the  essence  of  this 
thing.  His  whole  point  turned  on  the 
time. 

*Major  EVANS  GORDON  said  that 
was  a  very  important  question,  but  he 
himself  had  never  said  anything  about 
rapidity.  He  had  always  had  regard  to 
this  danger,  but  if  it  came  it  must  come 
slowly.  The  Khusk  terminus  of  the 
Russian  Railway  was  exactly  the  8am3 
distance  from  Herat  as  was  the  terminus 
of  our  railway  from  Kandahar.  It 
was  admitted  that  if  Russia  pushed 
forward  Herat  must  fall  into  her  hands, 
they  would  then  push  their  railway  on  to 
Herat.  What  was  this  country  under 
those  circumstances  going  to  do  ?  If  wo 
were  going  to  fight  Russia  he  did  not 
suppose  we  should  sit  down  and  wait  for 
her  to  come  down  the  Indus  line,  there- 
fore we  should  have  to  advance  to 
Kandahar.     If  we  were  going  to  let  her 

take     Herat    and     establish    herself    in 
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Af gbanistaiiy  and  were  going  to  wait  for 
her  to  come  down  the  Indus  line,  then 
goodbye  to  India.  In  his  opinion  that 
.al  tared  the  situation  enormojsly,  and 
therefore  he  viewed  any  reduction  in  our 
Army  with  very  great  alarm.  It  was 
perfectly  possible  for  such  a  situation  to 
'isome  about  and  if  ever  it  did  it  would  be 
necessary  to  have  immense  Reserves  in 
this  country  to  guard  against  the  blow 
which  might  be  aimed  by  Russia  against 
the  heart  of  India. 

Major  SEELY  (Isle  of  Wight)  said  the 
hon.  Grentleman  who  had  just  sat  down 
could  not  have  remembered  what  he 
himself  had  said  in  that  House  some  time 
;ago  on  this  subject,  when  the  sole  ground 
for  the  then  proposed  increase  of  the 
Army  was  the  defence  of  India,  because 
he  then  pointed  out  that  the  invasion  of 
India  if  it  came  at  all  must  come  slowly, 
And  that  there  must  be  a  reduction  of  the 
Army  because  it  was  impossible  to  keep 
up  the  expenditure  on  the  Navy  and 
Army  too.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Prime  Min-ster  on  that  occasion 
4irgued  that  it  was  precisely  bdcause  the 
Indian  problem  was  pressing  and  urgent 
that  we  must  continue  with  the  Army 
Oorps  scheme  which  the  hon.  Member 
and  some  other  Members  on  the  Unionist 
side  were  then  condemning  on  the  ground 
that  the  number  of  men  demanded  by 
the  scheme  was  far  too  great.  The  only 
reply  they  got  to  their  criticisms  was 
that  it  was  necessary  for  the  defence  of 
India.  The  problem  of  India  did  not 
uDw  appear  to  be  so  pressing  and  urgent 
AS  it  was  at  that  time.  Were  they  now  to 
avume  that  the  whole  situation  was 
changed  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said  he  was 
afraid  he  saw  no  ch  mce  of  diminishing 
the  number  of  troops  in  the  Indian  Army. 

Major  SEELY  said  the  result  of  that 
was  that  the  reinforcement  of  the  Indian 
Army  was  the  real  reason  for  keeping  up 
the  Reserves. 

As  to  the  Committee  of  Defence, 
lie  could  not  say  a  word  against  its 
formation  as  he  was  one  of  those  who, 
with  Lord  Charles  Beresford,  urged  that 
;such  a  body  should  be  constituted,  but 
Members  had   reason  to   ask  what  the 

Major  Evans  Gordon. 


Committed  had  done  since  its  establish- 
ment. The  Prime  Minister  had  laid 
down  three  propositions,  vi^.,  tliat 
invasion  was  impossible,  that  concentra- 
tion was  denirable,  and  that  the  Indian 
problem  though  dangerous  was  n«)t 
pressing.  Those  propositions  were  all 
arguments  in  favour  of  reducing  the 
Regular  Army  and  increasing  the  Navy, 
and  yet  the  Prime  Minister,  while  laying 
down  those  propositions,  had  not  said 
a  word  in  justification  of  the  fact  that 
this  year  the  Army  Estimates  were 
increased  and  the  Navy  Estimates 
reduced.  They  might  listen  to  what  the 
Prime  Minister  said,  but  it  would  be 
better  to  regard  what  he  and  his  Govern- 
ment did.  Personally  he  did  not  agree 
that  there  was  no  danger  of  invasion, 
but,  if  the  view  of  the  Government  was 
correct,  by  so  much  the  more  was  it 
necessary  to  decrease  the  expenditure  on 
the  Regular  Army  in  order  to  have  more 
to  spend  on  the  Navy.  According  to  tho 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  country  was  to 
rely  upon  submarine  boats,  torpedo 
craft,  and  battleships,  and  yet  the  num- 
ber of  our  ships  was  being  decreased  to 
an  unparalled  extent,  both  by  the  direct 
reduction  of  the  Navy  Votes  and  b/ 
the  getting  rid  of  obsolete  vessels.  In 
view  of  the  statement  made  on  behalf  of 
the  Committee  of  Defence,  he  strongly 
protested  against  the  increase  in  the  Army 
Estimates  and  the  reduction  in  the  Navy 
Estimates. 

He  was  inclined  to  doubt  the 
wisdom  of  accepting  the  decisions  of  the 
Committee  of  Defence  as  unimpeachable. 
In  1903  the  Prime  Minister  declared  that 
the  great  difficulty  with  such  Committees 
was  that  the  experts  weie  always  wrong. 
In  the  case  of  the  South  African  War, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  the  militarv 
experts  without  exception  were  wrong.  It 
now  appeared  that  the  C3mmittee  of 
Defence  were  going  to  rely  upon  the 
sailors.  The  right  hon.  Grentleman  would 
hardly  deny  that  most  of  the  propositions 
he  had  that  day  laid  down  were  furnished 
by  his  Admiralty  advisers,  and  would  not 
have  been  agreed  to  by  his  militaiy  ad- 
visers, at  any  rate  a  few  months  ago. 
But  were  the  naval  advissrs  generally 
right  ?  Before  their  views  were  wholly 
accepted  it  would  be  well  to  look  at  their 
record.    On  every   occasion,  when  the 


129       Hammersmith,  CUy,  and       {11  May  1905}    North-East  I^ndon  Railway.   130 


Admiralty  had  been  appealed  to  for 
advice,  they  had  been  utterly  and  help- 
Wdy  wrong.  When  steam  was  first  intro- 
daced  into  the  navies  of  the  world  the  Ad- 
miralty in  a  Memorandum  declared  that — 

^  Tbey  felt  it  their  bounden  duty  on  national 
aad  professional  grounds  to  discourage  to  the 
utmost  of  their  ability  the  employment  of  steam 
reias^s,  as  they  considered  the  introduction  of 
^beam  was  calculated  to  strike  a  fatal  blow  at 
the  naval  supremacy  of  the  Empire,  and  to 
accede  to  the  request  preferred  would  be  simply 
to  let  ia  the  thin  edge  of  the  wedge.'* 

So   bitterly  was    the  introduction  of 
Nteam    into   the   Navy  opposed    by  the 
Admiralty    in    1834!     Then,   in  regard 
to  armoured  ships,  the  Admiralty  were 
unanimously  of  opinion  that  it  would  be 
most  unwise  to  put  armour  on  ships,  and 
it  was  not  until  on  two  occasions  it  had 
been  proved  that  unarmoured  ships  were 
absolutely  at   the    mercy  of   armoured 
vessels  that  they  altered  their  view.    The 
Admiralty  were  equally  wrong  in  their 
decisions  with  regard  to  breech  loading 
guns,    torpedo     craft — both    boats   and 
destroyers,    submarines,  and  cap  shot. 
Possibly    the   result   of  their  opposition 
was    not  so  serious  at  the  time  in  the 
matter  of  submarines,  but  in  the  other 
five   instances,  at  any  rate,  this  country 
was    put  in  a  state  of  naval  inferiority 
through  the  refusal  of  the  Admiralty  to 
recognise    modem    inventions    and  dis- 
coveries.  These  were  the  men  upon  whom 
complete  reliance  was  udw  to  be  placed, 
and  the  Committee  was  asked  to  adopt  a 
principle  which  for  a  seventh  time  would 
leave  the  country  absolutely  defenceless 
if  Ministers   had  their  way.    He  hoped 
the    Prime    Minister    would  give   some 
indication  of  what  he  really  meant  to  do 
with  the  Regular  Army. 

And,  it  being  half-past  Seven  of  the 
clock,  the  Chairman  left  the  Chair  to 
make  his  Report  to  the  House. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  this  evening. 


EVENING  SITTING. 


HAMMERSMITH.     CITY,     AND     NORTH- 
EAST  LONDON  RAILWAY  (By  Order). 

Sir  EDWARD  8TR ACHEY  (Somerset- 
shire,  S.)  said  he  rose  to  move  the  Motion 
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standing  in  his  name.  His  ground  for 
so  doing  was  that  this  was  a  case  in 
which  the  House  might  very  well  ask  the 
Committee  on  Standing  Orders  to  re- 
consider this  matter  on  special  and  ex- 
ceptional grounds.  The  only  reason 
why  he  had  taken  up  this  question  wa*^ 
that  it  was  in  the  interest  of  the  general 
public.  He  knew  very  little  of  the 
merits  of  the  competing  schemes  and 
had  no  personal  interest  in  the  matter, 
and  he  moved  the  Motion  merely  as  one 
of  the  ordinary  public  whose  only  anxiety 
was  that  the  best  possible  scheme  for  a 
tube  railway  for  this  particular  district 
should  receive  the  assent  of  the  House. 
So  far  as  the  history  of  this  Bill  was 
concerned  he  might  sa}'  that  in  1901  it 
was  one  of  various  schemes  of  tube  rail- 
ways which  were  referred  to  a  Joint 
Committee  of  both  Houses,  and  that 
Joint  Committee  reported  favourably 
on  it.  In  1902  it  was  considered  in 
another  place  and  was  parsed  by  the 
Lords'  Committee.  It,  however,  failed  to 
pass  this  House,  not  upon  its  merits  but 
because  at  that  time  the  co-partners  in 
the  scheme  had  sold  the  Hammersmith 
section  of  the  undertaking  to  the  Yerkes 
group,  and  immediately  the  line  pro- 
posed in  the  Bill  had  ceased  to  be  a 
through  route.  The  Yerkes  group  with- 
drew the  Hammersmith  portion  of  the 
Bill,  and  therefore  what  remained  of  it 
was  bound  to  fail.  In  1903  the  Bill  was 
further  postponed  pending  the  Report  o"' 
the  Royal  Commission  which  was  then 
considering  the  whole  question  of  Lon- 
don traffic,  whist  in  1904  there  was  an 
intimation  from  the  Board  of  Trade 
which  influenced  the  promoters  of  the 
Bill  and  prevented  them  from  coming  to 
this  House  and  making  the  usual  de- 
posit in  the  ordinary  way  to  the  Standing 
Orders  Committee.  The  intimation  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  emphasised  a  de- 
claiatton  made  in  1903  that  there  was 
no  prospect  of  any  Bill  succeeding  until 
the  Royal  Commission  reported  on 
London  traffic.  Under  these  circum- 
stances it  was  not  unreasonable  that  the 
promot  rs  of  the  Bill  should  have  said 
that  they  would  not  incur  any  unneces- 
sary expenditure.  They,  therefore,  did 
not  pay  their  deposit,  and  when  they 
came  before  the  Standing  Orders  Com 
mittee  they  failed  on  that  ground.  There 
were  four  other  memorials  complaining 
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cf  non- compliance  with  other  Standing 
Orders,  but  those  memorials  were  from 
promoters  of  competing  schemes  who 
were  naturaUy  only  too  ready  to  take 
advantage  of  the  technicality  of  the  non- 
payment of  the  deposit,  because  the 
promoteis  of  the  Bill  would  have  pad 
the  deposit  if  they  had  not  been  in- 
fluenced in  the  way  they  had  been. 

The  promoters  of  the  Bill  did  not  now 
propose  to  prcceed  with  that  part  of  the 
Bill  which  afiected  the  Hammersmith 
route.  They  wished  to  limit  their  Bill 
strictly  to  that  part  of  the  railway  which 
would  compete  with  the  North  -  East 
London  Railway  Bill  which  now  awaited 
its  Second  Reading  in  this  House.  AW 
the  promoters  of  this  Bill  asked  was  that 
they  should  have  their  Bill  read  a 
second  time  at  the  same  time  as  the 
North-East  London  Railway  in  order 
'hat  the  House,  having  both  the  Bills 
before  them,  might  see  which,  in  the 
interests  of  the  public,  was  the  best.  It 
was  quite  impossible  for  both  these  rail- 
ways to  proceed  because,  through  one 
paitjof  the  district  which  both  would  ha  ve 
to  traverse,  there  was  not  room  for  more 
than  one  to  go.  As  regarded  the  North- 
East  London  Railway  Bill,  that  was  con- 
sidered by  a  Joint  Committee  of  both 
Houses  in  1901,  and  in  1902  it  was 
thrown  out  by  a  Committee  of  the  House 
of  Lords  on  financial  grounds.  In  1903 
a  Committee  of  this  House  also  threw  it 
out,  so  that  the  only  Bill  which  could 
now  be  considered,  if  the  House  refused 
to  lefer  back  this  Bill  to  the  Standing 
Orders  Committee,  was  a  Bill  which  had 
already  been  rejected  by  this  House  and 
the  House  of  Lords.  All  that  the  pro- 
moters in  this  case  wanted  was  to  have 
their  Bill  put  in  the  same  position  as  the 
North-East  London  and  that  it  should  be 
under  no  disadvantage  as  against  the 
North-East  London  Railways  Bill.  It 
was  on  that  ground  and  that  ground 
plone  that  he  ventured  to  make  this 
Motion.     He  begged  to  move. 

Mb.  JOSEPH  HOWARD  (Middlesex, 
Tottenham)  rose  to  second  the  Motion. 
He  said  that  he  desired  to  do  so  entirely  in 
the  interests  of  his  constituents.  It  was 
very  important  to  the  whole  of  North 

London  that  the  line  proposed  by  this 
Bill  should  be  allowed  to  be  made.    It 
Sir  Edward  Strachey, 


would  give  access  to  the  City  from 
Tottenham,  and  greatly  benefit  his  con- 
stituents. This,  no  doubt,  was  an  unusual 
Motion,  but,  nevertheless,  he  hoped,  not- 
withstanding the  decision  of  the  Stand- 
ing Orders  Committee,  that  it  might 
be  allowed  to  proceed,  subject,  of  course, 
to  any  conditions  laid  down  by  the 
Standing  Orders  Committee.  He  hoped, 
under  those  circumstances,  that  the  Bill 
might  be  allowed  to  fio  before  the  Com- 
mittee upstairs  and  the  whole  question 
be  fairly  dealt  with. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Report  of  Select  Committee 
on  Standing  Orders  of  March  7th  last  on 
the  Hammersmith,  City,  and  North-East 
Londo )  Railway  (Petition  for  Bill),  be 
referred  back  to  the  said  Select  Com- 
mittee to  consider  and  report  whether 
the  Standing  Orders  may  now  be  dis- 
pensed with  and  the  parties  be  permitted 
to  proceed  with  their  Bill  in  respect  of 
certain  of  the  railways  and  works  pro- 
posed to  be  authorised  thereby,  subject 
to  such  conditions  as  to  the  said  Select 
Committee  may  seem  meet.'*  —  (Stir 
Edward  Stradiey.) 

The  DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN  of  COM- 
MITTEES (Mr.  Jeffreys,  Hampshire, 
N.)  said  that  he  hoped  the  House  would 
not  accede  to  the  Motion,  as  the  course 
suggested  was  one  to  be  taken  only  in  ver^- 
exceptional  cases,  and  so  far  as  he  could 
hear  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  made 
out  an  exceptional  case.  One  very  im- 
portant Standing  Order  among  the 
several  that  had  not  been  complied  with 
by  the  promoters  was  that  which  required 
a  deposit  of  5  per  cent.  The  agents 
could  not  have  made  a  mistake  in  that 
matter.  It  would  be  a  slight  on  the 
Standing  Orders  Committee  to  send  the 
Bill  back.  The  only  reason  assigned  for 
sending  this  Bill  back  to  the  Standing 
Orders  Committee  was  that  there  was  a 
competing  Bill,  but  it  was  no  reason  why 
the  promoters  should  not  have  complied 
with  the  Standing  Orders. 

Mr.  HALSEY  (Hertfordshire,  Watford), 
as  Chairman  of  the  Standing  Orders 
Committee,  expressed  the  hope  that  the 
Motion  would  not  be  acccepted.    All  the 
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arguments  in  favour  of  it  had  been  con- ) 
sidered  by    the   Standing  Orders  Com-  j 
^ttee.     With  the  merits  of  the  Bill  that  ! 
Committee  had  nothing    to    do.      The 
'Standing  Orders  were  for  the  protection 
of  the  public  ;  and  the  non-compUances 
Teported  in  this  case  were  many    and 
-serious,  including  neglect  to   make  the 
necsssary  deposit.     He  never  in  his  ex- 
^rience  remembered  a  case  in  which  that 
•deposit  had  not  been  made.    There  might 
1)0  a  competing  Bill,  but  that  was  not  a 
matter  for  the  Standing   Orders  Com- 
mittee, but  the  Committee  to  which  the 
Bill  would  be  committed.    In  ordinary 
<^ses  with  which  they  had  to  deal  the 
'Cases  of  non-compliance  were  technical 
>case8,  and  the  report  of  the  Examiner  of 
Standing  Orders  which  was  always  before 
them  took  up  half  a  sheet  of  paper.    In 
"this  case,  however,  it  occupied  three  fall 
foolscap  sheets  of  print.    The  question  of 
not  papng  deposit  was  a  very  serious  one 
iind  one  which  the  House  would  do  well 
to    consider.     He    thought    the    House 
would  see  that  that  was  a  most  serious 
and  important  point,  because  the  deposit 
was  the  only  safeguard  the  public  had 
in  the  event  of  the  Bill  being  thrown  out 
^nd  the  Committee  awarding  costs. 

Sib  EDWARD  STRACHEY  :  I  do  not 
4tsk  that  they  should  be  exempted,  but 
^mply  that  they  should  be  allowed  to 
make  the  deposit  now. 

Mr.  HALSEY  said  the  Committee  cer- 
tainly considered  that  it  was  their  duty 
to    reject    the    Bill.      He    hoped     the 
House  would  not  agree  to  this  Motion. 
TFhe  general  Question  before  the  House 
was    whether    they   were    prepared    to 
impose  confidence  in  their  Committees. 
The   Standing   Orders    Committee    was 
not    unreasonable   in   its    requirements. 
During  the  last  three  years  124  cases  of 
non-compliance  with  the  Standing  Orders 
bad  been  considered  by  it,  and  only  in 
'thirteen  of  these  had  it  refused  to  dis- 
pense with  the  Standing  Orders.     That 
:Bhowed   that   the    Committee    was  not 
unreasonably    severe.       For    all    these 
reasons  he  urged  the  House  to  support 
the  Committee.      The    Committee  had 
concluded  that  this  was  not  a  case  in 
which  they  would  be  justified  in  dis- 
j>en8ing  with  the  Standing  Orders.     If 


the  House  disagreed  with  the  course 
which  the  Committee  had  taken,  the 
proper  remedy  would  be  to  discharge  the 
Committee  and  appoint  other  Members 
of'  the  House  who  would  act  more  in 
accordance  with  thB  wishes  of  the  House. 
So  long  as  the  Committee  did  its  duty  in 
these  matters  he  thought  it  would  retain 
the  confidence  of  the  House.  He  there- 
fore asked  the  House  not  to  agree  to 
this  Motion. 


Mr.  JOHN  ELLIS  (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushclifie)  said  that  this  was  an  unpre- 
cedented Motion.     It  was  in  a  di£Eerent 
category  from  the  Motion  made  by  the 
Chairman  of    Ways    and    Means   three 
weeks  ago,  for  that  was  agreed  to  by  the 
two  parties,  and  even  then  it  was  only 
carried  by  a  very  small  majority.    He 
was    one    of    those    who   thought  that 
Committees  were  all  the  better  for  being 
carefully    watched,    and    the    Standing 
Orders  Committee  ought  not  to  be  free 
from    having   its  conduct   and  actions 
criticised  in  this  House.     The  precedent 
of  the  Motion  made  by  the  Chairman  of 
Ways  and  Means,  in  view  of  the  exceptional 
circumstances    in    which   it  was  mad  3, 
might  very  well  be  brushed  aside,  but 
the  Motion  now  before  them  stood  upon 
a  very  different  footing.     This  was  not 
an  agreed  case,  and  the  hon.  Baronet 
who    introduced    it    had    adopted    the 
statement     of     the     promoters.      The 
Chairman  of  the  Standing  Orders  Com- 
mittee had  stated  that  they  had  nothing 
to  do  with  the  merits  of  the  case,  and  all 
they  had  to  do  was,  on  the  Examiner's 
Report,   to    see    whether    the    Standing 
Orders  should  be  suspended.     The  failure 
to  make  a  deposit  was  a  serious  thing  in 
itself,  but  he  held  that  promoters,  when 
they  came  forward  asking  for  powers  as 
against  individuals,   could   not  bd    too 
careful   and    strict   in    the    information 
',  which  they  gave  to  the  public  in   com- 
plying    with     the      Standing     Orders. 
Parliament  had'  to  safeguard  the  rights  of 
individuals   in  this   wa>.     In  this  c&^e 
the  plans  were  not  what  they  should 
have  been,  and  a  great  many  cases  of 
non-compliance  with  the  Standing  Orders 
were    pointed    out    by    the    Examiner. 
Unier  these  circumstances  it  was  per- 
fectly impossible  for  the  Committee  to 
recommend    that  the    Standing    Orders 
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should  be  suspended.  A  Motion  like  this 
struck  at  the  very  root  of  the  Working 
of  the  Standing  Orders,  and  it  was 
utterly  impossible  for  the  House  at  large 
to  come  to  a  just  decision  upon  the 
merits  of  a  case  like  this.  It  was  quite 
necessary  that  the  House  should  take 
great  care  in  appointing  its  Committees, 
but,  after  having  done  this,  such  Com- 
mittees should  be  given  pretty  large 
powers,  and  the  House  should  repose 
considerable  confidence  in  them.  If  they 
carried  this  Motion  they  would  open  the 
door  to  all  sorts,  of  similar  Motions  in  i 
the  future  on  the  part  of  people  who  had 
committed  such  Inches  as  were  proved  to 
have  been  committed  in  the  present  case. 
He  appealed  to  hon.  Members  to  reject 
this  Motion. 

*Mr.  DAVID  MORGAN  (Essex,  Wal- 
thamstow) :  Mr.  Deputy-Speaker,  I  desire 
as  a  business  man  to  ask  the  House  to 
reject  the  hon.  Baronet's  Motion,  because 
the  House  has,  in  its  wisdom,  delegated 
certain  powers  to  the  Committee  on 
Standing  Orders,  and  it  is  not  business  if, 
having  done  so,  it  now  decides  to  over- 
ride the  decision  of  that  Committee.  I 
will  not  repeat  the  arguments  of  the 
Chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Standing 
Orders,  or  those  of  the  hon.  Member  on 
the  other  side  (Mr.  Ellis),  also  a  member 
of  the  Committee,  as  they  have  dealt 
fully  with  what  passed  when  the  Hammer- 
smith and  North-East  London  Bill  was 
before  the  Committee  on  Standing  Orders. 
To  mv  mind  the  remarks  of  the  two 
Members  were  most  conclusive,  and  I 
beg  the  House  to  reject  the  Motion  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet. 

Sir  FREDERICK  BANBURY  (Cam- 
berweP,  Peckham)  said  he  wished  to 
draw  attention  to  an  important  point, 
and  that  was  the  omission  of  the  pro- 
moters in  this  case  to  pay  the  deposit. 
That  point  had  iM'en  alluded  to  by  his 
right  hon.  friend,  but  the  real  import- 
ance of  it  had  not  been  brought  before 
the  House.  The  object  of  the  deposit  was 
to  prevent  people  coming  forward  and 
getting  powers,  and  then  waiting  to  see 
what  they  could  get  by  disposing  of  them 
to  other  persons.  This  was  a  very 
important  thing  in  the  interests  of  the 
public  and  in  the  interests  of  everybody 
concerned  in  this  scheme. 

if  r.  John  EUis. 


*Dr.  SHIPMAN  (Northampton),  in 
supporting  the  Motion,  denied  that  it 
involved  any  lack  of  confidence  in  or 
respect  for  the  Standing  Orders  Com- 
mittee. Was  any  want  of  confidence 
intended  when,  a  few  weeks  back  the 
Chairman  of  Committees  (Mr.  Lowther),. 
through  the  hon.  Member  for  Hampshire, 
made  a  similar  Motion?  He  too,  in- 
tended no  disrespect  to  the  Standing. 
Orders  Committee,  but  he  thought  a 
great  pubUo  injustice  would  be  done 
unless  these  two  schemes  were  con- 
sidered together.  They  would  also  find 
precedents  for  this  Motion  in  the  case 
of  several  Irish  Railway  BiUs.  The 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Peckhank 
had  intimated  that  this  was  a  sort  of 
wild-cat  scheme. 

Sir  FREDERICK  BANBURY  denied 
that  he  had  said  anything  at  all  as  to^ 
the  merits  of  the  scheme,  for  he  never 
went  into  that  question  at  all. 

*Dr.  SHIPMAN  said  the  promoter* 
had  spent  large  sums  of  money  in  support 
of  their  scheme  which  had  already  been 
approved  of,  and  to  suggest  they  were 
unable  to  afEord  the  deposit  money  was 
a  very  unfair  way  of  putting  it.  Thejr 
had  held  back  the  deposit  because  they^ 
were  told  officially  in  1903  that  no  schemes 
would  be  considered  in  reference  to  tube 
railways  until  a  certain  Commission  had 
made  its  Report,  and  they  were  told  that 
until  that  Report  was  forthcoming  it 
would  be  impossible  for  ParUament  to 
consider  these  schemes.  On  November 
4th,  1904,  the  Board  of  Trade  also  issued 
a  notification  through  the  Press  in- 
forming all  those  about  to  promoter 
tube  railways  not  to  bring  forward  their 
Bills.  Consequently  the  Hammersmith. 
Railway  promoters,  knowing  that,  held 
back  on  the  ground  that  they  did  not 
want  to  pay  a  laige  deposit  and  then  be- 
told  that  they  could  not  proceed  with. 
their  Bill.  When  they  found  that  the 
North-East  London  Railway  had  takeni 
their  name,  and  had  come  into  the  field 
ignoring  the  notification  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  thus  trying  to  take  from  the- 
Hammersmith  Railway  promoters  the 
result  of  their  labours,  then  they  felt  it 
was  absolutely  necessary  to  bring  their 
case  before  the  Standing  Orders  Com- 
mittee.   They  also  had  a  new  ground  to* 
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put  before  the  Committee  in  the  fact 
that  they  were  willing  to  modify  their 
scheme  and  confine  it  to  that  portion 
which  competed  with  the  North -East 
London  Railway's  proposals.  He  there- 
fore asked  the  House  to  follow  the 
•example  which  had  been  set  by  the 
Chairman  of  Committees  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Hampshire.  Unless  these 
two    schemes    were    allowed    to    move 


together  pari  passu  the  public  interest 
would  not  be  served,  and  a  great  in- 
justice would  be  done  to  the  Hammer- 
smith Railway  Company. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes,  71 ;  No?s, 
133.     (Division  List  No.  156.) 


Ainsworth,  John  Stirling 

Allen,  Charles  P. 

Barlow,  John  Emmott 

Bignold,  Sir  Arthur 

Black,  Alexander  William 

Brigg,  John 

Bright,  Allan  Heywood 

Oftmeron,  Robert 

€ondon,  Thomas  Joseph 

Orean,  Eugene 

Oemer,  William  Randal 

Oillinan,  J. 

Delany,  William 

Devlin,  Chas.  Ramsay  (Gal way 

Dilke,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Charles 

Debbie,  Joseph 

Doogan,  P.  C. 

fidwards,  Frank 

Etc,  Harry  Trelawney 

Farrelly  James  Patrick 

■Ffrench,  Peter 

Flndlay,Alexander(  Lanark,  NE 

Flynn,  James  Christopher 

<}riffith,  Ellis  J. 

Hammond,  John 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. 
Agnew,  Sir  Andrew  Noel 
Allhu8en,AugustusHenry£den 
Anson,  Sir  William  Reynell 
Arkwright,  John  Stanhope 
Atkinson,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Balcarres,  Lord 
BMibiiry,8irFrederickGeorge 
Bartley,  Sir  George  C.  T. 
Bathurst,  Hon.  Allen  Benjamin 
Bell,  Richard 
Bhownaggree,  Sir  M.  M. 
Bigwood,  James 
Bond,  Edward 
Brassey,  Albert 
Brotherton,  Edward  Allen 
Brown,  George  M.  (Edinburgh) 
Brunner,  Sir  John  Tomlinson 
Burt,  Thomas 
Caldwell,  James 
Campbell,  J.H.M.(Dublin  Univ. 
<^ar8on,Rt.Hon.SirEdw.H. 
Cavendish,  V.C.W.(Derby8hire 
"Clieetham,  John  Frederick 
€oate«,  Edward  Feetham 
Cochranf»,  Hon.  Thos.  H.A.E. 
CoUings,  Rt.  Hon.  Jesse 
Oolomb,Rt.Hon.RirJohnC.R. 
0)rbett,  A.  Cameron(  Glasgow ) 


AYES. 

Hardie,J.Keu-  (Merthyr  Tydvil 

Harrington,  Timothy 

Higham,  John  Sharp 

Jones,   Wm.   (Carnarvonshire) 

Joyce,  Michael 

Kennedy, Vincent  P(Cavan,W. 

Kilbride,  Denis 

Lambert,  George 

Lamont,  Norman 

Law,  Hugh  Alex. (Donegal,  W.) 

Leigh,  Sir  Joseph 

Lough,  Thomas 

Lundon,  W. 

MacNeill,  John  Gordon  Swift 

MacVeagh,  Jeremiah 

M'Fadden,  Edward 

M'Kean,  John 

Mumaghan,  George 

Murphy,  John 

Nannetti,  Joseph  P. 

Nolan,  Joseph  (Louth,  South) 

O'Brien,  K.  (Tipperary,  Mid) 

O'Brien,  Patrick  (Kilkenny) 

O'Doherty,  William 

O'Dowd,  John 

NOES. 

Corbett,  T.  L.  (Down,  North) 
Crooks,  William 
Crossley,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Savile 
Davenport,  William  Bromley 
Davies,SirHoratioD.  (Chatham 
Davies,  M.  Vaughan  (Cardigan) 
Denny,  Colonel 
Dickson,  Charles  Scott 
Duncan,  J.  Hastings 
Ellis,  John  Edward  (Notts.) 
Fenwick,  Charles 
Ferguson,  R.  C.  Munro  (Leith) 
Finch,  Re.  Hon.  George  H. 
Finlay,  Sir  R.B  (Inv'rn'ssB'ghs 
Fisher,  Williura  Hayes 
Forster,  Henry  William 
Fiiniess,  Sir  Christopher 
Goi-don,  Hn.J.E  (Elgin&Nnirn) 
Gordon,  Maj.Evans(T'rirmlet8 
Grant,  Corrie. 
Grenfell,  William  Henry 
Hamaton,RtHnLordG.(Midd'x 
Hamilton,Mar(£.of(L'nd'nderry 
Hay,  Hon.  Claude  (jreorge 
Heath,  ArthurHoward(  Hanley 
Heath,  Sir  Jas.(Staffords.  N.W. 
Henderson,  Arthur  (Durham) 
Hobhouse,  C.  E.  H.  (Bristol,  E. 
Horninian,  Frederick  John 


0' Kelly,  Conor  (Mayo,  N.) 

O'Mara,  James 

O'Shaughnessy,  P.  J. 

Parrott,    WilUam 

Pierpoint,  Robert 

Power,  Patrick  Joseph 

Reddy,  M. 

Redmond,  JohnE.  ( Waterf ord ). 

Richards.Thomas  (W.Monm'th 

Roberts,  John  Bryn  (Eifion) 

Roberts,  John  H.  (Denbighs.) 

Roche,  John 

Sheehy,  David 

Shipman,  Dr.  John  G. 

Slack,  John  Bamford 

Smith,HC.(North'mb.Tyneside 

Sullivan,  Donal 

Thomas,  Sir  A.  ( Glamorgan,  E.) 

Tillett,  Louis  John 

Wason,  John  Cathcart  (Orkney 

White,  Patrick  (Meath,  North) 

TSLLBRS    FOR    THE    AyBS — Sir 

Edward  Strachey  and   Mr. 
Joseph  Howard. 


Hudson,  George  Bickers teth 
Hunt,  Rowland 
Jebb.  Sir  Richard  Claverhouso 
Jeffreys,  Rt.  Hon.  -Arthur  Fred. 
Johnson,  John 
Jordan^  Jeremiah 
Kearley,  Hudson  E. 
Knowles,  Sir  Lees 
I^aurie,  Lieut-. General 
Law,  Andre  wBonai-(  Glasgo  w ) 
Tiawson,  J.  Grant  (Yorks.  N.  R. 
Jjawson,  Sir  Wilfrid  (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt,  Francis 
Lee,  ArthurH.  ( Hants. ,  Fareham 
I^ese.Sir JosephF.  ( Accring  ton 
Legge,  Col.  Hon.  Heneage 
Maclver,  David  (Liverpool) 
M* Arthur,  Charles  (Liverpool) 
M'Crae,  George 
M'Laren,  Sir  Charles  Benjamin 
Maxwell,  W.J.H.(Dumfrie8shir© 

Milvain,  Thomas 
Montagu.Hon.  J.Scott(HantH. ) 

Morgan,DavidJ.(Waltham8tow 
Morton,  Arthur  H.  Aylmer 
Moupt,  William  Arthur 
Murray,  Charles  J.  (Coventry) 
Nussey,  Thomas  Willans 
Palmer,  Sir  Walter  (Salisbury) 
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PcaBe,HorbertPike(Darlmgton 

Pease»  J.  A.  (Saffron  Walden) 

Peinberton»  Jolm  S.  G. 

Percy,  Earl 

Plummer,  Sir  Walter  R. 

Pretyman,  Ernest  Creorge 

Purvis,  Robert 

Randies,  John  S. 

Rankin,  Sir  James 

Rasch,  Sir  Frederic  Came 

Renshaw,  Sir  Charles  Bine 

Reuwick,  George 

Ropner,  Colonel  Sir  Robert 

Rose,  Charles  Day 

Royds,CIement    Molynenx 

Runciman,  Walter 

Sadler,  CoL  Samuel  Alexander 


Shackleton.  David  James 
Sharpe,  William  Edward  T. 
Sheehaii,  Daniel  Daniel 
Sinclair,  Louis  (Romford) 
Smith,RtHnJ.  Parker(  Lanarks 
Smith,  Hon.  W.  F.  D.  (Strand) 
Scares,  Ernest  J. 
Stewart,  Sir  Mark  J.  M^Taggart 
Taylor,Theodore  C.(Radcliffe) 
Thomp8on,Dr.EC(Monagh'n,N 
Thorbum,  Sir  Walter 
Tomlinson,  Sir  Wm.  Edw.  M. 
Tully,  Jasper 
Ure,  Alexander 
Valentia,  Viscount 
Walker,  Col.  William  Hall 
Wabond,  Rt.Hn.  Sir  William  H. 


Walton,   Joseph    (Bamsley)    ' 
Warde,  Colonel  C.  E. 
Warner,  Thomas  Courteuay  T^ 
White.  Luke  (York,  E.  R.) 
Whitley,  J.  H.  (Halifax) 
Whitmore,  Charles  Algernon.. 
Williams,  Colonel  R.  (Dorset) 
Wilson,  John  (Glasgow) 
WUson-Todd,  Sir  W.H.  ( Yorks> 
Wolff,  GusUv  Wilhelm 
Woodhou8e,Sir  JT.(Huddersf  d 
Wrghtson,  Sir  Thomas 

Teilebs  for  thb  Nobs — Mr* 
Halsey  and  Mr.   Buchanan. 


SUPPLY  [6th  Allotted  Day.] 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

[Mr.  Jeffreys  (Hampshire^  N.)  in  the 
Chair.] 

CIVIL    SERVICES    AND    REVENUE    DE- 
PARTMENTS ESTIMATES,  1905-6. 

Class  II. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £58,595,  be 
granted  to  His  Majesty,  to  complete  the 
sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge 
which  will  come  in  course  of  payment 
during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day 
of  March  1906,  for  the  Salaries  and  other 
Expenses  in  the  Department  of  His 
Majesty's  Treasury  and  Subordinate 
Departments,  including  Expenses  in 
respect  of  Advances  under  The  Light 
Railways  Act,  1896. 


» 


Major  SEELY  resumed  his  remarkg'in 
contention  that  it  would  be  unwise  to 
adopt  the  views  of  the  Committee  of 
Defence  without  further  discussion. 
Certainly,  with  regard  to  the  Admiralty, 
although  they  might  have  administered 
the  Navy  with  great  skill  and  discretion, 
they  bad  been  wholly  lacking  in  that 
foresight  as  to  future  developments, 
which  alone  could  induce  the  Committee 
to  take  action  fiom  which  there  cotdd  be 
no  retreat.  When  questions  were  raised 
of  Army  and  Navy  poHcy  on  previous 
occasions,  the  Prime  Minister  informed 
them  that  was  not  the  proper  time  to 
raise  those  matters ;  and  they  now  asked 
for  enlightenment  as  ip  what  wes  really 
intended  by  the  reduction  of  the  Navy 
and  the  proposal  to  reduce  the  Volunteers. 


Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  indicated  dissents 

Major  SEELY  said  that  on  March 
11th,  1903,  the  Prime  Minister  did  say 
that  a  Regular  Army  was  required  ta 
reinforce  the  Indian  Army  at  the  earljr 
stage  of  a  war.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man w^ould  find  that  statement  in 
Hansard.  Since  they  were  now  discussing 
the  question  as  to  whether  this  was  the- 
proper  time  to  have  a  disclosure  of  the 
real  intentions  of  the  Government,  he 
would  tell  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
what  in  point  of  fact  he  did  .say^  In 
reply  to  a  Question  of  his  own  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  that  it  was  not  the 
proper  time  for  the  hon.  Member  to  pro- 
pound his  views  as  to  the  proper  duties- 
of  the  country.  Being  asked  when  the 
time  would  be,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  the  rules  provided  a  proper  occasion. 
Surely  now  was  the  time,  when  the  Com- 
mittee were  discussing  the  possibility  of 
invasion,  and  the  question  whether  we 
were  to  abolish  or  reduce  our  Auxiliary 
Forces  on  the  ground  that  they  were  not- 
enlisted  for  service  on  the  Indian  frontier,. 
and  that  they  would  be  of  no  use  for  that, 
purpose.  If  this  country  could  not  be 
invaded  they  were  of  no  use  for  any  other 
purpose,  and  as  a  corollary  the  formation 
of  a  home-service  Army  was  unnecessary. 
If  the  Prime  Minister  proposed  to  take  any^ 
further  part  in  the  debate,  he  owed  to  the 
House  an  explanation  why  it  was  he  was. 
supporting  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
in  takirg  the  most  serious  steps  of  forming: 
a  short-serv'ce  Aimy  for  home  service 
except  in  t'me  of  war,  and  disccuraging 
all  voluntary  effort  in  the  defence  of  the- 
Empire.  As  no  one  could  foretell  the 
ciicumstances  which  war  might  bring 
forth,  it  would  surely    be    rashnosi  or 
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madness  to  discourage  or  refuse  any  offer 
of  service  Id  the  defence  of  the  Empire, 
no  matter  from  whom  or  whence  it  came. 
This  question  was  agitatine  the  mind  of 
the  csountry.  During  the  last  few  days 
he  had  received  many  letters  showing 
that  it  was  now  impossible  to  recruit  for 
the  Militia,  the  Yeomanry,  and  the 
Volunteers  owing  to  the  widespread  belief 
that  in  consequence  of  the  Committee 
of  Defence  having  decided  that  in- 
vasion was  impossible,  and  that 
the  Auxiliary  Forces  were  useless 
for  service  abroad,  all  effort  in  that 
direction  would  be  in  vain.  The  policy 
of  the  Committee  of  Defence  seemed  to 
be  to  discourage  voluntary  effort,  and  at 
the  same  time  to  heap  scorn  on  the  idea 
of  conscription.  In  that  way  danger  lay. 
Of  course,  it  was  a  comfortable  doctrine 
to  many  people.  It  was  a  doctrine  which 
most  appeal  to  those  who  thought  that 
conscription  was  the  only  solution  of  the 
military  problems  of  the  Empire ;  for 
they  recognised  that  the  sapping  of  the 
patriotism  of  the  country  involved  in  the 
discouragement  of  voluntary  effort  must 
inevitably  lead  to  the  adoption  of 
Continent  il  military  methods.  He  would 
recommend  the  Prime  Minister  to  ponder 
upon  his  own  words  when  he  first  pro- 
posed the  Committee  of  Defence  to  the 
House.  "You  must  not  expect  too 
much.  War  is  much  too  full  of  surprises." 
That  Was  a  better  attitude  o!  mind  than 
one  of  practically  telling  the  peaple  that 
they  might  safely  relax  th^ir  efforts  to 
fit  themselves  for  war.  He  had  thought 
that  they  might  welcome  the  Committee 
of  National  Defence.  But  he  found  that, 
after  all,  it  was  adopting  the  school  of 
thought  which  meant  less  effort  and  less 
patriotism,  and  he  for  one  would  vote 
against  that  conclusion.  For  that  reason 
he  moved  the  reduction  of  the  Vote. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Item  E  (Committee  of  Defence, 
Salaries,  etc.)  be  reduced  by  £100." — 
{Major  Seely,) 

♦Mb.  RENWICK  (Newcastle-on-Tyne) 
said  that  while  he  agreed  with  one  portion 
he  disagreed  with  another  portion  of 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man. He  must  say  that  he  thought  the 
hon.  and  gallant    Gentleman   was   too 


hard  on  the  Admifalty  when  he  referred 
to  the  attitude  assumed  in  1835  whei 
the  introduction  of  steam  into  Her 
Majesty's  ships  was  suggested.  He  agreed 
with  the  portion  of  the  speech  which  depre- 
cated any  further  reduction  in  our  Navy  or 
our  Army,  and  he  further  agreed  with 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentlemaa  in  the 
importance  he  attached  to  the  Volunteers. 

He  was  sure  they  were  all  pleased  tohave 
heard  the  very  instructive  speech  of  the 
Prime  Minister.  He  had  given  them  an 
enormous  amount  of  most  useful  informa- 
tion with  regard  to  our  home  defence  and 
the  defence  of  our  Colonies  and  of  India. 
The  Prime  Minister  had  lifted,  he  ven- 
tured to  say,  a  load  from  the  minds  of 
many  people  in  this  country  by  assuring 
them,  on  the  authority  of  the  Committee 
of  Defence,  they  need  not  now  fear  an 
invasion  in  force  of  this  country.  Not 
long  ago  the  Secretary  for  War  told  the 
House  that  an  invasion  in  force  would 
mean  conscription.  That  statement 
depressed  the  House  and  the  country 
generally,  but  that  depression  had  bee  i 
lifted  by  the  speech  of  the  Prime  Minister. 
They  heard,  however,  that  in  case  of  war 
on  the  Indian  frontier  eight  divisions,  or 
80,000  men  in  all,  would  be  needed 
in  the  first  year,  and  he  wonderei 
where  the  men  could  be  got  if  we 
were  to  reduce  the  Army  as  suggest<:d 
by  many  members  of  the  Opposition. 
He  would  point  out  to  the  House 
also  that  if  eight  divisions  would  be 
required  in  Afjzhanistan  the  enemy  would 
also  be  active  m  other  places  against  this 
country,  and  a  very  much  larger  number 
of  men  would  be  needed  to  defend 
vulnerable  parts  of  the  Empire.  In  the 
war  in  South  Africa  they  had  to  send 
against  two  small  Republics  no  less  than 
445,000  men  from  this  countrv  and  the 
Colonies.  If  445,000  men  were  needed 
for  that  comparatively  small  war  he 
asked  the  House  what  might  be  needed 
should  we  be  at  war  with  a  great  Power. 
He,  therefore,  sincerely  hoped  that  the 
Committee  of  Defence  would  not  reduce 
the  Army  by  a  single  man.  He  agreed 
that  by  managing  the  Army  on  business 
lines  a  considerable  sum  might  be  saved, 
but  it  would  be  penny  wise  and  pound 
foolish  to  attempt  to  save  money  by 
reducing  the  Army  in  time  of  peace,  and 
then  in^war  have  to  recruit  men  at  very 
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great  cost.  He  beld  that  the  power  [ 
of  the  Navy  did  not  affect  by  one 
iota  the  i-ecessity  for  an  efficient  Army. 
We  had  had  a  large  number  of  naval 
ward  and  land  wars,  but  he  believed  that 
in  the  future  our  wars  would  be  on  the 
land  and  not  on  the  83a ;  for,  depend 
upon  it,  foreign  nations  were  quite  alive 
to  the  fact  that  oar  strength  was  on  the 
5ea.  He  believed  that  they  *  would 
endeavour  to  enibro'i  ts  in  the  future, 
as  in  the  past,  on  the  land ;  and  therefore 
we  ought  to  have  every  available  soldier 
possible  to  enable  us  to  meet  any 
emergency. 

The  Prime  Minister  had  said  that 
we  need  not  any  longer  fear  an  in- 
vasion of  this  country  in  force ;  although 
he  acknowleged  that  an  attempt  might 
be  made  to  land  70,000  men.  He 
himself  did  not  believe  that  it  was 
possible  that  that  number  of  men  could 
land  here.  Possibly,  however,  there 
might  be  a  raid,  and  if  the  Volunteers 
were  not  considered  sufficient  to  repel  an 
invasion  in  force,  surely  thev  could  be 
depended  upon  to  repel  a  sm  ill  raid.  He 
believed  the  Government  was  mistaken 
in  under-estimating  the  value  of  the 
Volunteers.  It  was  implanted  in  the 
minds  of  the  people  of  this  country  that 
when  the  Navy  was  otherwise  occupied 
we  might  be  inva4cd,  and  that  the 
Volunteers  were  the  force  to  repel  that 
invasion.  The  Volunteers  were  a  con- 
necting link  between  the  lower  and  the 
upper  classes  of  this  country,  and  they 
ought  to  be  encouraged.  Speaking  as 
an  employer  of  labour  and  representing 
employers  of  labour,  he  could  siy  that 
they  would  rather  se^  the  Volunteers 
increased  than  the  Regulir  Army  in- 
creased; because  if  the  Regular  Army 
was  increased  that  would  at  once  with- 
draw from  active  employment  the  very 
be  St  body  of  young  men. 

The  DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN  :  Thehon. 
Member  is^  not  in  order  to  go  into  such 
details. 

*Mr.  RENWICK  said  he  would  impress 
on  the  Government  the  necessity  of  re- 
considering this  question  of  the  Volun- 
teers, and  he  would  like  the  Prime 
Minister  to  take  the  opportunity  of  saying, 
in  the  course  of  his  reply  on  the  debate, 

Mr,  Renwick, 


that  it  was  not  the  intention  of  the  Gov- 
ernment to  seriously  curtail  the  Volun  - 
teers. 

Mr.  CHARLES  HOBHOUSE  (Bristol, 
E.)  said  that  anyone  who  had  listened  to 
the  debate  must  have  been  fully  satisfied 
that  the  Amendment  moved  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Forest 
of  Dean  had  been  amply  justified.  Thi^ 
statement  of  the  Prime  Minister  indicated 
a  complete  severance  from  the  traditions 
and  policy  of  the  past,  and,  if  they  were 
to  agree  as  to  the  wisdom  of  the  present 
policy,  then  they  were  right  in  censuring; 
the  policy  of  the  past,  and  from  that  asx>ect 
alone  the  Amendment  of  his  right  hon. 
friend  was  fully  justified. 

There  was  one  point  on  which  he 
did  not  think  anything  had  ben  said 
during  the  debate.  That  was  the 
relation  of  the  Prime  Minister  to 
the  Committee  of  Defence.  Under  the 
Treasury  Minute  which  was  addressed 
to  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  under 
which  the  expenditure  of  this  Committee 
was  sanctioned,  this  Committee  was 
treated  not  as  a  Committe3  of  Imperial 
Defence,  but  as  a  Committee  to  consist  of 
the  Prime  Minister  and  such  other  mem- 
bers as  he  might  from  time  to  time  sum- 
mon. He  imagined  that  among  the 
members  which  the  Prime  Minister  wouli 
summon  would  be  Ministers  of  War  and 
Marine,  but  there  was  no  obligation  on 
him  for  doing  so.  He  could  not  help 
thinking  that  that  omission  in  the  con- 
stitution of  the  Committee  might  pre- 
judice the  relations  of  the  Ministers  of 
War  and  Marine  with  the  Prime  Minister 
for  the  time  being.  That  was  a  relation 
which  could  not,  and  ought  not  to  be  lost 
sight  of  if  the  functions  of  this  Committee 
were  to  be  considered. 

In  his  very  interesting  speech  the 
Prime  Minister  laid  it  down  that 
there  were  three  things  to  be  con- 
sidered by  the  Committee  —  colonial, 
Indian,  and  home  defence;  and  he 
pointed  out  that  the  existing  Committee 
was  the  successor  of  two  preceding 
ones  —  the  Joint  Naval  and  Military 
Committee,  and  the  first  Committcs 
of  Defence.  Now,  he  should  like 
to  quote  what  was  the  policy  of  those 
two  previous  Committees  in  relation  to 
the  defence  of  our  colonial  possessions. 
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whether     self  -  governing      or     Crown  [  for  the  Isle  of  Wight  for  dealing  with  the 
«:olon'e8 —  I  Volunteers,  a  question  which,  he  declared, 

•*  The  true  policy  of  a  great  State  haying  i  ^^  DO*  suitable  for  debate  at  the  present 

Tast  interests  to  protect  all  over  the  world  is  |  moment.     He  challenged  the  right  hon. 

to  ftsaome    naval  supremacy  as  the  basis  of  ,  Gentleman  on  that  point.     A  month  ago 

]Z^^  tt^  de^"it°^lt^''5  ^^"^^^  I  the  right  hon.  G^atlemaa  eaid,  in  reference 

^  ^  -       1     -I  J        xi.   *    .1  '  to  some  remarks  of  his  hon.  and  gallant 

But  they  laid  down  this  further  propor-  ,  f^end  the  Member  for  the  Isle  of  Wight, 

^^'  I  that  there  had  been  a  perfect  ipiscoacep- 

"*  that  no  supremacy  can  prevent  isolated  raids  I  i[q^   of  the  role    to    be   plaved   by   the 
^JioatUe  cruisers  conveying  smaU  bodies  of    Volunteers    in     connection   Vith     home 

'  ,.    p  ^,    X      1-  .,       .,       I  defence;   and  then  he  went   on   to  sav 

The  result  of  that  policy  was  that  they  ,  ^^at  he  did  not  mean  to  go  into  that 
took  most  elaborate  precautions  and  |  argument  at  the  present  time  because  a 
spent  large  sums  of  money  m  securing  ^^^^  appropriate  opportunity  would  be 
places  essential  to  the  Navy  for  coalmg  |  afforded  to  consider  it  shortly.  Therefore, 
and  refitting.  The  policy  of  the  past .  ^he  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  the  Isle 
had  heen  departed  |;om  with  a  light  i  ^^  ^j  j^^  was  quite  entitled  to  discuss,  the 
heart.      The   Prime  Minister  said    that    condition  of  thl  Volunteer  force  in  relation 

''^^''7'!?'^  ^*  ''''^  T^'^^'T  ^^^^f'^^^  I  to  the  possibiHty  of  an  invasion  of  these 
old  fortifications  and  old  ships  useless,    igjands 

^nd  he  pointed  out  that  St.  Lucia  had  j 

been  abandoned  on   the  ground   of  its  I      j^  referring  to   the   Indian  policy  of 
inconvenient  situation  as  a  naval  port,  I  ^he    Government,    the    Prime    Minister 
and    as    too    near    a    French    torpedo    told  the  House  that  we  had  failed  to  pre- 
station.   The  obvious  reply  to  that  was  j  v^nt  Russian  expansion  in  Asia  by  diplo- 
that  St  Lucia  was  not  more  inconvenient   matic  means.     That  raised  the  question, 
to  day  than  it  was  ten  years  ago,  and  I  ^n   ^^om  depended  the  diplomacy    on 
therefore  he  could  not  seriously  support  I  ^hich  the  Government  had  acted  ?  If  we 
a  policy  of  that  kind.     He  maintained  j  ^ad  constantly  thrown  obstacles  in  tha 
that  if  the  people  of  the  West  Indian    ^ay,  and  thwarted  Russian  expansion  in 
Islands  had    been  fully   aware    of  the  |  Europe,   could  it  be  wondered  at   that 
military  policy  of  the  Government,  they    Russia  had  sought  expansion  by  other 
i^onld  not  have  been  so  keen  to  accept  |  means  which  had  proved  a  source  of  diffi- 
the    sugar  policy  of   the    Government.  ;  c^^lty  to    us.     The  Prime  Minister  had 
Surely  that  was  not  the  real  reason  for  i  jealt  at  length  with  the  question  of  the 
the  abandonment  of  the  West   Indian  i  possible    invasion      of    India     through 
Islands.     These  islands  were  close  to  an- '  Afghanistan,  and  slightly  on  the  question 
•other  great  Power  whose  sentiments  were  |  of  a  possible  invasion  through  Beluchis- 
not  always  quite  friendly  to  us.      The  j  tan;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
preeent  happy  relations  with  the  United  ,  ^ot  dwelt  on  what  seemed  to  him  to  be  a 
States    made    the     force    we     had    in  \  far  more  important  approach  to   India, 
times  past  maintained  in  those    waters  i  and  that  was  by  way  of  Persia.     Now 
unnecessary  to-day ;  but  who  could  guar-  i  R^ggia  had,  in  the  words  of  the  right  hon. 
.antee   that  a  great    naval  battle  would  i  Gentleman,  great  influence  in  Persia ;  not 
not  be  fought  in  the  vicinity  of  the  West  |  go  many  years  ago  he  spoke  of  what  he 
Indian   Islands,    and,    therefore,    there    ^as  pleased  to  call  the  '*  identification  " 
should  be  a  harbour  there  for  the  repair    ^j  p^pgia  with  Russia.     There  was  a  pro- 
of vessels.      The  West    Indian  Islands    ^ess   of   peaceful  absorption   going    on. 
had   been  from  time    unmemorial    the ,  jt      seemed      to       him     that     Russia 
cockpit    of     naval     warfare     just     as  |  during     the     past     five    or    six    years 
Belgium  had  been  the  cockpit  of  land  ,  j^ad      taken      strong      steps      towards 
warfare  on  the  Continent,  and  it  was  un-  ,  ^.^at  process  of  "  identification.'*     Russia 
Avise  not  to  keep  up  a  harbour  m  these  i  ]^ad  made  roads  from  her  own  frontiers 
islands  for  the  repair  of  a  British  fleet,     j  through  the  heart  of   Persia  ;  she  had 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  gone  fully  '  made  large  loans  to  Persia  and  had  f or- 
into  the  ques>tion  of  the  invasion  of  Eng-  |  bidden  Persia  to  receive  loans  from  any 
Jand  and  had  rebuked  the  hon.  Member  i  other  country  until  1912.     She  controlled 
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the  whole  Persian  tiade  by  means  of 
Belgian  Custom-house  officers;  she  had 
developed  a  railway  system  leading  up  to 
t  he  Indian  frontier ;  she  had  practically 
swallowed  Northern  Persia,  and  was  in  a 
position  to  swallow  Southern  Persia  as 
well.  He  wanted  to  know  whether  the 
very  definite  warning  or  menace  addressed 
bv  the  Prime  Minister  to  Russia  with 
regard  to  Afghanistan  would  be  repeated 
with  respect  to  Persia,  in  which  direction 
the  danger  to  our  Indian  Empire  was 
more  to  be  apprehended.  He  did  not 
himsslf  believe  that  an  attack  on  India 
would  be  made  through  the  passes  of 
Afghanistan,  but  that  an  approach  would 
be  made,  perhaps,  along  the  shores  of  the 
Persian  Gulf,  and  between  Beluchistan 
and  Persia.  If  the  conclusions  and  argu- 
ments of  the  Government  were  to  be 
pushed  to  their  legitimate  conclusion  he 
was  not  sure  that  they  might  not  say  to 
themselves,  "  Is  there  any  reason  for  our 
maintaining  a  large  standing  Army 
in  the  future  ?  " 

There  were  other  possible  complica- 
tions which  had  not  been  mentioned 
in  the  debate.  He  wondered  how 
many  people  recollected  that  we  had 
guaranteed  the  integrity  and  independence 
of  half  the  smaller  States  in  Europe — 
Belgium,  Luxembourg,  Switzerland, 
Portugal.  In  fact  there  was  hardly  a 
small  country  in  Europe  that  did  not 
depend  for  its  existence  on  our  guarantee. 
[An  Hon.  Member  :  Jointly.]  Yes, 
but  what  was  the  use  of  our  joining  in 
the  guarantee  ?  He  would  put  this 
Question  to  hon.  Gentlemen  who  over- 
looked this  aspect  of  the  subject :  "Are 
we  to  forego  our  obligations  tK)  these 
countries,  or  are  we  to  prepare  military 
forces  which  will  make  our  guarantee 
respected  ?  "  He  himself  thought  that 
there  should  be  a  reduction  of  ex- 
penditure and  of  the  number  of  men 
required  in  the  Army ;  but  he  was  sure 
of  this,  that  while  military  expenditure 
depended  on  policy,  policies  other  than 
our  own  were  often  guided  by  our 
expenditure  and  that  of  other  countries. 

Colonel  SANDYS  (Lancashire, 
Bootle)  said  he  was  sure  that  they  were 
all  in  agreement  that  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  was  one  which  had  created 

Mr.  Charles  Hobhouse. 


a  sense  of  satisfaction  to  a  great  many 
minds  in  this  country  with  reference  to 
the  foreign  policy  of   the  Government. 
The  Conunittee  of  Defence  had  stated 
that  this  country  could  not  be  invaded 
by  a  larger  force  than  70,000  men  ;  but^ 
he    confessed    that   that  did  not  carry 
conviction  to   his  mind.    Invasion  wa» 
very   improbable    as   long    as  we  were 
free  from  foreign  complications  ;  but  in 
circumstances  which  might  detain   our 
Fleet  at  a  distance  from  our  shores,  it 
was  quite  possible  that  an  invasion  could, 
be  made  at  different  points.    It  was  not 
necessary  that  70,000    men  should  b& 
landed  at  once.    Ail  that  was  necessary 
was  that  10,000  men  should  be  landed 
at  a  point  in  the  North  of  Scotland, 
at  another  point  on  the  east  coast,  anci 
at  a  point  on  the  coast  of  Wales,   or 
at  other  places.   These  10,000  men  would 
only  require  to  hold  two  or  three  squarer 
miles  of  country  to    enable  30,000  or 
40,000  men  to  come  on  some  days  after. 
Our  home  miUtary  organisation  should 
be  directed  to  cope  with  that  danger,, 
and  crush  the    10,000  men  before  the 
additional  40,000  could  be  landed.    He 
thought  it  right  to  say  that  the  state- 
ment that  we  were  free  from  invasion,, 
as  the  Conmiittee  of  Defence  had  laid 
it  down,  had  to  be  accepted  with.caution. 

As  to  colonial  defence  he  did  not  pro- 
pose to  go  into  it,  but  with  regard  to 
the  third  great  portion  of  the  subject,  the 
invasion  of  India,  it  was  one  on  which  he 
could  speak  with  great  confidence,  having 
given  considerable  attention  to  it  and 
having  spent  a  considerable  portion  of 
his  life  on  the  North-West  Frontier.  He 
might  say  this,  that  the  settled  policy  of 
Russia  to  invade  India  was  ^eld  to  be  an 
accepted  fact  by  every  officer  in  India 
and  also  by  every  native.  And  it  wps- 
the  traditional  policy  of  Russia,  as  laid 
down  by  Peter  the  Great,  that  the  ac- 
quisition of  India  was  necessary  for  the 
development  of  Russia.  Russian  poUcy 
was  not  a  matter  of  Party  policy,, 
as  it  was  with  us,  but  it  was  a  policy 
which  was  carried  on  unswervingly,, 
and  he  had  no  doubt  that  if  we  could 
have  access  to  the  documents  of  the 
Russian  ChancdUrie  we  should  find  that 
the  policy  of  Peter  the  Great  ^was  still 
carried  on  unswervingly  by  Russia.  We 
might  be  hoodwinked  by  the  specious 
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prozniaes  of  Russia,  as  we  had  frequently 
been,  but  he  hoped  we  should  not  be  so 
lioodwinked  again,  and  that  we  should 
prepaic  for  the  inevitable.    He  shared  the 
apprehensions  entertained  by  the  preced- 
ia'^  speaker  as  to  the  advance  of  Russia 
througa      Persia.      He     believed     that 
th^t  would  be  the  preliminary  stage  to- 
wards the  invasion  of  India.     He  did  not 
lie'ieve  it  would  be  necessary  for  Russia 
to  bring  her  strategic  railways  absolutely 
to    the    frontier    of    Afghanistan.      In 
Afghanistan  itself  railway  engineering  was 
a  matter  of  very  great  difficulty,  but  if 
they  could  advance  those  railways  within 
a    moderate    distance    of    the    Afghan 
frontier   there  was  a  great   quantity  of 
camels  in  that  country  which  could  carry 
jsxain  up,  and  they  could  trust  to  their 
army  to  reach  Kabul.    What^we  had  to 
do  now,  as  had  been  pointed  out  in  the 
Prime  Minister's  speech,  was  to  check  the 
advance  of  Russia  by  a  strategic  railway 
towards  our  frontier  as  was  done  by  them 
in  Manchuria,  the  line  of  railway  in  ques- 
tion leading  to  a  prolonged  war  which 
was  i^^omg  on  at  the  present  moment.     If 
\re  once  allowed  them  to  get  a  footing  on 
the  Persian  Gulf  or  to  carry  their  railway 
projects  to  the  frontier  we  should  have  to 
do  in  India  what  the  Chinese  had  to  do 
in   Manchuria.      Forewarned    was    fore- 
armed.      It    had    been    the    policy    of 
this   country  to  defer  her  preparations 
until  the  danger  was  at  the  door.     We 
had  had  an  object-lesson  of  that  in  the 
war  in  South  Africa.    We  had   another 
object-lesson  in  the  way  in  which  the 
Japanese  prepared  slowly  and  persistently 
before  the  misfortune  of  war  came  upon 
them,  and  when  it  did  come  they  were 
leady.     We  never  wera  realy,  but  if  we 
were  not  ready  when  Russia  was  ready  to 
invade  India  we  should  lose  India.     He 
pressed  upon  the  Government  and  the 
House  generally  the  advisability  of  say- 
ing that,  as  we  had  become  a  Continental 
power    in    Asia,    and    had    Continental 
responsibilities  with  regari  to   military 
defence — although  our  admirable  Navy 
must  be  relied  upon  to  a  great  extent, 
and  yet  not  entirely  for  that  defence — 
that  in  future  it  should  be  rested  upon 
military  action,  and  towards  that  end  the 
action  of  the  Committee  of  Defence  was 
one  upon  which  he  cotigratu'ated    the 
Prime  Minister  and  the  country. 


Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  think  tho 
Committee  will,  perhaps,  desire  me  to 
make  a  brief  answer  to  some  of  the  criti- 
cisms  that  have  been  passed  upon  what 
I  have  said  this  afternoon,  and  upon  the- 
general  subject  of  the  Vote.  ^  the  first 
place,  with  regard  to  the  Vote,  I  dissent- 
from  the  view  which  has  been  expressed 
with  some  emphasis  by  one  or  two  Mem- 
bers opposite,  that  this  is  the  proper 
occasion  on  which  to  discuss  the  Volun- 
tears,  the  Army  organisation,  and  other 
cognate  subjects.  It  is  impossible  to 
deny  that  the  Volunteers  have  a  relation 
to  national  defence,  or  that  the  Regular 
Army,  the  Navy,  diplomacy,  and  finance 
are  all  connected  intimately  with  it.  But 
the  great  object  with  which  we  arranged 
to  put  down  this  Vote,  at  the  request 
originally,  I  think,  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Forest  of 
Dean,  was  not  that  we  might  afford 
a  new  opportunity  for  discussing  the 
subject^  I  have  just  mentioned,, 
but  that  we  might  deal,  and  deal 
only,  with  those  subjects  which,  while 
relevant  to  the  problem  of  national 
defence,  were  out  of  order  on  the  Votes 
either  of  the  Army,  Navy,  or  diplomacy. 
So  much  for  the  limits  to  which,  I 
venture  to  say,  our  debate  should  bd- 
confined. 

I  pass  to  the  oriticsm  which  th?^ 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  Forest  of  Dean  developed  at  some 
length  with  regard  to  our  withdrawal 
from  certain  naval  stations,  a  criticism 
which  was  partly  based,  I  think,  on 
naval  and  partly  on  financial  considera- 
tions. Let  me  take  first  the  naval  con- 
siderations he  alleged.  I  think  his  state- 
ment was  in  one  important  particular 
erroneous,  though  the  error  was  a  very  • 
natural  one.  He  seems  to  think  that  one 
of  the  naval  stations  to  which  we  attach 
less  importance  than  our  predecessors 
is  Hong-Kong. 

*8iR  CHARLES  DILKE  denied  that 
he  made  that  specific  statement ;  he^said 
th^re  was  a  reduction  of  the  garrison  at 
Hong-Kong  which  seemed  inconsistent 
with  the  present  state  of  things.  Thau 
place  had  been  rather  heavily  fortified^ 
the  garrison  having  been  fixed  in  accord- 
ance with  the  numbers  required  for  a 
defenca  which  should  free  the  Flest,  as 
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the  phrase  went,  bat  now  that  garrison 
had  been  reduced.  Of  course  he  knew 
that  dockyard  expenditure  was  going  on 
there  now. 

Mr,  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  have  not 
been  able  since  the  right  hon.  Geatleman 
spoke  to  consult  the  documents,  but  I 
believe — I  am  confident — he  is  wrong  in 
supposing  that  any  reduction  has  taken 
place  in  relation  t3  the  authorised  de- 
fence of  Hong-Kong.  There  was  an 
additional  battalion  placed  there  at  one 
time,  not  for  the  purpose  of  defending 
Hong-Kong,  but  in  relation  to  the 
Chinese  troubles.  Those  troubles  are 
over,  and  that  additional  battalion  has 
been  withdrawn ;  but  I  am  confident  I 
am  right  in  informing  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  the  existing  garrison  is 
the  garrison  which  has  always  been  re- 
garded as  adequate  for  the  defence  of 
that  place.  Should  any  doubt  remain  on 
the  question,  if  the  right  hon.  Grentleman 
will  kindly  put  down  a  Question  on  the 
Paper  I  will  give  him  all  the  information 
he  requires. 

Now  I  come  to  tha  imdisputed  part 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  speech, 
that  part  relating  to  St.  Lucia  and  the 
West  Indies.  The  hon.  Grentleman  who 
spoke  last  but  one  and  other  speakers  in 
this  debate  regretted  that  we  had  aban- 
doned a  p'ace  upon  which  much  money 
had  been  spent,  and  which  they  thought 
would  be  still  extremely  useful  as  a  base 
for  naval  operations.  The  money  may 
have  been  ill-spent,  but  the  fact  that  it 
was  ill-spent  does  not  [make  it  better  to 
say  that  you  will  keep  a  place  which  on 
strategic  grounds  you  had  better  abandon. 
I  do  not  think  that  the  fact  that  money 
has  been  wasted  is  a  reason  for  wasting 
more.  The  expenditure  is  now  brought 
to  an  end.  The  reason  why  the  expendi- 
ture was  originally  undertaken  was  in 
consequence  of  the  Report  of  a  very  strong 
Commission — the  Carnarvon  Commission 
— whose  general  tendency  was  to  con- 
centrate our  forces,  and  who  carried  on 
the  old  tradition  that  the  West  Indies 
were  likely  to  be  the  centre  of  an  import- 
ant action  between  diiferent  Powers.  The 
Report  was  based  on  the  view  that  the 
West  Indies  were  likely  to  be  the  scene 
of  a  great  fleet  action,  and  that  decision 
seemed  to  us  to  be  in  the  least  degree 
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probable.  Wo  thought  that  actions 
between  the  fleets  of  any  European 
Powers  were  likely  to  take  place  in  a 
theatre  of  war  far  to  the  east  of  the 
Caribbean  Sea;  and  although  some  of 
the  great  naval  battles  of  the  world  have 
been  fought  in  those  regions,  I  hope  and 
believe  that  we  shall  never  again  be 
engaged  in  a  great  fleet  action  in  the 
Caribbean  Sea. 

It     has      been      made     a       matter 
of  a  reproach    that    all    this    was    not 
thought  of  before,  and  that  more  caution 
was  not  shown  in  this  expenditure.     I^et 
the  Committee  consider  for  a  moment 
how  this  kind  of  criticism  would  tell  upon 
any  great  change  and  any  great  reform 
either  in  naval    or    military   or    other 
matters.    You  could  not  get  certitude  in 
these  matters  even  if  you  had  to  do  with 
persons  of  infinite  knowledge  as  regards 
the  existing  conditions.    The  conditions 
change,    the    dispersion    of    sea   power 
throughout  the  world  varies,  the  size  of 
vessels   varies,    the    weapons    used    by 
the  vessels  vary,  tactical  methods  vary, 
and  with  these  variations  there  inevitably 
occur  the  sort  of  variations  that  render 
useless  the  expenditure  which  at  the  time 
may  have  been  fully  justified.     And,  of 
course,  that  expenditure  will  be  carried 
on,  and  ought  to  be  carried  on  until  it 
becomes  quite  clear  that  the  new  view  is 
the  correct  one.    To  remain  in  a  state  of 
floating  indecision,  neither  dealing  with 
the  old  policy  as  if  it  were  true  nor 
making  up  your  mind  upon  a  new  policy, 
cannot  be  wise  and  is  not  wise.     A  wise 
man  would  pursue  the  opposite  course 
and  say,  **We  saw  that  circumstances 
were  changing  and  considered  them,  and, 
after  having  fully  considered  them,  we 
see   that  some  vital    and    fundamental 
alteration  must  be  made  in  our  strategic 
considerations."      The  part  of  the  wise 
man  is,  in  what  I  understand  is  a  City 
phrase,    **  To  cut  your  loss,"   to  admit 
that  the  old  conditions  have    changed 
and  that  you  have  been  mistaken,  and  to 
redistribute  the  forces  of    the   Empiie 
as  sound  strategy  and  sound  economy 
best    dictate.      Now,    I    am    not  pre- 
pared  to  deny  that  there  was  a  m  s- 
take  made  in  the  case    of    St.   Lucia. 
But  it  was  not  wholly  a  mistake.     The 
conditions  have  greatly  altered  since  the 
decision  was  originally  come  to. 


I.>3 
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The  hon.  Member  for  the  Isle  of  Wight 
devoted  a  great  deal  of  his  time  to  an 
argument  by  which  he  seemed  to  indicate 
that  the  Defence  Committee  and  their  ad- 
^isers  v^ere  wrong  because  many  Boards 
of  Admiralty  and  many  War  Office  Ad- 
ministratiojiB  have  been  wrong   in   the 
pist.     Of  course  they  have  been  wrong. 
T&e  naval  and  military  history  of  this 
cation  and  of  all  nations  is  strewn  with 
mistakes,  and  will  continue  to  be  strewn 
with  mistakes.     In  questions  so  difficult 
and  so  changing  it  is  impossible  to  get 
in  every  case  a  decision  which  wisdom 
after  the  event  will  ultimately  show  to  be 
the  right   one.      The  members   of    the 
Defence  Committee  do  not  claim,  either 
for  themselves  in  their  individual  capacity 
or  in  tlieir  collective  capacity,  that  they 
are   endowed   with  any  special,  wisdom. 
What  is  claimed  for  the  Defence  Com- 
mittee is  that  it  provides  mechanism  by 
which    such  wisdom  as   we  can  collect 
together  may  be  brought  to  a  convenient 
focus  and  worked  not  in  antagonism  but 
ill  harmony    for   the  attainment  of    a 
common  object.    The  hon.  Member  for 
King's  Lynn  mentioned    a  case  which 
gives  an  apt  illustration  of  these  very 
changes  in  Admiralty  opinion  in  the  past 
which  have  been  made  the  subject  of 
comment — the  case  of  Trincomalee.     No 
doubt  the  Admiralty  were  at  one  time — 
again    it  was  Lord  Carnarvon's    Com- 
mission— desirous  that    in  addition    to 
Colombo  we  should  have  a  harbour  at 
Trincomalee.    As  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
f^tores  have  not  been  kept  there  for  a 
long  time,  for  it  has  not  showti  itself  to 
be  of  use  for  a  convenient  naval  base. 
It  was  perfectly  right  that  it  should  be 
abandoned  and  the  Committee  were  right 
in    endorsing  that  suggestion.     On  this 
question  of    costly  error  there    is  one 
other  observation  suggested  to  me   by 
the  interesting  speech  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for   Haddington.     He 
spoke  in  laudatory  terms  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Defence,  and  he  looked  for- 
ward to  the  period  when  the  Committee 

of  Defence,  or  other  bodies  consti- 
tuted on  the  lines  of  it,  should  bring 
the  scientific  element  into  every  Depart- 
ment of  our  Government,  and  he  would 
desire  to  have  something  analogous 
to  the  Committee  of  Defence  dealing 
with  such   matters    as    public    health. 


Every  one  who  will  look  through  the 
history  of  medical  opinion  as  regards 
public  health  during  the  last  fifty  years, 
and  .the  amount  of  money  spent  in 
obedience  to  medical  opinion,  will  find 
as  great  a  crop  of  errors  and  as  large  an 
expenditure  of  public  money  which 
subsequent  knowledge  has  shown  to  be 
ill-spent  as  anything  connected  with  the 
Army  and  the  Navy.  It  is  regrettable 
but  it  is  inevitable.  As  long  as  we  are 
fallible,  as  long  as  the  House  of  Commons 
is  not  rntirely  composed  of  men  possess- 
ing Solomon's  wisdom,  so  long  shall  we,, 
acting  on  the  best  opinion  we  can  obtain 
and  which  bcience  can  give,  commit 
errors  which  the  science  of  the  next  day 
will  say  have  been  of  the  grossest 
description. 

There  is  one  very  curious  moral 
which  one  or  two  speakers,  but 
not  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  Forest  of  Dean,  have 
drawn  from  what  I  have  said.  They 
seem  to  think  that  the  sober  and  modest 
estimate  which  I  gave  of  the  dangers 
which  we  fear  on  the  North-West  Frontier 
of  India  were  of  such  a  character  as  to 
indicate,  together  with  the  views  which 
the  Committee  held,  that  we  might 
largely  reduce  the  numbers  of  our 
Regular  Army.  I  do  not  go  into  the 
question  of  the  size  of  the  Indian  Army 
on  this  occasion,  but  I  think  that  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  put  the  point  in  a 
more  accurate  fashion.  What  he  sail 
was  ttiat  my  statement,  with  which  he 
broadly  agreed,  was  of  a  character  which 
showed  that  no  fundamental  alteration 
could  be  made,  by  which  I  suppose  he 
meant  that  compulsory  service  of  some 
sort  or  .another  would  be  required  in 
order  to  carry  out  our  national  obligations* 

♦Sir  CHARLES  DILKE  said  that  he 
referred  to  the  speech  of  the  Secretary  for 
War  on  April  3rd  and  the  comments  of  the 
Conservative  Press,  that  vastly  larger 
forces  than  those  contemplated  would 
have  to  be  sent  to  India  in  a  shorter 
time,  say  in  the  first  year  of  a  war. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  did  not  say 
anything  of  what  might  be  anticipated 
in  the  first  year  of  a  war,  but  I  am  afraid 
that  in  the  first  year  of  a  war  it  will  be 
found   by   the  Government  responsible 
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ioT  meeting  its  needs  that  the  enormous 
reductions  which  some  hon.  Gentlemen 
-eeem     to     anticipate     will     be      quite 
impossible.    I  do   not  mean  to  develop 
that  point ;  but  I  raise  a  note  of  warning, 
l)ccau8e  I  understand  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member    for   Aberdeen 
xirew  from  what  I  have  said  the  infer- 
ence that  the  first  thing  which  ought   to 
be  done  in  consequence  of  the  statement 
•of  the  Committee  of  Defence   was    to 
begin  to  reduce  the  Regular  Forces  of  the 
drown.     1  do  not  think  that  the  Indian 
problem    is    otherwise    than    a    grave 
problem.     Some  hon.  friends  of  mine  seem 
to  think  I  rather  contemplated  as  a  remote 
and  impossible  danger  that  we  should  be 
invaded  by  any  neighbouring  Power,  and 
that  if  we  were  so  invaded  the  difficulties 
of  Afghanistan  and  the  provisions  neces- 
sary would  make  the  military  attempt  an 
impossible  and  illusory  one.    That  is  not 
my  view.     And  it  is  not  the  view  of  the 
xight  hon.  Member  for  the  Forest  of  Dean, 
On  the  contrary,  I  think  a  war  which  was 
leally  undertaken   for    the  conquest  of 
India  by  any  foreign  Power,  though  a  war 
which  in  its  inception  and  earlier  stages 
would  be  a  slow  war — I  mean  that  not 
In  one  or  two  or  three  months  should  we 
see  the  collision  of  great  forces  or  even 
later— yet  it  would  be  a  war  that  would 
impose  a  strain  on  all  our  resources,  and 
would  require  a  great  force  of  Regular 
troops  even  in  what  may  relatively  be 
described  as  its  earlier  stages — relatively, 
that  is,  to  the  duration  of  the  operations. 
I  do  not  think  that  any  one  who  really 
heard  and  weighed  the  speech  which  I 
delivered  this  afternoon  could  doubt  that 
that  was  what  I  intended  to  convey. 

With  regard  to  Persia,  I  did  not  deal 
with  Persia ;  but,  of  course,  the  question 

^f  Persia  has  engaged  our  most  anxious 
attention,  and  necessarily  will  do  so. 
But  I  do  not  think  that  it  is  so  important 
a  matter  as  those  matters  which  I  did  dis. 
CU68  in  connection  with  India.  I  do  not 
think  it  probable  that  the  main  attack  on 
India  will  be  through  Persia.  I  do  not 
at  all  deny  that  subsidiary  and  collateral 

•dangers  might  be  apprehended  upon  the 
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regions  to  the  west  and  south  of  Af  (];hani- 
Stan  itself ;  and  I  indicated  that  in  my 
speech.  But  I  confined  myself,  and  I 
think  rightly  confined  myself,  to  the  two 
lines  of  advance  which  all  military  critics 
are  agreed  are  those  which  would  bo  the 
principal  lines  along  which  dangerous 
invasion  is  likely  to  take  place. 

That  is  all  I  have  to  say  in  answer  to 
the,  for  the  most  part,  very  kindly- 
criticisms  of  my  speech  of  this  afternoon. 
But  I  have  been  reproached  for  not 
saying  more  about  the  constitution  of  the 
Committee  of  Defence  itself. 


Mr.  HALDANB:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  promised  to  say  something 
on  the  colonial  question. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :   That  is  true 
and  1  will  deal  with  it  in  connection  with 
the   constitution  of    the  Committee.    It 
may- seem  a  paradox,  but,  after  having 
given  the  matter  the   most  careful  con- 
sideration in  my  power,  I  have  come  to 
the  conclusion    that  the    only  member 
of  the  Defence  Committee  who  ought  to 
have  an  indisputable  right  to  be  a  mem. 
ber  is  the  Prime  Minister  himself.    It  is 
perfectly  true  that  as  a  matter  of  practice 
and  in  relation  to  almost  all  of  the  sub- 
jects that  we  have  had  under  discussion 
there  have  been  sunmioned  to  the  meet- 
ings of  the  Committee,  not  as  witnesses, 
but  as  members,  the  two  members  of  the 
Cabinet  responsible  for  the  Army  and  the 
Navy  respectively  and  their  chief  naval 
and  military  advisers.     The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  is  an  almost  constant 
attendant    because,  unfortunately,  it  is 
impossible  to  discuss  a  large  number  of 
these  questions  irrespective  of  the  state 
of  the    national    finances.      Constantly, 
also,  questions  have  arisen  in  which  we 
have  beenobliged  to  ask  the  overburdened 
Minister  for  Foreign  Affairs  to  come  to 
assist  us.     Indeed,  he  has  asked  us  to 
deal  with  questions  in  which  his  own  and 
other  Departments  are  concerned,  and  on 
those  occasions,  of  course,  he  has  to  be 
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present.      Id  the  same  way  the  Colonial 
Secretary  attends  whenever  any  question 
ii   raised    in    which    the    Colonies  are 
directljr  ijoterested ;  and  we  have  had  on 
aore  than  one  oscasion  also  not  merely 
rbe    Colonial  Secretary,    but    the   Per- 
manent Under-Secretary  for  the  Colonies, 
-irho  lias   given  ns  valuable  assistance. 
<>bserve  the  enormous  advantage  of  this 
flexibility  of  constitution.     If  you  laid 
down   fixed  members  of  the  Committee 
<Yery  other  person  would  come  to  the 
meetings    on   sufferance,    either    as    an 
additional  member  or  with   a  different 
status  J  and  that  would  carry  with  it  what 
vould  be  regrettable  in  the  highest  degree 
—namely,  that  when  any  colonial  repre- 
sentative came  over  on  a  question  in 
which  the  Colonies   were  interested,  he 
would   not  come  on  precisely  the  same 
fc»oting  as  other  members,  but  in  the 
form,  I  will  not  say  of  a  suppliant,  but 
of    a    witness,    or    of    an    ambassador 
bringing  a  request,  or  in    some    other 
capacity  than  that  of  a  member  of  the 
Committee.      He  is  now  a  full  member 
of  the  Committee  for  a  particular  purpose, 
and  that  arrangement  has  the  advantage 
of  maVing  known  to  him  the  documents 
of  the  Committee;  some  of  which  are  of  the 
most  confidential  character,  and  are  not 
to   be  scattered  broadf$ast  all  over  the 
world.     They  remain  in  the  keeping  of 
the  only  fixed  and  permanent  member  of 
the    Committee  —  namely,     the    Prime 
Minister    himself.    1    admit    that    that 

constitution,  which  has  no  statutory 
obligation,  and  which  can  be  changed  by 
any  successor  of  mine  who  desires  to  do 
so,  is  in  itEelf  at  first  sight  singular.  But 
those  who  habitually  attend  the  Com- 
mittee have  found  it  convenient  and 
flexible ;  we  have  not  found  it  opan  to 
any  objection ;  and  if  it  be  urged  that  it 
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takes  away  from  the  Committee  its 
authority,  because  no  one  knows  of  whom 
it  is  constituted,  I  would  say  that  the 
IGnutes  state  who  was  present  and  who 
agreed  to  the  resolutions  at  which  the 
Committee  arrived.  These  resolutions 
remain  on  record  for  the  benefit  of  our- 
selves and  our  successors,  and  there  is 
not  the  slightest  danger  of  the  House  of 
Commons  believing  that  the  resolutions 
are  expressed  on  the  authority  of  an 
important  body,  when,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  they  are  expressed  on  the  opinion  of 
a  single  individual  who  has  perhaps  very 
little  authority. 

I  think  that  probably  answers  the 
Question  put  to  me  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Haddington,  and, 
if  so,  it  also  answers  the  Question 
put  to  me  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  King's  Lynn.  He  said,  and  said 
truly,  that  some  questions  that  the 
Committee  of  Defence  have  discussed 
involve  very  nice  points  of  international 
law.  That  indeed  is  a  fact,  as  any  one 
who  has  served  on  the  Committee  during 
the  present  war  knows  to  his  cost;  but 
for  those  purposes  we  ask  the  Attorney- 
General  to  attend.  He  is  for  those  pur- 
poses a  member  of  the  Committee.  He 
comes  and  gives  us  his  opinion ;  if  there 
is  a  vote  taken  he  will  give  his  vote,  just 
like  any  other  member  of  the  Committee. 
So  that,  again,  gives  a  further  illustration 
of  the  great  adaptability  which  the 
present  constitution  of  the  Committee 
gives  to  the  varying  circumstances  of  the 
national  need.  That  is  all  I  have  to  say 
in  reply ;  and  I  can  only  thank  the  Com- 
mittee, first,  for  having  tolerated  a  very 
long  speech  at  the  beginning  of  the 
sitting,  and  then  having  patiently  listened 
to  such  a  defence  as  I  am  able  to  ofier 
to  the  criticisms  that   they  have  in  a 
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very  kindly  spirit    given    utterance  to 
during  the  course  of  the  afternoon. 

Mr.  HARWOOD  (Bolton),  while  con- 
sidering that  the  appointment  of  a 
Committee  of  Defence  was  a  step  in  the 
right  direction,  thought  it  did  not  go  far 
enough  and  was  not  placed  on  a  proper 
basis.  There  should  be  more  accuracy  in 
the  use  of  terms.  The  Secretary  for 
War  was  wrongly  named.  He  was 
Secretary  for  the  Army.  He  hoped  the 
new  offices  in  Whitehall  would  not  be 
called  the  War  Office  if  they  were  going 
to  be  used  for  the  Army.  We  had  two 
arms — ^the  Army  and  the  Navy — and  we 
wanted  one  brain  to  govern  the  two. 
That  brain  should  be  the  brain  of  the 
Minister  for  War.  It  might  be  said  they 
could  not  entrust  such  power  to  one  man, 
and  probably  that  was  in  the  mind  of  the 
Prime  Minister  when  he  organised  the 
Committee  of  Defence.  Why  call  it  the 
Committee  of  Defence  ?  They  could  not 
distinguish  between  defence  and  ofEence. 
When  they  were  fighting  they  were 
fighting.  When  it  was  war  it  was  war. 
The  Committee  should  be  the  Committee 
of  War,  not  of  Defence,  as  we  might  be 
defending  or  we  might  be  attacking. 
The  Prime  Minister  had  said  the  Com- 
mittee of  Defence  had  worked  well,  be- 
cause this  person  and  that  person  had  been 
called  in  for  this  purpose  and  that  pur- 
pose.  But  look  at  the  South  African  War. 
They  had  no  one  responsible.  They  could 
not  find  the  right  horse  on  which  to  put 
the  saddle  of  blame.  The  nation  would 
not  be  content  unless  the  Prime  Minister 
organised  some  responsible  body  who 
could  be  blamed  if  things  went  wrong, 
and  praised  if  things  went  right.  A 
shifting  or  varying  constitution  was  not 

the  sort  of  thing  to  deal  with  a  matter 
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of  life  and  death  such  as  war.  He  hoped » 
therefore,  that  the  Prime  Minister  would 
place  the  matter  on  a  logical  basis,  orga- 
nise a  Council  of  War,  give  it  a  definite 
constitution,  and  let  Parliament  be 
consulted  as  to  how  it  should  be  con- 
stituted. Let  the  nation  know  who 
composed  it,  and  let  it  be  responsible 
to  the  nation. 

Mr.  LOUGH  (Islington,  W.)  thought 
the  question  of  finance  ought  to  receive 
more    attention    from    the    Committee* 
The  excellent  principles  which  the  Prime 
Minister  had  that  day  enunciated  had  not 
the  slightest  reflection  in  the  Estimates 
of  the  year.    If  there  was  no  serious 
danger  of  invasion,  and  the  India  prob- 
lem   was  less  pressing,    why   were  we 
spending  from  £65,000,000  to  £70,000,000 
on  the  Army  and  the  Navy  this  year^ 
with  Naval  and    Military  Works  Bills, 
involving    a     farther    expenditure     of 
£6,000,000    or     £7,000,000,    to    follow  ? 
There  never  was  a  Oovernment  which 
gave  so   little  serious  thought  to    the 
expenditure    of    public    money    as    the 
Administration    now    in    power.     They^ 
had   not  paid  their  way  in  any  single 
year.     The  Prime  Minister  had  borrowed 
money  and  spent  it  everywhere,  and  he 
now  told  the  misguided  nation  that  the 
expenditure  was  all  worthless.    Although 
he  was  being  told  all  the^while  that  the 
policy  was  very    questionable    he    still 
plunged  on. 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  This  is  pure 
romance. 

Mr.  lough  considered  the  inter- 
ruption of  the  Prime  Minister  a  most 
offensive  one,  He  did  not  regard  th<> 
matter  as  romance.     For  the  last  sevea 
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years  he  had  urged  this  view ;  he,  at  be  seriously  coDsidered  was  the  Nortti 
least,  was  consistent,  which  was  more  • 
than  could  be  said  of  the  Grovernment. 
The  way  in  which  the  question  of  cost 
was  considered  by  the  House  of  Com- 
mons and  treated  by  the  Prime  Minister 
was  simply  shocking.    Instead  of  meet- 
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ing  their  liabilities  the  Government 
borrowed  money,  and  would  leave  it  to 
their  successors  to  find  mcians  of  paying 
it  off.  The  only  reason  for  the  change 
of  policy  announced  that  day  was  that  the 
nation  had  become  angry,  and  the 
Prime  Minister  was  afraid  to  go  any 
further.  The  people  were  evidently 
going  to  take  the  matter  into  their  own 
hands,  and  the  sooner  they  did  so  the 
better,  as  matters  could  not  possibly 
go  on  for  many  years  longer  with  the 
present  wretched  management  of  national 
finance,  for  which  the  Prime  Minister, 
more  than  anybody  else,  was  responsible. 

Sib     ELLIOTT    LBES    (Birkenhead) 
considered  it  a  matter  for  congratulation 
that    at    last    the   military    and    naval 
policy  of  the  country  was  co-ordinated 
QDder  one  control,  and  that  there  was 
at  the  head  of  afiairs  a  body  responsible 
as  were  the  general  staffs  in  European 
countries,  but  of  much   greater  weight. 
The  nation  would  rejoice  to  hear  that 
the  opin*on  of  naval  and  military  experts 
vas  now  so  harmonised  that  a  serious 
invasion  of  this  country  might   be  re- 
garded as  impossible,  and  the  announce- 
ment as  to  the  diminished  Ukelihood  of 
t^ti  invasion  of  the  North-West  Frontie: 
of  India  would  be  received  with  equal 
gratification.    The  foreign  policy  of  Lord 
Salisbury  had  been  amply  justified    Five 
years   ago    we  had    three    great    land 
frontiers    open    to    attack — the    South 
African,  the  Canadian,  and  the  Indian — 
^  of  those  the  only  one  that  need  now 
VOL.  CXLVI.    [Fourth  Sbrieh.] 


West  Frontier  of  India.  Such  a  result 
redounded  to  the  credit  of  the  Adminis- 
tration. 


And,  it  being  Midnight,  the  Chairman 
left  the  Chair  to  make  his  Report  to  the 
House. 


The  Clerk  at  the  Table  informed  the 
House  that  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
Means  was  unable,  owing  to  indisposition, 
to  resume  the  Chair  as  Deputy-Speaker. 

Whereupon  Mr.  Jeffreys,  Deputy- 
Chairman,  took  the  Chair  as  Deputy- 
Speaker,  in  pursuance  of  the  Standing 
Order. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  upon  Monday  next. 


JADJOURNMENT. 
Motion  made,  and  QueBtion[proposed, 
•'That   this  House  do  now  adjourn.** — 
{Sir  A.  Adand'Hood.) 

Major  SEELY  (Isle  of  Wight)  asked 
what  course  the  Patronage  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  proposed  to  adopt  with 
regard  to  the  talking  out  of  the  Motion 
on  the  Vote  for  the  Committee  of  Defence 
by  a  supporter  of  the  Oovernment.  In 
addition  to  thero]^being  several  Army 
matters  upon  which  information  had  been 
desired  but  not  given,  the  Opposition  had 
been  anxious  to  take  a  division  on  the 
grave  question  of  public  extravagance. 
Under  the  circumstances  he  hoped  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  be  able  to 
arrange  for  a  continuance  of  the  debate 
so  that  a  decision  might  be  taken. 
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Mr.  MoCRAE  (Edinburgh,  Ej  urged 
the  advisability  of  an  early  day  being 
given  for  the  discussion  of  the  Volunteer 
Vote.  The  logical  conclusion'  to  be 
drawn  from  the  statement  of  the 
Prime  Minister  was^that  the  Volun- 
teers would  not  be  required  to  be 
kept  up  to  their  present  strength,  and 
that  probably  was  the  guiding  principle 
in  the  Secretary  of  State's  policy.  It  at 
auy  rate  pointed  to  the  desirability  of  an 
early  announcement  being  made  as  to 
thapart  the  Volunteers  were  to  play  in 
the  scheme  of  national  defence. 

» 
Sib  ELLIOT  LEES  (Birkenhead)  said 
.  that,  as  his  Parliamentary  conduct  had 
been  impugned,  he  might  say  he  had 
not  the  same  opportunities  of  catching  the 
Speaker's  eye  as  hon.  Members  opposite, 
there  being  more  Members  on  his  side 
of  the  House,  but  he  was  quite  sincere  in 
his  remarks.  He  had  very  serious 
views  on  the  question  of  national  defence, 
and  he  would  be  very  glad  if  a  further 
opportunity  for  discussion  could  be 
given* 

Mr.  swift  MACNBILL  (Donegal,  S.) 
said  he  had  been  in  the  House  for  nearly 
twenty  years,  but  he  had  never  seen 
Parliamentary  tactics  reduced  to  the 
level  to  which  the  Prime  Minister  had 
brought   them.       Although    the     days 

allotted  to  Supply  were  supposed  to  be 
for  the  ventilation  of  the  views  of 
private  Members,  the  Prime  Minister 
made  speeches  of  inordinate  length, 
and  then  left  the  House  at  the 
critical  moment  at  the  close  of  the  de- 
bate, allowing  one  of  his  supporters  to 
talk  the  matter  out*  He  hoped  the  time 
would  soon  come  when  the  right  hon; 


Gentleman  would  be  thrown  down  from 
his  ilUgotten  eminence. 

Mr.  DALZIEL  (Kirkcaldy  Burghs), 
in  supporting  the  request  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Islo  of  Wight,  pointed 
out  that  many  Members  had  come  back 
to  the  House  for  the  express  purpose  of 
taking  part  in  the  division.  He  suggested 
that  the  Oovemment  should  allow  the 
decision  of  the  House  to  be  taken  on  the 
Report  stige. 

*the  parliamentary  SECRE- 

TARY  of  the  treasury  (Sir  A. 
AcLAND-HooD,  Somersetshire,  Welling- 
ton) promised  to  bring  the  matter  to  the 
notice  of  the  Prime  Minister. 

Question  put,  and  agreeil  to. 


NEW  BILL. 


MERCHANT  SmPPING  (PILOTAGE). 

Bill  to  amend  The  Merchant  Shipping 
Act,  1894,  in  respect  of  Pilotage  Certifi- 
cates, ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir 
Henry  Seymour  King,  Mr.  Oibson  Bowles, 
Sir  John  Colomb,  Sir  Robert  Penrose 
FitzQerald,  Major  Evans-Gordon,  Mr. 
Joyce,  General  Laurie,  Mr.  LkweUyn, 
Sir  Gilbert  Parker,  Mr.  James  Reid,  and 
Mr.  Runctman. 

MERCHANT  SHIPPING  (PILOTAGE)  BILL. 
''  To  amend  The  Merchant  Shipping 
Act,  1894,  in  respect  of  Pilotage  Certifi- 
cates," presented  accordingly,  and  read 
the  first  time ;  to  be  read  a  second  time 
upon  Thursday,  25th  May,  and  be 
printed.    [Bill  210.] 


Adjourned  at  twenty-two  minutes 
after  Twelve  o'clock. 
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Humber  Conservancy  Bill  [h.l.].  A 
witness  ordered  to  attend  the  Selept 
Committee. 

Dublin  Corporation  (Superannuation) 
Bai;  North  Sussex  Gas  Bill.  Read  2\ 
and  committed. 

Baker  Street  and  Waterloo  Railway 
Bill;  Charing  Cross,  E  us  ton,  and  Hamp- 
stead  Railway  Bill;  Edgware  and 
Hampstead  Railway  Bill.  Brought  from 
tlie  Commons ;  read  P ;  and  referred  to 
the  Examiners. 

West  Cumberland  Electric  Tramways 
(Extension  of  Time)  Bill  [h.l.].  Returned 
from  the  Commons  agreed  to. 

London  Squares  and  Enclosures  (Pre 
servation)  Bill  [h.l.].    Report  from  the 
Select  Committee,  That  it  is  not  expedient 
to  proceed  further  with  the  Bill ;  read, 
and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

Blackpool  Improvement  Bill  [h.l.]. 
Report  from  the  Select  Committee,  That 
the  Committee  had  not  proceeded  with 
the  consideration  of  the  Bill,  no  parties 
having  appeared  in  opposition  thereto; 
read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 
The  orders  made  on  the  21st  of  February 
and  dlst  of  March  last  discharged,  and 
Bill  committed. 


ECCLESIASTICAL  COMMISSIONERS 
(No.  2)  BILL   LH.L.]. 

A  Bill  to  provide  for  the  appointment 
of  an  additional  Church  Estates  Cdm- 
missioner  and  for  matters  incidental 
thereto.  Was  presented  by  the  Lord 
Archbishop  of  Canterbury ;  read  1* ;  and 
to  be  printed.     (No.  72.) 


t 


PETITIONS. 


LICENSED  HOUSES. 

Petitions  for  early  closing  of ;  of  Execu- 
tive Committee  of  Stepney  Ruridecanal 
Church  of  England  Temperance  Society ; 
Reading  and  District  Temperance  Coun- 
cil; read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
Table. 


EOCLESIASTICAL   COMMISSIONERS 
BILL  [h.l.1. 

Bill  (on  Motion)  (by  leave  of  the  House) 
withdrawn. 

VOL.  CXLVI.    [Fourth  Sbribs.] 


1  EDUCATION  BOARD  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  CONFIRMATION  (UVER- 
POOL,  ETC.)  BILL  [h.l.]. 

Read  2*  (according  to  order). 

EDUCATION  BOARD  PROVISIONAL 
ORDER  CONFIRMATION  (LONDON 
No.  1)  BILL  [H.L.1. 

Read  ^  (according  to  order). 

EDUCATION  BOARD  PROVISIONAL 
ORDER  CONFIRMATION  (LONDON 
No.  2)  BILL  [H.L.]. 

[Sbcokd  Rkadino.] 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing read. 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read 
2*.*' — (The  Marquees  of  Londonderry,) 


The  Earl  of  LEVEN  and  MEL- 
VII'LB :  My  Lords,  I  have  been  asked  to 
oppose  this  Bill  on  the  ground  that  the 
people  in  the  immediate  neighbourhood 
where  the  school  is  proposed  to  be  erected 
— ^Hotham  Road,  Putney — object,  I  be- 
lieve without  exception,  to  its  erection, 
and  that  they  have  not  had  that  oppor- 
tunity, which  the  Education  Act  lays 
down,  of  bringing  forward  their  objections 
to  the  proposed  site.  By  this  Bill  a  cruel 
injustice  is  done  to  the  people  who  live  in 
the  immediate  neighbourhood  of  the  pro- 
posed site  for  the  new  school.  The  houses 
are  of  a  superior  class  and  inhabited  by 
people  with  incomes  of  £300,  £400,  or 
£500  a  year,  and  have  nice  gardens.  The 
leases  of  some  of  the  houses  have  only 
five  years  to  run,  and,  the  ground  laud- 
lord  being  willing  to  sell,  the  authori- 
ties have  not  considered  the  interests 
of  the  tenants  at  all,  but  are  re- 
commending this  site,  in  preference 
to  one  which  is  more  suitable  in  other 
ways,  on  the  ground  that   it    can   be 

0 
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Acquired  at  a  cheaper  price  owing  to  the  of  events  on  this  particular  occasion 
shortness  of  the  leases.  In  this  matter  !  seems  to  have  been  extraordinarily  rapid, 
not  only  the  tenants  affected,  but  the  ^  The  report  of  the  Education  Board 
people  residing  on  the  opposite  side  of  Commissioner  was  dated  April  6th.  The 
the  road  and  in  the  immediate  neighbour-  <  advertisement  inserted  in  the  newspapers 
hood  ought  to  be  considered.  1  did  not  appear  until  May  5th — a  month 

.        ,_  ..         onA*    QAA      ^     afterwards;  but  on  May  9th,  after  the 

At  a  distance  of  from  200  to  300  yards   expiration  of  only  four  days,  this  Bill  was 
from  this  site  there  are  a  large  number   ^^^  ^^^^  j^^  Lordships*  House  for 

of  smaller  houses ;  indeed,  the  whole  of  g^^^^  Reading,  The  persons  affected 
the  surrounding  district  is  covered  with  ^hat  there  has  not  been  sufficient 

little  houses  inhabited   by  the  working    ^-^^  ^^^^  ^^^^^^  ^^^^^^^  ^^^  I  j 

classes,  and  it  may  be  that  a  site  m  that    ^^  „^y^  friend  the  noble  Marques* 

distnct  IB  more  expensive  to  purchase  ,  ^^  ^^^  y^^^^  ^f  ^j^^  ^^^^  ^^  Education  to 
than  the  site  in  question,  where  the  houses  I  ^^  ^^^  g^  ^g  -^  ^^^^^  ^  -^  ^^e  in- 
are  larger  and  the  leases  have  only  a  short  g^feitants  of  the  neighbocrhocSl  an  oppor- 
period  to  run.  But  the  authonties  are  ^^^^  ^f  expressing  the  objections  which 
not  justified,  m  order  to  save  expenditure,  ^^  ^^  ^^  ,  ^J^  ^^  j^ 
m  imlicting  a    great    injustice  on    the  .  ° 

tenants  of  the   houses  scheduled.      In 

Section  2,  Sub-section  2,  of  the  London  *The  LORD  PRESIDENT  of  thb 
Education  Act  it  is  laid  down  that  the  COUNCIL  and  PRESIDENT  op  the 
site  of  a  public  elementary  school  shall  j  BOARD  of  EDUCATION  (The  Marquess^ 
not  be  determined  upon  until  after  con-  of  Londonderry)  :  My  Lords,  I  need 
sultation  with  the  council  of  the  borough,  hard^  say  that  if  I  could  meet  the  wish 
I  am  informed  that  this  section  has  not  of  my  noble  friend  by  postponing  the 
been  complied  with.  On  October  20th  the  s  Second  Reading  of  this  Bill,  I  should  be 
London  County  Council  wrote  to  the  delighted  to  do  so,  but  it  is  impossible  for 
Wandsworth  Porough  Council  stating  ,  me  to  accede  to  that  request.  Before 
that  they  had  decided  to  obtain  compul-  the  Bill  was  read  a  first  time  in  your 
sory  powers  to  acquire  this  site,  and  that  I^ordships'  House,  the  Board  of  Educa- 
was  the  first  intimation  the  borough  tion  had  taken  all  the  preliminary 
council  had  of  it.  On  November  11th  .  steps  necessary  under  the  Act  of  Parlia- 
the  borough  council  formally  objected  '  ment,  and  in  the  circumstances  I  do  not 
and  proposed  other  sites,  and  I  am  in-  think  it  is  possible  for  me  to  postpone 
formed  that  the  council  still  object  to  its  further  progress.  My  noble  fnend 
this  site.  told  a  most  pathetic  tale  with  regard  to 

-,     ,    J        11  J  xi        t     1  '  the  houses  that  are  to  be  compulsorily 

The  body  caUed  the  sclool  managere,   ^^^^^^  ^^^^^  ^^^  ^j,,    j  ^„^y  iowtver, 

who  are  elected  one-third,  I  think  by  the  j^^  ^^^  ^^^4  ^he  leases  of  the  houses  to 
Lordon  County  Council,  and  one-third  by  I  ^l^j^^  ^^  ^j,^^^  ^^^  ^^i^^  ^  „^ 
the  ratepayer»-at  any  rate  they  are  a  |  j^^^^t  excellent  houses,  and  occupied  by 
thoroughly  representative   body -have  j  ^^h.^^.^^  hB,vehiA  a  very  few 

considered  this  site  and  condemned  it  by  j  ^^  ^^^    ^^^  j^^„^3  ^^^^  j^^  ^^  j^ 

thirteen  to  one ;  and  I  am  told  that  over  ,  j^^^^    ^y^^,  I  am  informed,  expire  in 
3C0  ratepayers  have  opposed  it.     At  the  |  igioor  1911 ;  an  das  the  owner  of  the  land 
ocal  public  inquiry  which  was  held  by    „„  ^^ich  these  houses  stand  did  not  ap- 
the  Education  Board,  not  a  smgle  witness         ^ethe  proposal  of  the  County  Council. 

refiiainor  or  inti»Teaterl  in  PntnevoriiVft  avi-    4.    ■.  .    .1  .^,     •..     ^       « -  ,       ••'..*    1   • 


residing  or  interested  in  Putney  gave  evi- 1  f  ^^  ^^  \^^^^  j  ^^^^y  ^  .^g^  j^ 
dence  in  support  of  this  site;  such  ;  ^^^holding permission.  Moreover,  many 
evidence  was  only  given  by  the  London  I  ^j  ^he  hou^s  in  the  immediate  neighbour- 
County  Council  officials     Thechddren  m  .  j^^^    ^^^  .^^    ^     people   whose 


the  immediate  neighbourhood  attend  ;  ^j^y^,^^  frequent  the  elementary  schools, 
hi grer -grade  schools,  and  it  is  contended  ^ 

that  the  site  for  a  public  elementary  |  I  hope  my  noble  friend  will  not  think 
school  should  be  chosen  nearer  to  the  that  I  do  not  sympathise  with  those 
houses  where  the  children  Uve  who  would    who  occupy  the   houses    adjoining  the 


use  the  school.    While  these  things  do 
not  generally  move  speedily,  the  progress 

The  Eari  of  Leven  and  MdviUe. 


site.     I  do ;  but  the  County  Council  have: 
pressed  upon  us  the  absolute  necessity  of 
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a  school  boiug  built  in  that  area,  and 
the  amoatit  of  land  available  for  the 
purpose  being  very  limited  they  have 
natarally  fixed  upon  the  site  which  they 
think  most  suitable  for  the  purpose,  and 
convenient  for  the  children  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood. Two  sites  are  in  question. 
There  is  the  Hothara  .  Koad  site,  in  the 
borough  of  Wandsworth,  and  another 
site,  300  yards  off,  known  as  the  Bigg's 
Road  site.  I  do  not  think  in  point  of 
convenience  or  suitability  there  is  any- 
thing to  choose  between  the  two ;  but  one 
could  be  acquired  a  great  deal  cheaper 
than  the  other,  and  the  County  Council 
very  wisely  selected  the  cheaper  one — 
the  Hotham  Road  site.  The  rateable 
value  in  this  case  is  £265  a  year; 
whereas  the  rateable  value  in  the  other 
case  is  £786  a  year.  In  addition  to  that, 
the  Hotham  Road  site  would  involve  no 
re*housing,  whereas  on  the  Biggs  Road  site, 
which  the  noble  Lord  said  was  a  pre- 
ferable one,  there  is  so  considerable  a 
population  of  the  working  classes  that, 
according  to  statute,  the  County  Council 
would  have  to  undertake  the  building  of 
houses  to  replace  those  taken  down, 
and  in  all  probability  the  erection  of 
the  school  would  be  thereby  delayed.  It 
is  agreed  on  all  sides  that  a  school  is 
necessary  in  that  district;  and  the 
County  Council  fixed  upon  the  cheaper 
site  and  the  site  on  which  they  could 
build  a  school  at  the  shortest  notice. 

My  noble  friend  contended  that  the 
objections  of  the  inhabitants  of  Wands- 
worth had  not  been  sufficiently  heard. 
I  do  not  for  one  moment  deny  that  there 
has  been  cmsiderable  feeling  against  the 
compulsory  purchase  of  this  site,  and  I 
regret  that  we  had  to  gi  \  e  our  sanction  to 
a  site  the  acquisition  of  which  caused 
such  an  amount  of  heart-burning;  but  I 
must  take  exception  to  the  noble  Earl's 
statement  that  the  objections  of  those 
opposed  to  the  purchase  were  not  pro- 
perly heard.  The  Board  of  Education, 
acting  in  acordance  with  the  section 
which  my  noble  friend  quoted,  sent  down 
a  Commissioner  to  inquire  into  the  whole 
matter,  and  full  notice  was  given  of  the 
iiquiry,  so  that  anyone  who  wished  to 
object  could  attend  and  do  so.  The 
borough  council  were  heard  at  the  in- 
quiry, and  though  I  am  bound  to  say 
they    strongly     objected    on    technical 


grounds  at  the  commencement,  they 
withdrew  those  objections  during  the 
proceedings  at  the  public  inquiry.  As 
I  have  told  your  Lordships,  the  owner  of 
the  property  did  not  oppose  the  grant 
of  compulsory  powers,  and,  after  all^ 
I  think  he  is  the  most  important  person 
to  be  considered.  I  regret  extremely 
that  any  action  on  the  part  of  the 
Department,  of  which  I  am  the  head, 
should  be  the  cause  of  heart  burnings 
among  the  people  whose  property  is 
taken,  but,  as  your  Lordships  know,  there 
is  considerable  difficulty  in  finding  sites 
for  schools  in  the  various  districts  of 
London,  and,  when  it  is  decided  that  a 
site  has  to  be  taken,  I  am  afraid  it  will 
seldom  happen  that  there  will  not  be 
objections  from  some  quarter.  I  regret 
that  I  cannot  see  my  way  to  comply 
with  the  request  to  postpone  this  Bill. 

The  Earl  of  LEVEN  and  MEL- 
VILLE :  I  must  ask  your  Lordships^ 
indulgence  in  order  to  move  the  rejection 
of  this  Bill.  If  I  am  correctly  informed, 
over  300  ratepayers  were  represented  by 
counsel  at  the  local  inquiry  in  opposition 
to  the  acquisition  of  this  site,  and  not  a 
single  witness  residing  or  interested  in 
Putney  gave  evidence  in  support  of  it. 
In  those  circumstances  I  beg  to  move 
the  rejection  of  the  Bill. 

Amendment  moved — 

"  To  leave  out  the  word  '  now '  and  at  tho 
end  of  the  Question  to  add  the  words  *  upon 
this  day  six  months.'  " — (The  Earl  of  Leven  and 
MdvilU.) 

Lord  TWBEDMOUTH  :  My  Lords,  I 
hope  my  noble  friend  will  not  persist  in 
the  objection  he  has  raised  to  the  Second 
Reading  of  this  Bill.  After  all,  it  is 
absolutely  necessary  that  these  schools 
should  be  built,  even  though  they  may 
cause  a  certain  amount  of  inconvenience 
to  the  people  who  live  near  them.  This 
seems  to  be  a  case  where  a  school  is  to  be 
erected  on  the  cheapest,  and,  apparently, 
the  best  site,  and  so  far  from  there  having 
been  any  want  of  inquiry,  the  inquiry 
seems  to  have  been  an  extremely  full 
one.  No  doubt  the  residents  round 
about  the  particular  site  proposed  for 
this  school  do  not  wish  the  school  to  be 
built  in  that  particular  place.  That  is  a 
thing  we  quite  sympathise  with ;   but  it 
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does  seem  to  me  that  the  public  advan- 
tage is  to  be  considered  ana  should  weigh 
against  the  individual  wishes  of  a  certain 
number  of  residents.  The  real  point 
which  my  noble  friend  Lord  Leven  has 
made  is  that  the  wishes  of  a  certain 
number  of  people  who  live  round  this  par- 
ticular site  should  Q^xry  weight  against  the 
advantage  of  the  whole  district.  I  think 
the  noble  Marquess,  the  President  of  the 
Bo  aid  of  Education,  made  out  a  perfectly 
clear  case  that  it  is  to  the  advantage  of 
the  district  as  a  whole,  and  also  of  the 
ratepa}  ers,  that  this  particular  site  should 
be  taken.  I  quite  understand  that  the 
r3sidents  living  near  would  prefer  that 
the  school  should  not  be  erected  there, 
but,  as  I  have  said,  the  wishes  of  indi- 
viduals must  give  way  to  tlie  advantage 
of  the  district  as  a  whole.  I  therefore 
hope  my  noble  friend  will  not  persist  in 
his  Amendmf'nt,  for  I  think  the  case 
made  out  by  the  Education  Board  is  one 
that  will  command  the  general  assent  of 
those  who  consider  it  from  an  impartial 
point  of  view. 

♦Thb  secretary  of  STATE  for 
FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess 
of  Lansdowne):  My  Lords,  I  wish  to 
join  in  the  appeal  that  has  just  been 
made  by  my  noble  friend  opposite  to  the 
noble  Earl  who  moved  the  rejection  of 
this  Bill.  If  he  had  been  able  to  show 
that  there  had  been  any  omission  or  any 
irregularity  in  the  proceedings,  I  think 
we  should  all  of  us  have  been  inclined  to 
entertain  his  proposal  favourably,  but  I 
cannot  learn  that  there  was  any  such 
omission  or  irregularity.  He  has  told  us 
that  the  evidence  taken  at  the  local 
inquiry  did  not  do  entire  justice  to  the 
feelings  of  some  of  the  residents  in  the 
neighbourhood.  That  may  be  the  case, 
but  I  am  assured  on  the  best  authority 
that  the  inquiry  which  took  place  was  an 
extremely  full  one,  lasting  two  days ;  and 
I  understand  that  the  borough  council 
was  represented  at  that  inquiry  with 
great  ability.  I  have  no  doubt  that 
the  erection  of  a  school  of  this  kind 
in  the  proximity  of  villas  of  the  type 
which  the  noble  Lord  described  may  be 
regarded  as  an  inconvenience  by  some  of 
the  residents  in  those  villas,  but  surely 
that  is  not  to  be  pressed  as  a  reason  for 
cither  not  having  the  school  at  all  or 
clriving  it  to  some  less  convenient  site. 

Lord  TtoeedmoiUh. 


I  am  told  that  the  only  alternative  site 
was  consideied,  and  that  that  site  was 
not  only  less  convenient,  but  also,  for  the 
reasons  given  by  the  noble  Marquess  the 
President  of  the  Education  Board,  much 
more  expensive.  With  regard  to  the 
question  of  evidence,  I  am  also  told  that 
evidence  was  in  fact  given  in  favour  of 
the  site  by  an  alderman  of  the  Wands- 
worth Borough  Council.  In  these  cir- 
cumstances, I  must  say  I  think  it  would 
be  a  very  strong  order  that  this  Bill 
should  be  rejected  by  your  Lordships 
simply  because  some  of  the  residents  in 
the  neighbourhood  of  the  proposed  school 
would  prefer  that  the  school  should  be 
built  elsewhere. 

The  Earl  of  LEVEN  and 
MELVILLE:  My  Lords,  after  the 
statement  which  has  just  been  made  by 
the  noble  Marquess  the  Leader  of  the 
House,  that  an  alderman  of  the  borough 
of  Wandsworth  was  in  favour  of  t^e 
acquisition  of  this  site,  I  am  bound  to 
say  my  case  is  very  much  weakened. 
But  this  is  the  first  I  have  heard  of  it. 
I  was  informed  that  there  was  not  a 
single  inhabitant  in  favour  of  this  site. 
After  what  has  been  said,  I  beg  leave  to 
withdraw  my  Amendment,  but  I  hope 
that  ii  anything  can  be  done  in  Conmiittee 
to  lessen  the  hardship  on  the  persona  in 
question  it  will  be  done. 

Amendment,  by  leave  of  the  House, 
withdrawn. 

On  Question,  Bill  read  2\ 

House  adjourned  at  five  minutes 
before  Five  o'clock,  to 
Monday  next.  Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE  OP  COMMONS. 
Friday,  I2th  May,  1905. 

The  House  met  at  Twelve  of  the  Clock. 


Mb.  SPEAKER'S  ABSENCE. 

The  House  being  met,  the  Clerk  at 
the  Table  informed  the  House  of  the 
unavoidable  absence  of  Mr.  Speakbr, 
owing  to  continued  indisposition. 

Whereupon  Mr.  Jambs  William 
LowTHER,  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
Means,    proceeded    to    the    Table,  and. 
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after  Prayers,  took  the  Chair  as  Deputy- 
Speaker,  pursuant  to  the  Standing 
Order. 


PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  (PETITIOX  FOR  ADM- 
TIONAL  PROVISION)  (STANDING 
ORDERS  NOT  COMPLIED  WITH). 

Mr.  Deputy-Spbakbr  laid  upon  the 
Table  Report  from  one  of  the  Examiners 
of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  That,  in 
the  case  of  the  Petition  for  additional 
Provision  in  the  following  Bill,  the 
Standing  Orders  have  not  been  complied 
with,  viz. : — Ulster  and  Connaught  Light 
Railways  Bill. 

Ordered,  That  the  Report  be  referred 
to  the  Select  Committee  on  Standing 
Orders. 

Brompton,  Chatham,  Gillingham,  and 
Rochester  Water  Bill.  Lords  Amend- 
ments considered,  and  agreed  to. 

Holy  Trinity,  Portsea,  Bill  [Lords]. 
Read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  with  an 
Amendment. 

Rotherham,  Maltby,  and  Laughton 
Railway  Bill.  Read  the  third  time,  and 
passed. 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  11)  Bill.  "  To  confirm  certain  Pro- 
vifflonal  Orders  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  relating  to  Durham  and  Framwel- 
gate,  Hanley,  and  Southport,"  presented 
by  Mr.  Grant  Lawson;  supported  by 
Mr.  Gerald  Balfour  ;  read  the  first  time ; 
and  referred  to  the  Examiners  of 
Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  and  to  be 
printed.    [Bill  211.] 

Alexander  Scott's  Hospital  Order 
Confirmation  Bill.  *'  To  confirm  a  Pro- 
visional Order,  under  The  Private 
Legislation  Procedure  (Scotland)  Act, 
1899,  relating  to  Alexander  Scott's 
Hospital,"  presented  by  the  Lord- 
Advocate,  and  ordered  (under  Section  7 
of  the  Act)  to  be  considered  upon 
Tuesday  next. 

Dundee  Water  Order  Confirmation 
Bill.     "  To  confirm  a  Provisional  Order, 


under  The  Private  Legislation  Procedure 
(Scotland)  Act,  1899,  relating  to  Dundee 
Water,"  presented  by  the  Lord- Advo- 
cate, and  ordered  (under  Section  7  of  the 
Act)  to  be  considered  upon  Tuesday  next. 

Arbroath  Corporation  Water  Order 
Confirmation  Bill.  **  To  confirm  a  Pro- 
visional Order,  under  The  Private 
Legislation  Procedure  (Scotland)  Act. 
1899,  relating  to  Arbroath  Corporation 
Water,"  presented  by  the  Lord- Advocate, 
and  ordered  (under  Section  7  of  the  Act) 
to  be  considered  upon  Tuesday  next. 


PETITIONS. 


EDUCATION  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Petition  from  Kilmore  and  Ealbridef 
for  alteration ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

JUVENILE  SMOKING  BILL. 

Petition  from  Edinburgh,  in  favour; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

LIQUOR  TRAFFIC  LOCAL  VETO 
(SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour ;  from  Alva ;  Ayr- 
shire; Benholm;  Dundee;  Dunfermline 
(two);  and  Glasgow;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. ' 

SALE  OF  INTOXICATING  UQUORS 
(SUNDAY)  BILL. 

Petition  from  King's  Norton,  in  favour ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

SUMMARY    JURISDICTION    (CHILDREN) 

BILL. 

Petition  from  Wandsworth,  in  favour ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

THAMES  ESTUARY  (LIGHT  VESSELS). 

Petition  from  Bamsgate,  for  connection 
with  the  shore  by  wireless  telegraphy ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

WOBIEN'S  ENFRANCHISEMENT  BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour;  from  Ashton- 
under*Lyne  ;  Ayr ;  Balfaat ;  Chelsea ; 
Fulham ;  Levenshukne ;  Liverpool ;  Man- 
chester and  Salford;  and  Rothesay;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 
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RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 


GOVERNMENT  DEPARTMENTS 
SECURITIES. 

Return  presented,  relative  thereto 
[ordered  6th  April;  Mr.  Victor  Caven- 
dish] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be 
printed.    [No.  162.] 

TRADE  WITH  SIBERIA. 

Copy  presented,  of  Report  on  the 
condition  and  prospects  of  British  Trade 
in  Siberia,  by  H.  Cooke,  Special  Commis- 
sioner oi  the  Commercial  Intelligence 
Committee  of  the  Board  of  Trade  [by 
Command] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


QUESTIONS  AND  ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED   WITH  THE  VOTES. 


The  Ministry  of  Commerce. 

Mr.  LOUIS  SINCLAIR  (Essex,  Rom- 
ford):  To  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  whether  he  can  say  when  he 
will  be  able  to  lay  before  the  House  the 
proposals  of  the  Government  in  regard  to 
improving  the  status  of  the  Local  Govern^ 
ment  Board  and  the  Board  of  Trade,  and 
the  creation  of  a  Ministry  of  Commerce, 
as  promised  in  His  Majesty's  Speech  from 

the  Throne. 

« 

{Answered  by  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour.)  I  am 
afraid  I  am  not  yet  in  a  position  to 
assign  a  date  for  the  introduction  of  this 
measure. 

British  Trade  in  China. 

Mr.  MOON  (St.  Pancras,  N.) :  To  ask 
the  Under-Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Afiairs  whether,  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
a  number  of  British  merchants  have  te  3- 
graphed  from  China  to  the  Secretary  of 
State  representing  that  the  Gov  rnment 
of  China  ignores  the  Mackay  Treaty,  ren- 
dering the  same  ineffective  in  most 
essentials,  and  that  the  Government  of 
China  actively  opposes  the  stipulations 
of  that  treaty  as  to  currency,  mining 
taxation,  and  navigation.  His  Majesty's 
Government  intend  to  take  action  in 
reference  to  this  representation. 


a  telegram  was  addressed  to  His  Majesty's 
Minister  at  Peking,  requestitig  him  to 
obtain  from  the.  signatories  a  detailed 
statement  of  the  matters  which  form  the 
subject  of  their  complaint,  and  which 
will  receive  the  careful  attention  of  His 
Majesty's  Government. 

Grants  to  Scotland  for  Education  and 
for  Relief  of  Rates. 

Mr.  CALDWEILL  (Lanarkshire,  Mid.) : 
To  askthe  Lord- Advocate  if  he  can^ivc, 
for  the  year  ended  March  31st  last  the 
amount  of  the  probate  (or  estate)  duty 
grant  received,  the  amount  received  of 
the  proceeds  of  licences  specified  in  the 
schedule  to  The  Local  Government  (Scot- 
land) Act,  1889,  the  amount  paid  under 
!  cattle  pleuro-pneumonia  account,  the 
amount  paid  to  counties,  burghs,  etc. 
(relif.'f  of  rates,  etc.),  and  the  balance 
which  remained  for  relief  of  school  fees, 
also  the  amount  of  the  Scotch  fee  grant 
for  the  same  year,  and  fur  her  for  the 
same  year  the  amount  received  under 
the  heads  of  Excise  duties  on  beer  and 
spirits,  and  on  Customs,  under  the  Act  of 
1890,  with  the  amount  of  the  balance 
paid  over  to  counties,  burghs,  etc.,  for 
relief  of  rates  or  technical  education; 
and  whether  he  can  state  the  amount 
which  stood  at  the  credit  of  the  fee  grant 
account  on  March  3Ist  last,  after  payment 
is  made  of  the  fee  grant  of  12s.  per  child. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  ScoU  Dicks'on.)  The 
amount  paid  under  cattle  pleuro-pneu- 
monia  account  for  the  year  ending  March 
31st,  1905,  was  £1,440.  The  amount  of 
fee  grant  vote  for  1904-5  was  £344,151, 
all  of  which  was  spent.  The  amount  at 
the  credit  of  the  fee  grant  account  on 
March  31st,  1905,  was  £109,473  8s.  Id.  I 
regret  I  am  unable  to  answer  the  other 
parts  of  the  hon.  Member's  Question,  as 
the  requisite  material  is  not  yet  available. 

Period  of  Bei>ayment  of  Loans  under 
Naval  and  Military  Works  Acts  in  Re- 
spect of  Halifaz,  Bermuda,  Jamaica, 
and  St  ijucia. 

Mb.  ASHTON  (Bedfordshire,  Luton) : 
To  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
over  what  periods  the  repayments  of  the 
loans  under  the  Naval  and  Military- 
Works  Acts  made  in  respect  of  Halifax, 
Bermuda,  Jamaica,  and  St.  Lucia  extend. 


{Answered  by  Earl   Percy.)      On  the       {Answered  by  Mr.    Victor  Cavendish.) 
receipt  of  the  representation  referred  to,    Under  the  Naval  Works  Acts  previous  to 
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1903  the  period  was  not  exceeding  thirty 
_7ear8  fiom  July  6th,  1895,  and  under 
the  Military  Works  Acts  previous  to 
1903  it  was  not  exceeding  thirty  years 
from  April  8th,  1897.  Under  the  Naval 
^and  Military  Works  Acts  of  1903  the  period 
is  not  exceeding  thirty  years  from  the 
-date  of  borrowing. 

JBourd  of  Inland  Bevenae  and  the  Collec* 
tion  of  Agricultural  StatisticB. 

Sir  OHARLES  WELBY  (Nottingham- 
shire, Newark) :  To  ask  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  whether  he  will  explain 
under  what  authority  the  Board  of 
Inland  Revenue,  in  certain  cases,  im- 
posed the  work  of  collecting  agricultural 
statistics  totally  unconnected  with  ques- 
tions of  taxation,  other  than  those  known 

the  Com  Returns,  upon  their  officers. 


(Answered  by  Mr.  [Victor  Cavendish.) 

The  arrangements  foi  collection  of  agri- 

<;ultural  statistics  by  officers  of  Inland 


Revenue  were  made  nearly  forty  years 
ago,  under  the  authority  of  the  Treasury. 
Numerous  other  similar  arrangements 
have  been  made  from  time  to  time 
whereby  one  Department  of  the  public 
service  is  authorised  to  undertake  -on 
behalf  of  another  Department  duties  for 
the  transaction  of  which  it  may  have 
special  facilities. 

Direct  and  Indirect  Taxation  in  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland. 

Mr.  lough  (Islington,  W.) :  To  ask 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequei  if  he 
will  state  the  proportion  of  direct  to  in- 
direct taxation  in  the  two  islands  of 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland  respectively 
during  each  of  the  last  three  years. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  Austen  Chamberlain.) 
The  proportions  of  direct  and  indirect 
taxation  in  Great  Britain  and  Ireland 
lespectively,  including  local  taxation 
revenue  and  excluding  coal  duty,  were  as 
follows : — 


Great  Britain. 

Ireland. 

Direct. 

Indirect. 

Direct. 

'    Indirect. 

• 

1902-3     - 
1903-4     - 
1904-5  (estimated) 

63-9 
50-6 
50-4 

461 

• 

49*4 
49-6 

26-6 
27-8 
27-4 

73-4 
72-2 
72-6 

In  an  Answer  to  a  Question  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Kilkenny  on  the 
13th  t  ultimo,  I  gave  particulars  to 
show  that  these  proportions  must  not 
be  taken  to  imply  that  Irishmen  contri- 
bute more  per  head  to  indirect  taxation 
than,  or  even  as  much  as,  inhabitants  of 
^reat  Britain. 

Deaths  f^om  Plague  in  India. 
Sir  WALTER  FOSTER  (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston) :  To  ask  the  Secretary  of  St^te 
ioi  India  if  he  can  state  the  number  of 
deaths  from  plague  in  the  Punjab  for 
^ach  of  the  monthi  of  January,  February, 
and  March  of  this  vear;  and  the  total 


number  of  deaths  in  India  during  each 
of  the  same  months. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Secretary  Brodrick,) 


t  See  (4)  Debates  J  cxlv.,  84. 


Punjab. 

India. 

January    - 

29,009 

126,526 

February  - 

31,779 

126,041 

J  Four  weeks  end- 
ing 1st  April  - 

60,046 

199,221 

J  Compiled  from  the  Weekly  Tabular  Returns, 
as  the  Report  for  the  calendar  month  of  March 
has  not  yet  been  received  from  India. 
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Polling  Booths  in  County  Tsrrone. 

Mr.  DOOGAN  (Tyrone,  E.) :  To  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware 
that,  since  the  passing  of  the  Local 
Government  Act,  the  polling  booth  for 
Coalisland  and  New  Mills  was  fixed  at 
Brackville,  in  the  village  of  Coalisland ; 
that  this  year  the  polling  station  has 
been  fixed  at  New  Mills,  an  exclusively 
Orange  quarter,  on  account  of  reports 
of  disturbances  during  the  last  two 
elections  in  Coalisland,  which  reports 
were  not  made  by  any  public  body; 
and  whether,  in  view  of  the  police  reports 
as  to  the  only  disturbance  that  took 
place,  and  of  the  fact  that,  of  the  total 
number  of  600  voters  in  this  unit,  450 
reside  in  Coalisland  and  150  in  New 
Mills,  and  the  greater  number  of  these 
would  be  unable  to  travel  two  miles 
after  six  o'clock  and  record  their  votes, 
that  the  accommodation  in  New  Mills 
is  unsatisfactory,  there  being  neither 
telegraph  office  nor  police  station,  steps 
will  be  taken  to  prevent  the  proposed 
change  being  carried  out. 

[Answered  hy  Mr.  Walter  Long,)  The 
dutj  of  determining  the  number  and 
situation  of  polling  places  and  stations 
at  local  government  elections  devolves 
^^n  the  returning  officers  for  these 
elections,  and  the  Local  Government 
Board  have  no  authority  to  intervene 
in  the  matter.  It  is  open  to  the  hon. 
Member  to  make  a  representation  on 
the  subject  to  the  returning  officer  for 
county  Tyrone,  who  is  the  secretary  of 
the  county  council. 

Outrage  at  Qortumloe,  Oounty  West- 
meath— Police  Inquiry. 

Mr.  TULLY  (Leitrim,S.) :  To  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  the  police  authoiities 
have  taken  steps  to  bring  to  justice  the 
parties  who  fired  into  Deboe's  dwelling- 
house  at  Gortumloe,  county  Westmeath ; 
has  the  portion  of  the  ammunition  dis- 
covered on  the  scene  of  the  outrage  been 
compared  with  the  stocks  kept  by  the 
local  dealers ;  and  has  any  inquiry  been 
made  as  to  the  movements  of  the  parties 
on  the  occasion  of  the  outrage  who  are 
licensed  to  keep  breechloading  guns  in 
the  locality ;  and  whether  he  can  state 


what  has  been  the  result  of  the  action, 
if  any,  of  the  police  authorities  in  this: 
case. 

(Ansicered  hy  Mr,  Walter  Long,)  The 
police  have  used,  and  are  continuing  to 
use,  all  possible  exertions  to  discover  and. 
bring  to  justice  the  offenders  in  this  case.. 
It  is,  for  obvious  reasons,  undesirable 
to  detail  the  steps  which  have  beei^ 
taken  to  that  end,  but  the  hon.  Member 
may  rest  assured  that  nothing  will  be 
left  undone  which  would  tend  to  secure, 
the  object  in  view. 

Interference  with  a  l^ationaliat  Procession, 
at  Loop,  Oounty  Kerry. 

Mr.  MACVEAGH  (Down,  S.) :  To  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  he  can  state 
on  what  grounds  a  contingent  of  Lissan 
Nationalists,  returning  on  17th  March, 
from  a  political  meeting  at  Loop,  county 
Kerry,  were  sought  to  be  forcibly  pre-^ 
vented  from  proceeding  by  the  same 
route  which  they  had  traversed  in  the 
morning;  whether,  seeing  that  Money- 
more  or  district  were  not  proclaimed,, 
what  official  had  power  to  disperse  an* 
orderly  procession ;  whether  he  can  state 
who  gave  the  order  to  the  pohce  to  use^ 
their  batons ;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
after  the  baton  charge  the  contingent 
was  allowed  to  proceed  by  the  original 
route ;  that  prosecutions  have  since  been 
instituted  against  the  people  who  had. 
been  thus  attacked;  and  whether  in- 
quiries will  be  made  as  to  the  cause  of 
the  discontent  amongst  the  Catholio 
population  of  the  district  with  regard 
to  the  character  of  the  [^local  police 
sergeant. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  Walter  Long.)  The 
proceedings  on  this  occasion  are  the 
subject  of  a  pending  prosecution,  and 
until  the  case  is  decided  I  must  decline, 
to  discuss  the  matter. 

Oounty  Donegal  Land  Appealfl— Delay  in 
Delivery  of  Judgment. 

Mr.  McFADDEN  (Donegal,  E.) :  To- 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  what  is  the  cause 
of  delay  in  the  delivery  of  judgment  in. 
the  appeals  in  the  land  cases  from  county 
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Donegal,    heard    at    Strabane    on    the 
8th  February  last. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Walter  Long.)  Judg- 
ments were  delivered  in  these  cases  on 
the  8th  instant. 


SELECTION  (STANDING  COMMITTEES). 

Mr.  Halsey  reported  from  tbe  Com- 
mittee of  Selection;  That'  they  had 
discharged  the  following  Members  from 
serving  on  the  Standing  Committee  on 
Law,  and  Courts  of  Justice,  and  Legal 
Procedure,  in  respect  of  the  Town 
Tenants  (Ireland)  Bill:  Mr.  Waldron 
and  Mr.  Harrington ;  and  had  appointed 
in  substitution:  Mr.  Vincent  Kennedy 
and  Mr.  Oharlea  Devlin. 

Mr.  Halsby  further  reported  from  the 
Committee  of  Selection;  That  thej  had 
diflcharged  the  following  Member  from 
serving  on  the  Standing  Committee  on 
Law,  and  Courts  of  Justice,  and  Legal 
Procedure,  in  respect  of  the  Marriage  with 
a  Deceased  Wife's  Sister ,  Bill :  Mr. 
Malcolm;  and  had  appointed  in  substi- 
tution :  Sir  Ernest  Flower. 

Reports  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


VEHICLES'    UGHTS    BILLS. 
[Second  Rbadinq.] 
Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) 
called  attention  to  the  fact  that  forty 
Members  were  not  present. 

House  counted  and  forty  Members 
being  present. 

♦Mr.  BIGWOOD  (Middlesex,  Brent- 
ford) said  that  in  asking  the  House  of 
Commons  to  give  a  Second  Reading 
to  this  Bill  he  was  asking  hon.  Members 
to  assent  to  a  principle  which  had  al- 
ready been  carried  out  throughout  the 
length  and  breadth  of  the  land.  There- 
fore, he  did  not  think  that  he  needed 
to  take  up  a  large  amount  of  the  time  of 
the  House  because  he  thought  there 
were  very  few  hon.  Members  who  would 
dispute  the  advisability  of  passing  this 


very  simple  Bill.  He  did  not  remember 
a  more  simple  Bill  being  brought  before 
the  attention  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
So  far  as  he  could  see  it  did  not  alter  in 
one  iota  what  already  existed  in  the 
well-administered  counties  of  England. 
Clause  3  of  the  Bill  did  not  provide 
that  additional  lights  should  be  carried,, 
but  it  simply  insisted  that  one  light 
should  be  carried  to  show  either  before- 
or  behind  the  vehicle.  No  doubt  it 
would  be  said  that  the  farmers  could 
not  afford  this  extra  cost,  but  he  wished 
to  point  out  that  by  an  Act  recently 
passed  they  had  given  to  the  farmers 
50  per  cent,  of  their  rates,  and  they 
were  now  being  told  that  they  were- 
really  so  poor  that  they  could  not  afford 
the  additional  cost  of  a  penny  rush- 
light at  the  back  of  their  vehicles.  He 
did  not  think  this  needed  much  talking 
about.  All  he  was  asking  for  in  thifv 
Bill  was  to  establish  uniformity  of  a 
practice  which  was  now  carried  out  in  the 
majority  of  the  best-regulated  counties 
in  England.  lie  was  not  championing 
or  voicing  the  objects  of  any  of  the 
associations  which  had  made  themselv  a 
so  prominent — he  alluded  to  motor-car,, 
cycling,  and  road  associations.  They 
could  very  well  take  care  of  themselves. 
He  was  speaking  entirely  from  practical 
experience  gained  in  connection  with  by- 
laws with  which  he  had  been  associated 
in  passing  for  the  county  of  Middlesex. 

Those  who  knew  Middlesex  were  aware 
that  it  was  a  county  adjoining  London 
through  which  there  was  a  large  amount 
of  slow  and  sleepy  traffic  from  the  agri- 
cultural districts,  and  the  driveis  in 
charge  of  such  traffic  were  not  alwaya 
found  proceeding  on  the  right  side 
of  the  road,  and  the  lesult  was  not  every- 
thing that  could  be  desired.  He  could 
assure  hon.  Members  opposite  that  it 
was  not  so  easy  to  pass  by-laws  as  they 
appeared  to  think.  No  doubt  he  would 
be  told  that  all  they  needed  to  do  was 
to  pass  a  by-law  and  get  the  Govern- 
ment Department  to  confirm  it,  and 
then  they  would  have  all  they  wanted. 
But  they  would  not  then  have  all  they 
required  because  what  he  wanted  was 
unifornuty,  and  that  was  all  he  asked 
for  in  this  Bill.  It  was  much  more 
simple  to  accept  a  Bill  of  this  sort  in 
order  to  secure  uniformity,  for  it  would 
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make  the  geneial  practice  the  law.  !  panies,  in  which  it  «^aB  pointed  out  that 
At  the  present  time  the  Oovemment  J  as  tramways  were  now  being  carried 
Department  was  bothered  enough  by  i  further  into  the  suburbs,  the  need  for  an 
various  by  •  laws.  Some  people  ex-  '  enactment  by  which  the  men  in  charge 
}>ected  the  Grovernment  Department  of  vehicles  should  be  forced  to  safeguard 
actually  to  approach  the  county  councils  '  themselves  and  others  using  the  roeids 
and  place  before  them  model  by-laws,  but  against  accidents  was  becoming  more 
besides  the  county  councils  they  had  seriously  felt.  The  letter  further  pointed 
also  to  deal  with  the  boroughs.  This  out  that  it  seemed  absurd  that  tram- 
Bill  would  consolidate  the  whole  of  the  ;  cars  and  motor-cars  should  be  compelled 
regulations  upon  this  question,  and  he  j  to  carry  lights  behind  whilst  a  crawling 
would .  leave  motor  -  car  owners  and  |  waggon  with  the  driver  often  asleep 
<?yclist8  to  look  after  themselves.  A '  should  be  exempt  from  carrying  any 
similar  Bill  to  this  was  discussed  in  the  !  lights.  Tramcars  were  as  a  rule  so 
year  1897,  but  since  that  time  there  had  ,  brilliantly  lighted  that  it  would  indeed 
been  an  enormous  increase  in  the  usage  be  a  blind  man  who  ran  into  a  tramcar 
of  public  roads  by  motors  and  other  from  behind,  whilst  motor-cars  travelled 
vehicles.  The  motor  was  now  being  so  fast  that  it  was  almost  impossible  for 
used  for  commercial  purposes,  and  of  ordinary  vehicles  to  run  into  them  from 
-course  they  must  improve  their  regula-  |  behind,  and  yet  both  tramcars  and 
tions  in  this  improving  age.  He  remem-  motor-cars  had  to  carry  lights  behind, 
bered  the  time  when  lights  were  few  •  If  hon.  Members  would  only  do  him 
And  far  between  on  the  country  roads,  the  honour  of  reading  this  Bill,  they 
As  a  young  man  he  always  found  his  would  see  that  it  did  not  add  any  fresh 
-eyes  on  a  dark  night  were  good  enough  powers  in  any  shape  or  form  to  what 
for  anything,  but  they  had  got  beyond  j  already  existed  in  this  country.  His 
that  now.  Motor-cars  and  motor- bicyles  |  only  desire  in  pressing  forward  this  Bill 
— fast  running  vehicles  —  were  obliged  was  to  pass  a  measure  which  would 
to  carry  lights,  but  the  slow  -  going  benefit  all  those  who  used  public  roads, 
vehicles  and  the  cart  left  on  the  He  begged  to  move  the  Second  Reading 
fiide  of  the  road  were  not  required  to  '  of  this  Bill, 
carry  a  light  and  so  they  were  liable  to 

be  run  into.  Was  that  reasonable?  Lieut.-Colonbl  TUFNELL  (Essex, 
In  his  opmion  it  was  a  perfect  anomaly.  g.E.)  said  that  as  an  agricultural  Member 
This  Bill  sought  to  do  what  was  being  ^e  hoped  he  should  be  allowed  to  say  a  few 
done   in   every   well-regulated   adminis-    ^ords   upon   this   most  admirable   Bill 


trative  county  in  this  country. 

On  what  ground  was  the  hon.  Member 
opposite  going  to  move  the  rejection  of 


which  had  been  so  ably  introduced  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Middlesex.  It  was 
quite  true  that  along  country  lanes  motor- 
cars and  vehicles  were  running  very  often 


this  Bill  ?  Surely  if  there  were  any  ,  at  great  rates,  and  as  they  were  all  aware 
benefits  to  be  derived  from  it  Scotland  country  roads  and  lanes  were  not  lighted 
ought  not  to  be  excluded.  He  was  at  all,  so  that  the  risk  was  all  the  greater 
-aware  that  Scotland  was  a  favourite  '  to  ordinary  people  who  had  to  drive  or 
touring  place,  but  that  was  all  the  walk  along  those  roads  at  night.  It 
more  reason  why  Scotland  should  have  was  all  very  well  in  towns  where  there 
the  benefit  of  the  Bill  as  well  as  England.  ,  were  lota  of  lights,  but  this  Bill  would  not 
He  would  like  to  give  to  the  House  a  apply  so  much  to  the  towns  as  to  the 
few  reasons  in  favour  of  the  passing  of  country  districts.  One  objection,  how- 
this  measure.  In  the  county  of  Middle-  ever,  he  should  like  to  point  out,  and  his 
sex  they  had  been  establishing  a  very  objection  applied  to  the  vast  number  of 
large  system  of  light  railways  running  i  country  carts  which  passed  from  the 
into  the  suburbs  and  through  into  the  county  of  Essex  to  the  liondon  market, 
country.  He  had  received  a  copy  of  Very  often  it  happened  that  in  the  eariv 
a  letter  from  the  general  manager  of  '  morning  the  drivers  of  these  carts  fell 
the  Wakefield  and  District  Light  Rail-  !  asleep  and  therefore  they  became  a  source 
ways  Company  which  had  been  written  of  danger  to  the  ordinarv  travelline; 
to  the  general  managers  of  other  com-  j  public.  The  objection  he  wished  to  put 
Mr.  Bigwood, 
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forward  was  that  in  the  case  of  a  sudden  I  partly  by  a  desire  to  meet  the  demands 
puff  of  wind  or  a  severe  jolt,  this  was  j  of  a  very  small,  but  very  selfish  class  of 
often  sufficient  to  put  out  the  light  at-  j  men,  namely,  the  motorists,  who  were 
'tached  to  a  vehicle.  It  had  been  fre-  making  increasing  encroachments  on  the 
quently  found  that  cycJists  had  been  !  rights  of  the  general  public.  What  he 
brought  up  before  the  magistrates  and  |  had  described  as  the  reactionary  Toryism 
fined,  not  because  they  had  no  lights  on  |  of  the  measure  was  to  be  found  in  the 
their  bicycles,  but  because  the  Ught  had  fact  that  it  would  strike  at  the  principle 
happened  for  the  moment  to  go  out  in  of  local  government  in  the  country, 
consequence  of  a  puff  of  wind  or  a  jolt.  ,  That  was  one  of  his  main  objections  to 
Admirable  as  this  Bill  was,  he  thought   the  Bill. 

there  should  be  something  put  in  the '      x.    ,    ^    ,  i    •  ^      #. 

measure  to  provide  that  if  the  lights  acci-i  .^^  l}f^,,^f  ^,  ^'g^^/"^  /^PP^^*  ^^ 
dentally  went  out  in  this  way  the  drivers  ^^«  ?'^K  *^f  }^  ^^?i^  estabhsh  urn- 
should  not  be  fined.  The  fourth  clause  ^^5^^^  ^^  ^^!J*'^.n^•/''^.*"'  ^?^'''^.' 
proposed  that,  "  any  person  who  shall !  7*^<>  PJ^l^^  ^^^  ^'\^^  ?^*  want  urn- 
cause  or  permit  any  vehicle  to  be  drawn  |  ^<>T^^ '-  they  desired  to  leave  to  local 
ox  driven  "  without  being  provided  with  i  authorities  a  fairly  free  hand  in  those 

the  lamp  or  lamps  required  should  be  I  ^f  *^"  ^*[^^^^8  *^f'  ''^''.v.Pf?^ 
liable  to  a  penalty.     He  suggested  that    ^^^^  *^^  ^^^^-  ^^^^^  ^^'^  ^^^^  ^^^ 


if  the   word   "  vftlhilly "   were  inserted 
before  the  word  '*  cause  "  the  case  would 


measure  was  introduced  to  do  away  with 
the    feeling    which    existed    in    county 


ing    cattle     backwards    and    fjgt 

and   for   carrying   on    general    farming 

operations.     That    being    the    state    of 


be  met.  K  a  Ump  had  gone  out  acci- 1  f'^^f^  P^  ^^"'^  °^  *^«'  agricultural 
dentoUy  it  would  be  rather  hard  that  a  !  *"/"l<^'  .^f  Sfve  the  keynote  of  the 
man  should  be  fined.  Subject  to  that  1  ^^''K,^'"-  ^^^  *a\  >»«*  *  .^T,*^ 
exception,  he  cordially  supported  the  ■  f?""<^'  where  the  members  would  take 
Second  Beading  of  the  Bill  1  *•»«  responsibihty    of    putting   an    im- 

I  post  of  this  kind  on  the  people.     That 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, !  7"^  ^"'^'^  '*  ^"    *«^*    ^}^^  '''^°t^ 

"That  the  BiU  be  now  read  a  ^cond  '  ;°«°'^I«'^»«'»<=%r»'^^ ^f ''%"*.«^-  ^ ,° ^°°*- 
time  "  '  ^^^  ^^  condition  of  affairs  had  been 

I  this.      In    every    county    in    Scotland 
A^r      riAmTi/^ATim  ^ir  Aa/\xT    //\  i         I  fMms  wcrc  divided  by  the  public  roads, 

7^^,  ?i  ^S^^^7  J^^K^?  .^?''^- ^  ^'^d  farmers  had  always  been  in  the 
*nd  Shetland)  said  he  absolutely  dis- ,  ^^^^  ^j  ^^j  ^hese  roads  for  bring- 
sociated  himself  from  any  reflection  on  ° 

the    hon.    Members    who    moved    and 
seconded  the  Second  Reading,  both  of 

whom  had  spoken  in  a  phun,  practical,  j  ^g^j^  ^^^^  ^^^  could  understand  why 
businesshke  manner.    The  hon   Member  ;  ■^^  ^^  ^^^  ^  f^y„    „f  intense  irritation 
^ho   moved   the   Second   Reading   had    ^^^  ^een  caused  in  ScotUnd  over  this 
stated  that  there  might  be  discussion  on  '  meosiire 
this  measure  for  the  purpose  of  prevent- 1 

ing  discussion  on  the  Women's  Enfran- !  He  wished  to  state  shortly  some  of 
chisement  Bill,  which  was  the  second  order  I  the  reasons  which  had  influenced  the 
on  the  Paper  that  day.  He  could  assure  Scotch  Members,  who  were  practically 
the  promoters  of  the  Bill  now  before  the  unanimous  against  the  Bill.  In  Decem- 
Honse  that  nothing  was  further  from  his  |  ber  last  this  question  was  discussed  at 
thought  than  that.  He  would  be  able  to  !  a  local  election  in  which  he  took  part, 
prove  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  House  \  and  so  strong  was  the  feeling  which  was 
that  there  was  a  strong  and  deep-rooted  '  manifested  on  the  part  of  farmers  and 
feeling  against  the  Bill  among  his  con-  '  agriculturists,  that,  before  the  end  of  the 
stituents.  It  was  on  that  ground,  and  !  election  both  candidates  declared  that 
that  ground  only,  he  had  given  notice  ]  they  would  not  support  any  measure  of 
that  he  would  move  the  rejection  of  the  |  this  sort.  On  January  14th  a  meeting  was 
Bill.  If  he  might  say  so  without  offence,  |  held  in  the  Agricultural  Hall,  Biinburgh, 
the  speeches  of  the  mover  and  seconder  at  which  a  resolution  was  pasaed  con- 
suggested  that  the  Bill  was  prompted  i  demning  the  proposals  in  the  Bill  on  the 
partly    by    reactionary    Toryism,    and  j  ground  that  they  would  seriously  hamper 
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agriculturists  in  their  work,  and  provide 
facilities  for  driving  motor-cars  at  a  speed 
inconpistent  with  the  rights  and  the 
safety  of  the  public.  There  was  an 
absolutely  unanimous  feeling  against  these 
proposals  on  the  part  of  the  farmers  who 
attended  the  meeting.  This  Bill  did  not 
propose  to  enact  that  when  sheep  or  cattle 
were  being  taken  along  the  public  roads 
after  dark  there  should  be  a  boy  in  front 
and  another  behind,  each  carrjring  a  light, 
but  he  would  remind  the  House  that  that 
was  the  original  proposal.  In  February, 
after  the  House  met,  the  heather  was 
on  fire,  so  to  speak,  in  Scotland,  and  he 
received  a  telegraphic  communication 
from  his  constituents  in  Orkney  stat- 
ing that  they  were  deeply  alarmed 
by  the  report  of  the  proceedings  of 
the  meeting  in  the  Scotch  papers,  and 
at  the  effect  which  this  measure  would 
have  on  them.  He  replied  that  he  did 
not  believe  there  was  the  least  possibility 
of  the  Bill  being  brought  forward,  or 
of  the  Government  giving  any  counten- 
ance or  support  to  it.  The  Employers* 
Parliamentary  Council  had  passed  a 
resolution  expressing  their  strong  objec- 
tion to  this  Bill,  and  stating  that  if  any 
further  legislation  deahng  with  lights 
on  vehicles  was  required  it  should  be 
limited  to  vehicles  going  faster  than 
walking  pace.  The  view  expressed  in 
that  resolution  seemed  to  him  to  be  a 
very  reasonable  one. 

The  Scotch  Members  strongly  objected 
to  the  measure  on  two  grounds.  In  ,the 
first  place  it  would  destroy  the  power 
which  could  at  present  be  exercised  by  the 
local  authority  in  this  matter.  There  was 
a  constant  effort  being  made  to  centralise 
all  authority  in  this  House,  and  to  do 
away  with  the  control  and  jurisdiction 
of  the  local  authorities.  He  thought 
it  was  of  the  utmost  importance  that 
the  power  and  control  of  the  local  authori- 
ties should  be  protected  and  supported 
in  every  possible  way,  anS  that  people 
hving  in  the  country  should  not  be  able 
to  come  to  this  House,  so  to  speak,  to 
shuffle  out  of  their  responsibilities.  The 
county  councils  dare  not  propose  a 
reactionary  measure  of  this  sort,  and, 
if  that  was  so,  why  should  Parliament 

enable  them  to  get  out  of  their  responsi- 
bility  where     they   had   very   properly 
refused  to  exercise  their  powers.     This 
Mr,  Cathcart  Wtuon. 


question,  at  any  rate  in  Scotland,  had 
been  brought  forward  by  the  Motor 
Union,  and  they  had  proposed  even: 
more  drastic  measures  than  were  em- 
bodied in  this  Bill.  The  other  reason 
why  the  House  should  reject  the  Bill 
was  that  it  had  not  been  in  print  for 
more  than  forty-eight  hours.  He  had 
asked  Mr.  Deputy-Speaker  whether  it 
was  in  order  to  move  the  Second  Reading 
of  a  Bill  which  had  not  been  printed,, 
and  it  was  no  breach  of  confidence  ta 
say  that  the  reply  he  received  was 
that  it  was  an  excellent  reason  for  moving- 
its  rejection.  There  were  many  hon. 
Members  who  had  had  no  opportunity  of 
stud3ring  its  provisions.  The  whole  of 
his  constituents  were  bitterly  opposed  to 
the  BiU,  believing  that  rights  and 
privileges  which  had  been  enjoyed  from 
time  immemorial  woUd  be  seriously 
infringed.  They  felt  that  the  Bill  had 
been  brought  forward  by  a  small  class, 
of  selfish  and  greedy  persons  who  desired 
to  use  the  public  roads  for  their  own 
benefit.    He  begged  to  move. 


♦Sir  HERBERT  MAXWELL  (Wigton- 
shire),  in  seconding  the  Amendment,  said 
he  desired  to  dissociate  himself  from  the 
imputation  of  any  motive  in  connection 
with  the  discussion  of  this  measure.  He- 
was  told  that  the  desire  to  protract  the- 
discussion  had  reference  to  a  much  more- 
attractive  subject  than  the  one  on  whichi 
they  were  now  engaged.  He  did  not. 
suppose  it  was  possible  to  afford  a  better- 
illustration  of  the  paradoxical  nature  of 
this  measure  than  was  presented  by  the- 
fact  that  it  was  moved  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Brentford  Division  of  Middle- 
sex and  opposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Orkney.  The  contrast  between*  thfr 
character  of  the  constituencies  of  the  hon^ 
Gentleman  who  moved  the  Second  Read- 
ing of  the  Bill  and  the  hon.  Member  who 
moved  its  rejection  was  a  sufficient  argu- 
ment against  the  Bill.  He  did  not  dis- 
pute the  competence  of  his  hon.  friend 
to  speak  of  the  necessities  of  the  traffic 
in  Middlesex,  but  would  hej'not  allow  the- 
Scotch  Members  some  ^  discretion  in 
managing  their  own  affairs  ?  Parlia- 
ment had  committed  that  duty  to  tho 

county  councils.  Was  Parliament  pre- 
pared to  withdraw  that  responsibility  I 
If  that  were  so,  he  was  afraid  that  all 
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their  talk  about  devolution  and  encourage- 
ment of  local  responsibility  must  have  ' 
been  exceedingly  hollow,  because  as  soon  ! 
as  the  local  discretion  was  exercised  they  I 
were  to  be  told  that  it  was  inconvenient  | 
to^the  public.     He  had  listened  in  vain  I 
to  the  speech  of  his  hon.  friend  who  moved  | 
the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill  for  any  | 
T^aM  reason  for  what  he  called  uniformity,  i 
The  hon.  Gentleman  most  faithfully  de-  ' 
scribed  the   condition   of   the   traffic  in  i 
lirliddlesex  highways  ;    but  he  observed  I 
that  the  hon.  Grentleman  made  a  curious  I 
exemption.     He  drew  an  alarming  picture  | 
of  the  risks  incurred  by  travellers  if  a  cart 
were  left  unlighted  by  the  side  of  a  road, 
bat  he  also  observed,  with  some  sur- 
prise,  that    the    hon.    Member   allowed 
the    wheelbarrow  so   to    remain    with- 
out  a  light.     Now,    an   accident  from 
an  unlighted  wheelbarrow  might  be  quite 
as  serious  as  from  an  unlighted  cart. 
The  danger  of  unlighted  carts  was,  he 
could  not  help  thinking,  in  a  great  degree 
imaginary,  because  motor-cars,  in  their 
own  interest,  carried  a  strong  head-light. 
During  last  winter  he  had  travelled  as 
many  hundred  miles  by  night  in  a  motor- 
car as  most  men.      He  had  to  do  so  in 
order  to  catch  the  main  line  train  twenty 
miles  ofi  his  place ;  and  he  said,  without 
liesitation,  that  he  had  never  had  the 
slightest   inconvenience   fr3m   unlighted 
carts ;    but  he  had  had  some  difficulty 
with  unlighted  flocks  of  sheep.    If  the 
hon.  Member  did  not  extend  the  Bill  to 
other  obstacles  than  vehicles  he  would 
not  do  much  to  increase  the  safety  of 
travelUng  by  night  on  country  roads. 

He  thought  the  most  serious  objection 
to  this  Bill  was  the  time  at  which  it  had 
been  brought  forward.     Owing  to  the  in- 
experience, unskilfulness,  and  in    some 
cases  the  criminal  carelessness  of  some 
people  who  used  motors,  there  was  no 
doubt  that  pubUc  opinion  in  the  country 
-was  very  profoundly  agitated ;    and  the 
question  with  reasonable  people  was  how 
that  traffic  was  to  be  properly  controlled. 
WeU,  in  the  interest  of  the  measure  itself, 
and  of  those  who  supported  it,  it  was 
unfortunate  that  it  should  have   been 
brought  forward  at  this  time ;  because, 
let  his  hon.  friend's  motives  in  bringing 
this  measure  on  now  be  what  they  might, 
he  and  his  associates  would  be  credited 
with  acting  in  the  interest  of  the  motor 


traffic.  He  did  not  think  that  this  was  a 
time  when  Parliament  would  willingly 
place  any  class  or  some  industry  at  an 
inconvenience  by  laying  restrictions  on 
it  in  the  interest  of  those  who  had 
rather  high  views  6i  their  privileges  in 
the  use  of  the  roads. 

The  hon.  Member  for  Orkney  had 
rightly  described  the  view  taken  of  this 
Bill  by  agriculturists  and  by  public  bodies 
in  Scotland.  He  had  gone  down  to  Scot- 
land last  week  to  attend  a  meeting  of  his 
own  county  council.  He  could  not 
say  that  he  had  read  the  Bill.  He  did 
not  know  its  provisions  when  he  was 
asked  what  he  intended  to  do  about  it 
when  it  came  before  the  House.  Its 
provisions  were  roughly  explained  to 
him.  He  did  not  know  that  the  Bill 
was  in  charge  of  his  hon.  friend ;  and 
he  trusted  his  reply  would  not  be  regarded 
as  very  disrespectful  to  him  or  his  con- 
stituents. But  he  answered  that  from  the 
description  giveti  of  it,  it  was  a  Cockney 
measure,  and  that  he  could  not  imagine 
that  this  Parliament,  or  any  future  Parlia- 
ment, would  lay  such  a  burden  on  agricul- 
turists as  would  be  imposed  by  this  Bill. 
Now,  he  might  be  right  or  he  might  be 
wrong  ;  but  he  asked  the  House  to  con- 
sider whether  the  conditions  of  traffic  in 
Middlesex  were  a  sufficient  reason  for 
imposing  what  must  be  irksome  restric- 
tions on  traffic  in  thinly-populated  rural 
districts  ? 

Had  a  case  been  made  out  for 
the  Bill  ?  What  was  the  object  of 
having  uniformity  in  regulations  apply- 
ing to  two  different  sets  of  circumstances  ? 
He  hoped  that  his  hon.  friend  would  be 
so  convinced  of  the  undesirableness  of 
the  proposals  in  the  Bill  that  he  would 
withdraw  it ;  at  all  events,  that  he  would 
confine  its  provisions  to  those  parts  of  the 
country  where  they  were  better  appre- 
ciated than  in  Scotland.  Why,  in  this 
Bill,  the  hon.  Gentleman  proposed  to 
repeal  a  clause  in  the  Burgh  Police 
(Scotland)  Act  of  1903,  over  which  Parlia- 
ment spent  a  great  deal  of  time,  and 
which  it  was  C3rtainly  a  strange  thintj 
to  interfere  with  in  a  private  Member's 
Bill.  He  could  see  no  advantage  to  be 
expected  from  this  measure,  and  no 
reason  why  it  should  be  pursued  any 
further.     He  would  ask  hon.   Members 
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for  Ireland  what  they  thought  of  extend- 
ing this  measure  to  the  country  districts 
of  Ireland.  [Cries  of  "  It  does  not 
extend  to  Ireland."]  Well,  if  it  did  ex- 
tend to  Ireland  how  would  hon.  Members 
from  that  country  look  upon  it  ?  He  was 
very  much  mistaken  indeed  if  they 
would  not  strongly  object  to  it.  He 
had  great  pleasure  in  seconding  the  Mo- 
tion for  its  rejection. 

Amendment  proposed — 

'*  To  leave  out  the  word  '  now/  and  at  the 
end  of  the  Question  to  add  the  words,  <  upon 
this  day  six  months.**' — {Mr.  Cathcart  Wawn,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
*  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Sir  FREDERICK  BANBURY  (Cam- 
berwell,  Peckham)  said  that  this  small 
Bill  was  of  considerable  importance  to 
all  classes  of  the  community,   because 
there  was  hardly  any  one  who  had  not, 
in    one   shape    or  another,    the    neces- 
sity  of   using   the   public     roads.      He 
thought  there  was  considerable   danger 
to  all  kinds  of  traffic  from  slow-moving 
vehicles  without  lights.     The  first  mat- 
ter which  the  House  had  to  consider  was  ! 
whether  it  was   necessary  that  vehicles 
should  have  lights  .when  upon  the  roads. 
It  was  supposed,  very  often,  that  the 
object  of  a  light  on  a  travelling   vehicle 
was  to  give  the  person  who  drove  it  an 
opportunity  of  seeing  the  road  in  front 
of  him  and  the  ditches  on  either  side. 
Now,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  that  was  not 
the  real  object  of  the  light.     He  did  not 
know    about    motor  -  cars,    because    he 
never  owned  one  and  hoped  he  never 
would.     The  lights  of  motor-cars  were 
so  strong  that  it  was  possible  for  the 
driver  to  see  the  ditches  and  the  various 
obstructions  on  the  road ;    but  he  had 
been  in  the  habit  of  using  horse-driven 
vehicles  for  many  years,  and  he  could 
say   that,   as   a   rule,   unless  you   were 
passing  a  coach  where  there  were  five 
or  six  lights,  these  were  no  guide.     In 
an  ordinary  vehicle  the  light  was  very 
often  a  drawback  rather  than  an  assistance 
in  showing  obstacles  on  the   road  be- 
cause   of    the    shadows    which    it   cast. 
The   object    of    a    Ught    on   a    vehicle 
was  to  let  people    see    that    somebody 
else  was  coming  along  the  road.     There 
was  a  case  in  which  he  himself  was  driv- 

Sir  Herbert  MarweU. 
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ing  along  a  narrow  road  in  the  dark  with 
a  light  and  he  suddenly  came  upon  a- 
vehicle  without  a  light  and  a  collision 
took  place.  Fortunately  not  much 
damage  was  done,  but  it  might  have 
eventuated  in  serious  consequences. 
He  thought  it  was  proved,  beyond  doubt, 
that  it  was  necessary  that  all  vehicle* 
should  carry  lights. 

Then     the    question    came    in,    were 
lights     compulsory     at      the      piesent 
moment  ?     So    far     as    he     knew,     in 
the  Jraajority   of  counties    in    England 
the    county   councils    had    passed    by- 
laws making   lights   compulsory ;    and, 
so  iar  as  he    knew,  these  by-laws  had 
been  sufficient  to  meet  the  pubhc  re- 
quirements   of    safety,    and    had    been 
satisfactory  to  the  great  majority  of  the 
people  concerned  in  making  use  of  the 
roads.     No  doubt  there  had  been  cases 
where     brewers,     millers,     bakers,    and 
butchers   who  used  the   country   roads 
might  perhaps  have  objected  to  being 
compelled    to    carry    a    light ;    but  it 
must   be    remembered   that    those  who 
used  the  roads  paid  very  little  towards 
their  upkeep,  and  that   they  should  be 
obliged  to  carry  a  Ught.     Perhaps,  in 
regard     to    farmers,    it    was    a    differ- 
ent thing.     It  must  be  remembered  that 
they  did  not  use  the  roads  very  much  ex- 
cept in  a  dairy- farming  country,  where  the 
milk  carts  went  to  the  railway  stations 
in  the  early  morning  or  late  in  a  winter's 
evening.     In     the    two    counties    with 
which  he  was  connected  he  knew  that 
lights  were  carried.     The  question  arose 
whether,    in    view    of    these    facts,    the 
House  of  Commons  should-  pass  a  Bill 
making    the    carrying    of    lights    com- 
pulsory ?     The  argument  had  been  used 
in  favour  of  this  measure  that  it  estab- 
lished uniformity.     He  agreed  very  much 
with  what  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
had  said.    He  beUeved  that  uniformity 
could  hardly  be  established  all  over  the 
country    because    the    conditions    were 
different.     It  was  self-evident  that  the 
conditions     varied     in     Middlesex     and 
Orkney. 

There  was  an  argument  against 
the  Bill  which  seemed  to  him  to  be 
very  strong.  What  was  the  use  of 
establishing  county  councils  and  dis- 
trict councils  if  they  did  not  leave  ques- 
tions of  this  sort — the  lighting  of  velucles 
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— in  their  own  districts  to  their  own  con- 
trol. He  was  not  sure  whether  it  would 
not  have  been  advisable  to  pass  a  simple 
and  reasonable  Bill,  but  he.  did  not 
think  this  Bill  was  either  reasonable  or 
simple.  He  believed  the  Bill  had  only 
been  printed  a  few  days  ago,  and  hon. 
Members  could  hardly  have  had  time  to 
study  it.  However,  he  had  looked  at 
it,  and  confessed  that  some  of  its  pro- 
visions were  perfectly  ludicrous.  Sub- 
section 2  provided  that — 

**  Where  any  portion  of  the  load  which  is 
lieing  carried  in  or  upon,  a  vehicle  projects 
more  than  six  feet  to  the  rear  beyond  the  back 
of  the  vehicle,  such  vehicle . . .  shall  be  provided 
with  two  lamps,  one  of  which  shall  be  con- 
Btmcted  and  placed  at  the  front  of  the  vehicle 
upon  the  extreme  off-side  of  such  vehicle.*' 

What  was  the  extreme  off-side  ?  That 
light  was  to  be  a  white  light,  but  who  was 
to  decide  what  a  white  light  was  ?  In 
addition  to  that  there  was  to  be  a  red 
tail-light.  He  thought  it  was  perfectly 
absurd.  What  on  earth  was  the  advan- 
tage of  a  tail-light  ?  One  could  always 
see  the  light  on  the'  off  side,  which  cast 
a  shadow.  If  the  driver  was  asleep  it 
did  not  matter  much  whether  there  was 
a  tail-light  or  not.  A  tail-light  was  not 
only  useless,  but  would  caase  a  large  ex- 
pense to  farmers  and  small  carriers 
which  was  altogether  unnecessary.  It 
was  provided  that  if  the  off-side  lights 
had  a  little  red  disc  at  the  back  that 
would  be  sufficient.  Now,  a  dairy  farmer 
who  sent  his  milk  in  a  low  cart  to  the 
railway  station  very  often  had  a  small 
lamp  which  was  fixed  on  the  splash- 
board ;  but  the  little  red  disc  would  be 
of  no  use  because  one  could  not  see 
the  splashboard  from  behind,  and 
the  farmer  would  have  to  put  an 
iron  rod  on  the  off-side  so  that  he  could 
fix  the  lamp  with  the  red  Hght  disc  on  it. 
He  maintained  that  that  would  be  quite 
impossible,  and  therefore  a  farmer  with  a 
big  slow-moving  wagon  would  have  to 
have  two  lights,  one  in  front  and  one  be- 
hind. 

There  were  other  proposals  in 
the  Bill  to  which  he  would  draw  the 
attention  of  the  House.  Section  2  said 
that  the  term  "  vehicle  "  included  every 
carriage  or  conveyance,  whether  with  or 
without  wheels,  wherein  any  person  or 
commodity  was  or  could .  be  carried  or 
conveyed.    Now  a  horse  was  a  vehicle 


without  a  wheel ;  a  horse  was  something 
on  which  any  person  or  conunodity  could 
be  carried  or  conveyed.  Therefore  a. 
horse  came  under  this  category.  Just 
consider  what  might  happen !  Ladies- 
who  went  to  a  hunt  meet  frequently 
returned  to  their  homes  twelve  or  thirteen 
miles  off  in  their  carriage,  leaving  their 
servants  to  take  their  horses  home.  In 
the  case  of  his  daughter  and  himself,  for 
instance,  he  left  his  servant  to  bring  the 
horses  back,  one  horse  being  led.  Appar- 
ently  he  would,  under  this  Bill,  require 
four  lights — one  on  the  servant's  arm,, 
one  on  his  back,  another  somewhere  on 
the  side-saddle  of  the  led  horse,  and  a  red 
lamp  at  his  tail.  To  him  that  seemed  to 
show  the  absurdity  of  the  provisions  of 
this  Bill.  Again,  an  old  woman  in  the 
village  who  had  been  doing  a  washing  of 
clothes  for  a  neighbour  and  was  taking 
it  home  would  be  a  conveyance  wherein 
any  commodity  was  or  could  be  carried 
or  conveyed.  Would  that  old  woman 
have  to  carry  a  light  also  ?  He  had  en- 
deavoured shortly  to  put  before  the 
House  the  very  many  objections  to  this 
Bill.  He  did  not  think  they  could  be 
remedied  in  Committee.  He  understood 
that  it  was  suggested  that  Scotland  should 
be  exempted  from  the  Bill,  but  if  the  Bill 
were  bad  for  Scotland  it  would  be  bad 
for  England.  He  should  vote  against 
the  Second  Reading  of  this  measure. 


Mr.  BUCHANAN  (Perthshire,  E.)  said 
that  like  all  those  who  had  hitherto 
spoken,  except  the  hon.  Member  who 
had  introduced  the  Bill,  he  was 
wholly  opposed  to  it.  It  was  most  un- 
fair that  a  Bill  of  this  character  should 
only  have  been  put  into  the  hands  of 
hon.  Members  on  the  previous  mornings 
and  that  they  should  be  asked  to  take 
the  Second  Reading  with  such  speed. 
The  hon.  Member  who  proposed  the  Bill 
must  be  well  aware  that  the  general 
opinion  in  Scotland,  and  in  England  as 
well,  was  opposed  to  it.  It  had  not  the 
remotest  chance  of  passing  through  the 
House,  and  even  if  passed  it  would  not  be 
the  best  means  of  settling  the  motor 
question.  In  the  interest  of  public 
business  he  appealed  to  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  recognise  the  condition  of  opinion 
in  the  House,  that  it  was  hopeless  for 
him  to  proceed  with  the  Bill,  and  that 
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he  should  therefore  withdraw  it.  It  had 
been  suggested  that  Scotland  should  be 
^exempted  from  the  BiU.  He  should 
-certainly  accept  the  exemption  of  Scot- 
land ;  but  he  should  oppose  the  Bill  even 
if  applied  to  England.  He  held  that  it 
was  preposterous  to  take  away  the  duty 
of  regulating  road  traffic  from  the  local 
■authorities.  What  were  these  local 
authorities  there  for  except  to  discharge 
^uch  duties  ?  He  thought  this  was  a 
most  retrograde  measure. 

Mr.  moon  (St.  Pancr^s,  N.)  said  that 

-the  Cyclists'  Tourist  Union  had  supported 

this  Bill  for  many  years,  and  on  their 

behalf  he  should  like  to  recommend  it  as 

worthy  of  the  serious  consideration  and 

.support  of  the  House.     Those  who,  on 

business  or  pleasure,  used  bicycles  after 

^dark  were  exposed  to  great  danger  and 

risk  owing  to  the  negligence  of  sleepy 

•or  tipsy  carters  who  kept  neither  to  the 

proper  side  of  the  road  nor  carried  lights. 

The  hon.  Member  for  Orkney  had  given  a 

very  good  account  of  the  wide  Scotch 

roads,    but     things    were     different    in 

England ;  and   whatever  might  be   the 

^ase  in  regard  to  Scotland,  he  urged  that 

the  Bill  should  be  adopted  for  England 

and  Wales. 

Mr.  NUSSEY  (Pontefract)  said  it  was 
hardly  fair  for  hon.  Members  to  speak 
at  such  length  on  this  measure,  not  in 
the  interest  of  the  Bill  itself,  but  to 
prevent  the  Bill  on  the  second  order 
coming  on«  This  Bill  was  produced,  it 
was  alleged,  in  the  interest  of  the  blessed 
word  "  uniformity,"  which  he  thought 
was  as  good  a  word  for  the  purpose  as 
^"Mesopotamia."  In  his  opinion  there 
had  been  far  more  people  killed  on  account 
of  that  word  **  uniformity  "  than  in  all 
the  ages  by  caits  driven  without  lights. 
This  Bill  struck  at  the  root  of*  all  local 
government.  It  was  stated  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  moved  the  Bill  that  the 
•condition  of  the  roads  in  the  districts 
round  the  Metropolis  was  absurd,  and 
that  the  local  authorities  desired  this 
Bill  because  they  weire  afraid  to  put 
their  own  by-laws  in  regard  to  traffic 
into  force.  He  denied  that.  He  thought 
^he  local  enactments  worked  very  well. 
He  thought  that  the  motor-cars  scorch- 
ing along  the  roads  with  great  flaring 
lights,  were  far  more  dangerous  to  the  o^- 
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dinary  travelling  public  than  even  wagons 
without  lights.  Motor-car  drivers  had 
no  consideration  for  anybodj'.  They 
went  ahead  regardless  of  consequences, 
and  they  had  had  several  instances  of 
late  in  which  the  drivers  had  displayed 
utter  callousness.  He  was  told  that  in 
Denmark  the  speed  in  the  day  time  of 
these  cars  was  Hmited  to  eight  miles  an 
hour,  and  that  they  were  prohibited  from 
travelling  at  night.  He  did  not  suggest 
that  such  stringent  regulations  could  be 
enforced  in  this  country,  but  certainly 
something  should  be  done  to  produce  a 
better  state  of  affairs.  To  return  to  the 
Bill.  In  his  opinion  it  would  inflict  great 
hardship  on  the  ordinary  farmer.  The 
cost  might  not  be  very  great,  but  the  in- 
convenience would  be  considerable,  be- 
cause if  the  Bill  became  law  a  farmer  who 
moved  a  cart  from  a  field  on  one  side  of 
the  road  to  one  on  the  other  side  would 
have  to  have  a  light.  He  had  ridden  a 
great  many  miles  at  night  and  had  not 
met  with  danger  from  vehicles  without 
lights.  He  would  ask  the  House,  in  the 
interests  of  the  ordinary  travelling  public, 
not  to  make  the  use  of  the  roads  more 
easy  for  high-speed  travelling  motor-cars. 


Mr.  JOHN  DBWAR  (Inverness) 
objected  to  the  inclusion  of  Scotland  in 
the  Bill.  However  important  it  might 
be  in  counties  like  Middlesex  or  Lanca- 
shire to  apply  such  regulations  it  cer- 
tainly was  not  necessary  for  Scotland.  It 
seemed  to  him  the  present  arrangement 
which  left  the  regulations  for  lighting 
vehicles  in  the  hands  of  the  county 
councils  was  much  better  and  more 
suited  to  the  localities.  This  BillappUed 
not  only  to  the  ordinary  highways  of  the 
country,  but  also  to  the  most  remote  and 
secluded  Highland  roads,  and  he  ventured 
to  suggest  it  was  most  absurd  to  insist  on 
the  same  regulations  for  roads  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  London  and  other 
large  cities  and  towns  and  for  those  in 
distant  parts  of  Scotland.  One  result  of 
passing  this  Bill  would  be  to  tempt  the 
farmer  in  Scotland  to  disregard  the  law, 
and  that  was  always  a  misfortune.  Then 
why  was  Ireland  excluded  from  the  Bill. 
It  was  not  because  the  regulations  were 
unsuited  to  the  country,  but  because  it 
was  known  that  the  Irish  Members  were 
opposed    to    the   measure,    and    would 
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constitute  a  solid  compact  body  which 
would  prevent  the  Bill  getting  through. 
The  representatives  of  Scotland  were 
equally  opposed  to  the  Bill,  and  he  there- 
fore recommended  the  promoters  to  agree 
^  the  exclusion  of  that  country  from  it. 

Sir  CHARLES  RENSHAW  (Renfrew, 
IV.)  said  he  had  listened  with  great  in- 
kiest to  the  debate,  and  did  not  believe 
i;he  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex  would 
find  many  supporters  for  his  Bill  in  the 
House.  He  thought  it  would  be  most 
objectionable  to  impose  a  hard-and-fast 
rule  with  regard  to  the  carr3dng  of  lights 
over  the  country  at  large. .  Local  author- 
ities should  be  left  the  discretion,  which 
they  now  possessed,  of  regulating  the 
lights  according  to  different  classes  of 
traffic  and  local  needs.  He  knew  that  in 
Scotland  and  in  some  counties  in  England 
it  was  the  custom  to  exempt  from  these 
regulations  vehicles  not  built  upon  springs 
«nd  which  usually  proceeded  at  a  slow 
walking  pace.  But  now  it  was  proposed 
^o  sweep  all  vehicles  of  whatever  kind 
into  one  net.  He  ventured  to  say, 
an  the  interest  of  both  Scottish  and 
English  agriculturists,  that  such  a  proposal 
was  impossible  and  that  the  House  would 
never  consent  to  it.  Early  that  year 
he  was  present  at  a  very  large  and  repre- 
sentative meeting  of  Scottish  agricul- 
turists in  Edinburgh.  There  were  in 
attendance  400  or  500  delegates  represent- 
ing sixty  associations,  and  they  unani- 
mously passed  a  resolution  condemning  in 
the  strongest  terms  the  measure  now 
before  the  House.  He  was  very  much 
struck  by  a  statement  made  by  one  of 
the  farmers — a  very  distinguished  Scot- 
tish agriculturist,  whose  brother  held 
a  high  and  responsible  position  on  the 
Underground  Railway  system  in  London. 
The  speaker  said  he  had  on  the  average 
two  or  three  carts  going  daily  to  Glasgow, 
and  it  would  cost  him  £50  a  year  to  pro- 
vide thQ  lamps.  He  would  require  at 
least  thirty,  and  in  addition  a  man  to 
look  after  them.  The  Bill  would  inflict 
a  grave  hardship  on  agriculturists.  The 
high  roads  were  being  constantly  used 
by  the  carts  of  farmers  in  the  ordinary 
course  of  their  avocation,  and  if  this  Bill 
were  passed  they  would  be  obliged,  if 
they  only  crossed  a  road  from  one  field 
to  another,  to  provide  lights  in  the  morn- 
ing and  evening.    He  did  not  think  the 
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1  House    was    prepared    to    impose    that 
I  obligation  on  them. 

The  Bill  was  for  the  benefit  of  motorists. 
The  proper  course  was  for  motorists  to  use 
the  roads  at  a  moderate  speed.  He  believed 
that  the  great  body  of  owners  of  moUbi- 
cars  would  not  tolerate  the  excesses  com- 
mitted by  some  of  the  men  in  charge  of 
them,  and  he  for  one  regretted  that  such 
misuse  was  made  of  the  reads.  After 
all,  the  roads  were  constructed  long  before 
motor-cats  came  into  existence,  and  he 
did  think  it  strange  they  should  be  asked 
to  pass  into  law  a  Bill  containing  such 
extremely  severe  provisions  simply  in 
order  to  give  certain  people — who  only, 
after  all,  used  a  fraction  of  the  roads — 
opportunities  for  more  speedy  travel. 
Motor-cars,  in  fact,  did  not  penetrate 
into  many  parts  of  the  country,  and,  ^s 
the  roads  were  made  and  kept  up  at  the 
public  expense  the  ratepayers  ought  t« 
have  more  consideration  shown  them. 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  Brentford  Divi- 
sion of  Middlesex  referred  to  the  use  of 
the  roads  for  light  railways — well,  he  for 
one  thought  light  railways  were  out  of 
place  on  high  loads.  He  hoped  the 
House  would,  by  an  overwhelming  ma-, 
jority,  reject  this  measure. 

Mb.  BRIOa  (Yorkshire,  W.R.,  Keigh- 
ley)  said  he  was  neither  a  cyclist  nor  the 
owner  of  a  motor-car,  but  circumstances 
compelled  him  to  ride  upon  the  roads  a 
great  deal,  and  he  had  consequently  a 
very  fair  knowledge  of  what  was  going  on. 
He  had  no  desire  to  interfere  with  the 
consideration  of  any  other  Bill,  and  would 
consequently  make  his  observations  as 
brief  as  possible.  But  he  wished  to  point 
out  that  in  one  district,  where  provisions 
of  this  nature  had  been  in  operation  for 
some  time,  no  complaint  whatever  had 
been  made,  and  in  view  of  the  opposition 
shown  to  this  Bill  he  thought  it  desirable 
to  make  it  known  that  there  were  a  large 
number  of  people  satisfied  with  provi- 
sions of  this  kind.  Had  he  anticipated 
that  so  much  opposition  would  have  been 
shown  to  this  measure  he  would  have 
ascertained  from  a  number  of  county 
councils,  which  had  framed  by-laws  of 
their  own,  what  had  been  their  experi- 
ence, and  that  experience  might  we'l 
have  been  placed  against  the  complaint) 
made  by  those  who  lived  in  the  northera 
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part  of  the  Empire.  Apart  altogether 
from  motors  and  cycles,  he  believed  there 
was  a  necessity  for  a  Bill  of  this  nature, 
and  he  thought  it  important  that  there 
should  be  a  tail-light  on  wagons,  and  that 
that  light  should  be  so  affixed  on  timber 
trollies  and  other  vehicles  as  to  show 
to  those  coming  up  from  behind 
the  exact  extent  of  the  load  being  car- 
ried. Special  lights  were  provid^  for 
this  purpose  which  could  be  used  with 
great  efficiency.  As  to  the  exact  posi- 
tion in  which  the  lights  should  be  placed, 
he  had  seen  lights  abroad  underneath 
the  conveyance  in  such  a  way  that  it 
was  very  difficult  to  see  them  at  all, 
and  yet  they  fulfilled  the  letter  of  the 
law.  He  cordially  supported  the  Bill, 
and  was  surprised  to  find  that  so  many 
Members  took  a  di£Ferent  view  of  it. 

♦Mb.     SEYMOUR    ORMSBY-GORE 

{Lincolnshire,  Gainsborough)  said  that, 
although  representing  a  Lincolnshire 
constituency,  he  had  not  received  a 
single  comimunication  from  any  agri- 
cultural association  against  this  Bill, 
but  he  had  on  the  other  hand  received 
many  comimunications  from  cycling  as- 
sociations and  others  in  favour  of  it. 
If  there  had  been  any  great  opposition 
against  the  Bill  on  the  part  of  the  farming 
community  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Sleaford  would  cer- 
tainly have  been  in  his  place  to  speak 
for  the  farmers.  He  was  not  at  all 
certain  that  in  the  end  the  Bill  would 
not  prove  to  be  rather  beneficial  than 
prejudicial  to  the  agricultural  com- 
munity. The  cost  imposed  by  the  Bill 
would  be  infinitesimal — probably  not 
more  than  £2  a  year — and  in  addition 
it  would  give  the  farmer  a  considerable 
amount  of  protection,  not  in  the  tariff 
sense,  but  against  accidents.  In  fact, 
it  would  be  a  form  of  insurance.  He 
had  the  greatest  sympathy  for  the 
farming  class,  but  he  thought  it  futile 
to  suggest  that  they  should  be  exempted 
on  the  ground  of  cost.  All  vessels  at 
sea  had  to  be  lighted  whether  they  were 
Cunard  liners  owned  by  wealthy  corpor- 
ations or  fishing  smacks  belonging  to 
comparatively  poor  people,  and  a  heavy 
penalty  would  be  incurred  in  addition  to  the 
risk  of  being  run  down  if  a  fishing  smack 
was  not  lighted.  That  farmers  might  be 
exempted  during  the  hay  harvest,  the  lights 
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could  be  so  placed  as  to  obviate  all  danger 
of  fire.  Nor  could  he  agree  that  summer 
nights  were  lighter  than  winter  nights, 
because  the  foliage  of  the  trees  in  the 
wooded  parts  of  the  country  threw  so 
much  shadow  over  the  roads  that  it  was* 
more  difficult  to  see  in  summer  than  in 
winter. 

He  wasl  constrained  to  vote  for 
this  Bill  from  personal  experience.  Las^ 
summer  when  cycling  at  night  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  Slough  he  came  across 
a  man  lying  on  the  ground  bleeding^ 
profusely  from  the  head.  After  being- 
taken  to  the  infirmary  the  man  died^ 
and  at  the  coroner's  inquest  it  was  dis- 
covered  that  he  had  been  scorching  on 
a  bicycle,  and,  riding  with  his  head  down, 
had  run  into  a  waggon,  which  he  iailed 
to  see,  and  sustained  the  injuries  from 
which  he  succumbed.  Considerations  of 
humanity  alone  ought  to  be  sufficient 
to  induce  Members  to  support  the  Bill. 
He  could  not  see  that  the  measure  em- 
bodied reactionary  Toryism  as  had 
been  suggested.  It  applied  to  bicyolista 
rather  than  to  any  other  class  of  the 
commurity,  and  the  bicycle  was  the  poor 
man's  horse.  It  was  not  at  all  a  motorists'' 
Bill ;  in  fact,  motors  would  benefit 
from  it  far  less  than  any  other  descrip- 
tion of  vehicle,  because  having  such 
powerful  lights  they  were  well  able  to 
see  far  ahead.  As  to  sheep  on  the  road 
they  always  raised  considerable  dust 
and  gave  plenty  of  warning,  so  that  no- 
traps  were  Ukely  to  run  into  them. 
With  regard  to  wheelbarrows  and  per- 
ambulators there  might  be  some  slight 
danger,  but  as  a  man  had  neither  an  on* 
side  nor  an  ofi-side  it  would  be  difficult 
to  determine  on  what  part  of  his  person 
a  light  should  be  placed. 

He  did  not  see  why  Ireland  should  be  in- 
cluded in  the  Bill,  inasmuch  as  there  was 
practically  no  traffic  on  the  roads  at  night 
except  possibly  in  the  North,  and  what 
traffic  there  was  generally  consisted  of 
donkeys  carrying  turf  or  carts  of  so  light 
a  character  that  they  would  not  cause  any 
serious  damage  in  case  of  collison.  As 
to  the  argument  that  no  coimty  council 
would  dare  to  impose  such  a  burden, 
he  had  already  shown  that  the  impost 
was  not  a  large  one.  The  necessity  for 
uniformity  was  very  important,  as  it 
would  be  extremely  confusing  to  pasa 
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from  one  county  where  they  were  many 
lights  into  a  county  where  there  were 
none,  and  the  line  of  demarcation  was 
seldom  clearly  defined.  In  nearly  every 
foreign  cduntry  the  different  provinces 
had  regulations  requiring  lights  to  bo 
placed  at  the  tail  of  vehicles,  and  he 
believed  that  if  the  Bill  were  passed  into  law 
it  would  be  most  bei  eficial  in  preventing 
accidents  throughout  the  country.  For 
these  reasons  and  for  others  which  had 
already  been  urged  he  supported  the 
Bill. 

♦Sir  JOSEPH  LEESE  (Lancashire, 
Accrington)  said  he  had  nsen  simply  for 
the  purpose  of  stating  the  reasons  for 
the  vote  which  he  was  about  to  give 
m  regard  to  this  measure.  The  Bill 
made  provision  against  accidents  which 
arose  through  vehicles  not  being  properly 
lighted.  Upon  the  Second  Reading  they 
had  only  to  deal  with  prmciples,  ard 
as  the  main  principle  of  this  Bill  was  to 
prevent  accidents  he  should  give  his 
hearty  support  to  the  measure.  It  had 
been  said  that  county  councils  and 
other  public  bodies  already  possessed 
the  necessary  powers  for  dealmg  with 
this  danger  by  making  by-laws,  but  he 
saw  no  reason  why  in  such  a  matter  as 
the  protection  of  life  and  limb  Parlia- 
ment  should  not  step  in.  He  understood 
that  there  was  an  obligation  placed  upon 
motor-cars  and  cyclists  to  carry  lights, 
and  surely  as  regarded  the  question  of 
cost  the  saving  of  the  life  and  limb  of  a 
human  being  was  worth  a  good  many 
lamps.  He  appealed  to  the  House  to  go 
to  a  division  as  soon  as  possible  in  view 
of  the  important  questions  which  stood 
next  on  the  Paper. 

♦Sib  HUGH  SHAWSTE  WART  (Ren- 
frew, E. )  supported  the  Bill.  He  had  often 
been  asked  to  support  such  a  measure 
by  a  great  body  of  his  constitutents, 
and  it  was  chiefly  from  the  cyclists' 
point  of  view  rather  than  from 
the  motorists'  point  of  view  that 
he  now  spoke  in  favour  of  the 
Bill.  He  Imew  that  the  agricultural 
interest  were  opposed  to  the  measure, 
but  he  thought  farmers  would  not  find 
the  necessity  of  hanging  one  lamp  on  the 
off-side  of  their  carts  such  a  burden  as 
they  expected  when  they  once  got  into 
the  habit  of  doing  so.     He  believed  if  this 


Bill  werepasseda  cheap  lamp  would  be  put 
on  the  market  which  would  be  available  for 
farmers,  and  therefore  he  did  not  attach 
much  importance  to  the  objection  which 
had  been  stated  to  the  measure  on  that 
score.  But  if  the  Bill  were  passed  into 
law  there  would  be  no  longer  any  excuse 
for  motors  to  carry  exaggerated  lamps, 
and  he  thought  if  hon.  Members 
who,  like  himself,  were  connected 
with  the  agricultural  interest,  sup- 
ported the  Bill  it  ought  to  be  on  the 
understanding  that  consideration  would 
be  given  in  Uommittee  to  the  question 
whether  there  should  not  be  some  stan- 
dard strength  of  lamp  for  motors  beyond 
which  it  [should  be  illegal  to  light  them, 
because  there  was  a  great  deal  of  danger 
in  agricultural  districts  on  account  of 
motors  going  at  a  high  speed  at  night 
with  excessively  glaring  lights.  Horses 
and  the  men  driving  them  were  for  the 
moment  dazzled,  and  he  knew  for  a  fact 
that  accidents  had  happened  from  that 
cause.  He  hoped  his  hon.  friend  in 
charge  of  the  Bill  would  think  that  sug- 
gestion worth  considering. 

There  was  another  aspect  of  this  matter 
from  the  agricultural  point  of  view,  namely, 
that  districts  such  as  Orkney  and  others 
represented  by  hon.  Members  who  opposed 
the  Bill,  which  were  of  an  excessively 
rural  character,  might  very  reasonably 
be  scheduled  by  county  councils  as  dis- 
tricts containing  roads  on  which  there 
was  no  traffic  but  farm  traffic.  la 
Wigtonshire,  Kircudbrightshire,  and  vari- 
ous rural  parts  of  Scotland  whole  dis- 
tricts might  be  safely  scheduled  as 
districts  where  it  would  not  be  neces- 
sary that  lights  should  be  carried. 
[An  Hon.  Member  :  What  about  uni- 
formity ?]  He  did  not  care  about  the 
question  of  uniformity.  He  was  think- 
ing of  the  safety  of  Ufe  and  limb  for  those 
who  used  the  roads.  He  was  not  speaking 
from  the  point  of  view  of  the  motorists. 
If  these  suggestions  were  taken  up  and 
consideied  carefully  in  Committee  he  for 
one  should  be  happy  to  support  the  Bill. 

♦Sir  WALTER  THORBURN  (Peebles 
and  Selkirk)  said  he  was  very  loth  to 
place  any  impediment  in  the  way 
of  the  legislative  efforts  of  his  hon. 
friend  who  had  moved  the  Second 
Reading    of    the     Bill,   but   when    he 
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proposed  legislation  which  many  of 
hi 3  constituents  looked  upon  with 
something  like  horroi  then  friendship 
must  be  put  aside  and  public  duty  must 
take  its  place,  ffis  duty  under  the  cir- 
cumstances would  be  to  oppose  the  Bill 
unless  he  had  some  assurance  that  it  would 
not  apply  to  Scotland.  He  had  no  doubt 
this  would  be  a  very  useful  Bill  in  con- 
nection with  the  suburbs  of  London, 
and  also  in  the  home  counties  adjoining 
the  Metropolis,  where  perhaps  100  cars 
were  passing  every  day  for  every  one 
running  on  Scotch  roads.  The  Bill  if 
applied  to  Scotland  would  become  an 
intolerable  nuisance  to  farmers.  For 
instance,  if  a  farmer  wished  after  sunset 
to  take  a  cart  of  roots  to  his  sheep  he 
would  require  to  carry  lights,  although 
only  performing  a  necessary  part  of  his 
business,  for  the  public  roads  usually 
intersected  farms.  Then  in  the  autumn 
when  the  harvest  was  going  on  it  was  fre- 
quently necessary  late  in  the  season  for< 
farmers  to  avail  themselves  of  the  oppor- 
tunity to  cart  their  grain  in  the  moon- 
light. In  that  case  they  would  require 
to  have  lights  in  front  of  and  behind  the 
cart.  These,  he  thought,  were  perfectly 
unnecessary  things.  As  had  been  pointed 
out  by  a  previous  speaker^  if  sheep  were 
being  taken  along  the  public  roads  it 
would  be  necessary  to  have  a  man  in 
front  and  another  behind,  each  carrying 
a  light,  for  if  they  were  to  have  the  Bill 
they  must  have  regard  to  the  danger 
c  aused  by  animals  as  well  as  vehicles.  In 
Scotland  they  had  the  Burgh  Police  Act 
which  regulated  all  questions  about  light- 
ing within  the  boundaries  of  cities  or 
burghs.  Besides  this  the  county  councils 
had  power  to  formulate  regulations  for  the 
lighting  of  vehicles  in  the  counties.  The 
object  of  his  hon.  friend  who  moved  the 
Second  Reading  was  to  make  the  law 
imiform  all  over  the  country.  He 
believed  the  Bill  would,  if  it  created  uni- 
formity of  the  law,  at  any  rate  create 
a  state  of  matters  which,  however 
<lesirable  in  one  part  of  the  country,  was 
absolutely  unnecessary  in  others.  He 
thought  the  local  people  were  the  best 
judges  of  what  should  be  done  in  the 
matter.  If  his  hon.  friend  would  give 
him  an  assurance  that  the  Bill  would  not 
apply  to  Scotland  he  certainly  should 
not  oppose  it  any  further,  but  if  it  was 
to  apply  to  that  country  h6  should  feel 

Sir  Walter  Thornbun. 


bound  in  the  interest  of  his  constituents 
to  give  it  the .  strongest  opposition  he 
possibly  could. 

Sir  mark  STEWART  \Kirkcud- 
brightshire)  said  he  rose  to  echo  what 
had  already  been  advanced  by  his  com- 
patriots in  opposition  to  this  Bill.  It  was 
a  measure  which  would  never  go  down 
with  the  people  of  Scotland.  It  no 
doubt  had  elements  of  good  in  it.  He 
supposed  everybody  desired  that  lights 
should  be  carried  by  vehicles  on  the 
public  highways.  In  the  southern 
counties  of  Scotland,  with  which  he  was 
most  familiar,  they  had  very  good  by- 
laws which  answered  the  purpose  ex- 
ceedingly well.  They  had  not  had  those 
by-laws  for  a  very  long  time,  but  if  the 
House  passed  a  drastic  measure  of  this 
kind  for  the  purpose  of  bringing  about 
what  was  termed  uniformity  and  punish- 
ing everybody  alike,  there  would  be  a 
revulsion  of  feeling  against  the  regulations 
and  against  the  Bill.  Therefore,  if  his 
hon.  friend  the  Member  for  the  Brentford 
Division  really  wanted  to  make  progress 
with  this  measure  he  had  better  bring 
it  forward  in  a  few  years  time  after  the 
public  had  had  a  more  ample  opportunity 
of  ascertaining  what  was  really  wanted, 
and  especially  in  the  counties  of  Scotland. 
If  this  Bill  were  passed  it  would  involve 
an  outlay  which  would  be  very  hard  on 
farmers  who  occupied  land  on  both  sides 
of  the  public  roads.  It  would  be  neces- 
sary to  have  lights  on  carts  after  sunset ; 
and  in  time  of  harvest  it  often  happened 
that  they  returned  to  the  farm  houses 
many  hours  after  sunset.  They  would 
be  put  to  considerable  inconvenience  if 
they  were  obliged  to  carry  lights  in  the 
way  proposed.  It  was  all  very  well 
for  the  hon.  Member  to  say  that  it  would 
only  cost  £2  a  year.  He  had  to  drive 
many  hundreds  of  miles  every  year 
through  wild  country,  and  he  liked  to 
have  plenty  of  light  on  the  vehicle,  and 
also  to  see  lights  on  approaching 
vehicles.  As  a  rule  that  was  attended 
to,  and  if  it  occasionally  happened  that 
there  was  a  sleepy  -  headed  fellow  on 
a  cart,  he  did  not  think  that  was  a 
really  good  reason  for  proposing  legisla- 
tion of  this  kind.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Gainsborough  had  stated  that  he  had 
not  heard  a  single  word  said  against  the 
Bill.    He  himself    knew  perfectly  well 
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the  feeling  against  the  Bill  on  the  part 
of  his  constituents.  If  the  promoters  of 
the  Bill  proceeded  with  it  they  would 
take  the  most  unfair  advantage  of  their 
constituents  and  of  the  country.  If  it 
were  applied  to  counties  with  large  areas, 
where  motors  were  perhaps  never  seen,  it 
would  be  most  unjust.  Very  few  of  what 
were  called  "  machines  "  were  kept  there 
at  all — he  meant  vehicles  on  two  wheels 
with  springs.  It  was  chiefly  farm  carts 
which  would  have  to  undergo  the 
conditions  imposed  by  this  measure. 
To  say  that  all  these  carts  should  carry 
lights  was  absurd.  He  was  confident 
that  the  by-laws  which  had  been 
enacted  and  which  would  continue  to 
be  enacted  in  the  different  counties  were 
sufficient  for  the  purpose,  and,  if  they 
weie  not,  they  could  be  made  to  meet 
the  requirements  of  the  case.  The 
motive  of  his  hon.  friend  was  a  good 
one,  but  he  had  mistaken  the  feelings 
of  the  Scottish  people. 

♦Mr.  BROOKE  ROBINSON  (Dudley) 
said  there  were  others  who  were  entitled 
to  consideration  as  well  as  the  agricul- 
tural interest — these  were  the  owners  of 
carriages,  and  certainly  70  per  cent,  of 
those  used  in  London  and  90  per  cent, 
of  those  used  in  the  country  had  not 
lamps  of  the  peculiar  character  required 
in  this  Bill.  There  were  probably  5(J0,0C0 
carriages  in  England,  and  as  the  cost 
of  new  lamps  averaged  £3  per  lamp,  he 
ventured  to  think  that  before  the  House 
imposed  on  the  owners  a  charge  which 
would  amoimt  to  £750,000  in  getting 
new  lamps,  they  should  have  stronger 
reasons  than  had  yet  been  advanced  in 
favour  of  this  Bill.  He  ventured  also 
to  strongly  object  to  the  view  that  a 
burden  in  respect  to  Ughts  should  be 
imposed  on  the  farmers  of  England  from 
which  it  was  proposed  to  now  exempt 
the  farmers  of  Scotland. 


Mr.  CHARLES  MoARTHUR  (Liver- 
pool, Exchange)  said  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
had  spoken  on  this  Bill  were,  almost 
without  exception,  representatives  of 
agricultural  constituencies,  and  he 
desired  to  say  a  word  from  the  point 
of  view  of  those  connected  with  large 
cities  and  industrial  populations.  From 
their    point     of   view,    so    far    as    he 


had  been  able  to  obtain  the  opinion  of 
the  commercial  community  of  Liverpool, 
they  had  no  objection  to  the  principle 
of  the  Bill.  Every  vehicle  ought  to  be 
lighted  in  such  a  way  as  not  to  be  a 
serious  danger  to  other  vehicles  on  the 
road,  and  if  the  Bill  had  been  drafted 
in  such  a  manner  that  it  could  have 
been  adapted  to  every  locality  the 
objections  stated  that  day  would  have 
been  very  largely  minimised.  It 
appeared  to  him  that  if  the  Bill  was 
likely  to  gain  success  it  should  have, 
been  drawn  in  such  a  manner  that 
it  would  have  been  left  to  localities 
to  apply,  or  not  apply,  its  pro 
visions  as  they  thought  necessary. 
What  was  wanted  was  elasticity  rather 
than  uniformity  in  the  law.  A  law 
might  be  simple,  while  at  the  same  time 
extremely  drastic.  As  to  Liverpool,  he 
might  say  that  the  cart-owners,  who 
were  a  very  large  body,  were  strongly 
against  the  Bill  because  they  thought 
it  unnecessary,  and  because  the  city  of 
Liverpool,  Uke  other  large  cities,  wcs 
very  well  lighted  by  electricity  and  gas. 
There  was  no  danger  from  vehicles  beirg 
driven  in  well-lighted  streets  as  com- 
pared with  rural  districts ;  secondly, 
they  held  that  in  a  city  like  Liverpool 
there  was  no- necessity  for  such  regula- 
tions, at  all  events  as  regarded  carts  and 
lorries  which  proceeded  at  a  .walking 
pace. 

The  Corporation  of  Liverpool  were 
entirely  of  the  same  view.  A  few  years 
afiro  that  corporation  passed  a  by-law  i  i 
which  it  was  laid  down  that  every  vehicle 
passing  along  the  streets  during  the  night 
should  have  a  light,  except  vehicles  passing 
at  a  walking  pace.  But  they  exempted  th  i 
Mersey  Docks  and  Harbour  Board  Estate. 
Here  they  had  a  large  area  set  aside  for 
working  the  loading  and  unloading  of 
ships.  They  had  docks,  quays,  and 
sheds,  and  there  were  roads  communi- 
cating with  these  sheds  to  which  thi 
public  had  access.  These  sheds  wer^ 
filled  with  goods,  many  of  them  of  a 
highly  inflammable  nature,  such  as 
cotton,  oil,  and  hay.  Now,  if  vehicles 
proceeding  to  these  sheds  carried  lights 
there  was  the  great  danger  of  fir2.  A 
careless  carter  might,  in  lighting  his 
lamp,  throw  a  burning  match  some- 
where among  the  goods.    It  was  absurd 
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to  pass  such  a  regulation  as  that  lorries 
and  carts  going  along  these  crowded 
thoroughfares  should  have  to  carry 
lights.  Therefore,  the  Corporation  of 
Liverpool,  in  the  by-law  to  which  he 
had  referred,  excepted  entirely  the  Mersey 
Docks  and  Harbour  Board  Estate. 

He  thought  the  promoters  of  this  Bill 
were  a  little  to  blame  for  the  manner  in 
which  they  had  received  suggestions.  They 
all  knew  the  Bill  was  promoted  by  the 
.Cyclists'  Union,  which  was  entitled  to 
protection  as  much  as  anybody  else. 
Though  he  had  great  sympathy  with 
the  Bill,  and  though  he  would  be  sorry 
to  oppose  it  on  principle,  yet  he  thought 
the  promoters  should  give  the  assurance 
that  they  would  freely  accept  Amend- 
ments in  Committee  intended  to  preserve 
the  rights  of  local  authorities  to  adapt 
particular  locaUties  in  the  way  they 
thought  best;  or,  perhaps,  better  still, 
having  regard  to  the  numerous  objections 
which  had  been  stated,  they  should 
withdraw  it  on  this  occasion,  in  order 
that  they  might  carefully  consider  the 
question  of  bringing  it  forward  in  an 
amended  form  in  another  year. 

Mr.  LEVESON-GOWER  (Sutherland) 
said  he  represented  perhaps  one  of  the 
most  scattered  constituencies  in  Scotland. 
Although  he  held  that  vehicles  should  be 
properly  lighted,  he  thought  that  in  the 
case  of  counties  where  only  one  cart 
might  be  found  in  forty  miles  of  road 
it  was  not  necessary  to  put  in  force  the 
provisions  of  this  Bill  He  suggested 
that  such  counties  should  be  exempted 
in  the  schedule.  The  real  dangers  which 
they  had  to  guard  against  were  those 
which  were  to  be  met  with  round  towns. 
He  believed  that  if  local  by-laws  were 
properly  carried  out  this  Bill  would  be 
absolutely  unnecessary.  If  the  Bill  were 
passed  great  injustice  would  be  suffered 
in  the  rural  districts  where  there  was 
very  little  traffic  on  the  roads. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE,  who  was  re- 
ceived  with  cries  of  "Cochrane," 
said  it  was  all  very  well  to  say 
**  Cochrane,"  but  this  was  a  most  im- 
portant Bill. 

Ma.  KEIR  HARDIE  (Merthyr  TydvU) 
said  the  hoa.  Member  was  in  conspiracy 
with  the  Government. 

Mr,  Charles  McArihur, 


Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said  he  had  not 
the  slightest  notion  whether  the  Grovern- 
ment  were  in  favour  of  the  Bill  or  against 
it.  He  thanked  God  that  the  hon. 
Member  was  not  the  Speaker  or  the 
Dictator  of  the  House.  He  would 
pursue  his  course  whether  it  pleased  th? 
hon.  Member  or  not.  He  should  take 
the  liberty  to  speak  on  any  Bill  when 
he  thought  it  desirable  to  lay  his  opiniouts 
before  the  House.  He  had  observed 
that  hon.  Members  who  had  spoken  had 
commenced  by  dissociating  themselves 
from  any  desire  to  prevent  the  discussion 
of  the  Bill  that  was  to  follow.  He,  there- 
fore, desired  also  to  dissociate  himself 
from  any  such  desire.  The  fact  was  that 
he  held  strong  views  both  in  regard  to 
ladies  and  lights.  He  had  given  notice 
that  he  would  move  that  the  Women's 
Enfranchisement  Bill  be  read  that  dav 
six  months,  and  in  that  way  he  had  shown 
that  he  was  desirous  to  lay  his  view8 
before  the  House.  At  the  same  time  the 
Bill  now  before  the  House  was  an  im- 
portant one,  and  they  had  duties  to 
perform  to  their  constituencies  in  fairly 
discussing  it.  Most  of  the  debate  had 
been  carried  on  by  Scotch  Members,  and 
he  wished  to  congratulate  Scotland.  He 
had  often  wondered  why  Scotland  was  so 
much  better  governed  than  England.  He 
believed  it  was  because  it  had  better 
representatives  than  England.  Some  o 
the  Scotch  Members  had  said  that  if 
Scotland  were  excluded  from  the  Bill 
they  would  not  take  much  interest  in 
it.  Other  Scotchmen  said  that  they  did 
not  take  this  local  view  of  the  matter,  and 
that  they  would  consider  it  their  duty 
to  oppose  the  Bill  in  the  interest  of 
England  as  well.  A  great  many  valu- 
able grounds  had  been  urged  against 
the  Bill  by  the  Scotch  Members.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  their  arguments 
were  equally  applicable  to  England, 
and  he  was  really  surprised  that  so 
few  English  Members  had  got  up  to 
oppose  the  Bill. 

He  had  no  doubt  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Brentford  Division  was  a  most 
valuable  member  of  the  county  council  of 
Middlesex.  It  appeared  that  that  county 
had  already  the  rules  which  he  wished  to 
impose  on  other  counties.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  did  not  seem  to  perceive  that 
what  might  be  good'for  Middlesex  was  not 
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necessarily  good  for  the  entire  country,  j  but  that  was  not  his  fault,  because  it  had 
In  Middlesex  there  was  a  vast  amount  of  only  been  issued  the  day  before.  He  had 
i^raffic,  and,  as  there  were  carts  coming  at  :  comforted  himself,  however,  with  the 
night  to  London  with  vegetables  and  j  thought  that  the  Bill  was  of  such  great 
-other  supplies,  he  could  conceive  that  it  <  importance  that  many  Members  would 
was  desirable  to  take  special  care  to  •  have  discussed  it  at  length  and  thrown 


3Void  collisions  by  having  lights  which 
would  mot  be  necessary  in  other  parts  of 
~the  country.    The  hon.  Gentleman  said 


greater  light  upon  it  than  he  could,  on 
the  theory  that  this  was  a  question  on 
which  England  expected  every  man  to  do 


he  was  in  favour  of  uniformity.     In  the    his  duty.    Those  who  were  supporting 
matter  of  regulations  as  to  lights  why    the  Bill,  he  held,  were  overstepping  their 
was  each  county  not  to  l>e  able  to  judge    boundaries  when  they  insisted  on  impos- 
ior  itself  ?    The   hon.   Gentleman  said  '  ing  their  will  on  the  whole  of  England, 
there    were    some    retrograde    counties 
which  woidd  not  follow  the  example  of       ♦The     UNDER  -  SECRETARY     of 


Middlesex.    Let    the    hon.    Gentleman 


STATE  FOB  THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT 


rejoice  that  he  was  connected  with  (Mr.  Cochrane,  Ayrshire,  N.)  said  that 
Middlesex,  which  was  not  a  retrograde  a  great  deal  of  the  discussion  had  not 
oounty.  There  was  too  great  a  tendency  |  been  directed  to  the  measure  the  Second 
on  the  part  of  Metropolitan  Members  Reading  of  which  had  been  moved.  He 
to  think  that  what  was  good  for  them  was  afraid  that  the  hon.  Member  who 
was  good  for  everyone  else.  He  had  :  had  last  addressed  the  House,  who  pro- 
not  the  slightest  idea,  because  he  was  an  '  f  essed  to  have  a  single  eye  to  the  present 
inhabitant  of  London,  of  sacrificing  the  Bill,  protested  a  little  too  much  ;  and  he 
rights  of  his  constituents  who  did  not  had  some  sUght  suspicion  of  the  same 
happen  to  be  inhabitants  of  London,  motive  on  the  part  of  the  hon.  Baronet 
There  were  a  great  many  counties  i  the  Member  for  Peckham. 
where  there  was  exceedingly  little  traffic,  j 

where  motor-cars  were   very  rare,  and'     Mr.  CROOKS  (Woolwich) :  **  Oh,  ye  of 
where   there   was   no  practical  danger  little  faith." 
of  an  accident  taking  place.     The  Bill 

proposed  that  there  should  be  lights  on  *Mr.  COCHRANE  said  that  the  hon. 
-everything  except  a  perambulator  or  a  Member  for  Peckham  had  drawn  a  picture 
wheelbarrow.  Why  was  a  perambulator  ^  ^o  what  would  happen  to  Um,  if  the 
or  a  wheelbarrow  to  be  run  over  ?  He  gju  ^^^^  passed  into  law,  when  returning 
wished  It  to  be  optional  to  the  county  ,  i^^^  hunting— that  it  would  be  necessary 
council  of  each  county  to  decide  whether  \  ^o  light  up  his  horses,  both  before  and 
there  should  be  lights  on  vehicles  or  not.    behind.    Such   an   exaggerated    picture 

'  hardly  commended  itself  to  serious  con- 

The  real  fact  was  that  this  Bill  was  |  sideration.    Then  the  hon.  Member  for 

1>rought  in  in  the  motor  interest,     All  the    Orkney  and  Shetland  burst  into  meta- 

leading  men  of  the  motor  interest  were  |  phors  as  to  petticoats,  cloven  hoofs,  and 

in  favour  of  it.     It  had  been  said  that '  curly  tails,  which  he  mixed  in  the  most 


men  who  were  driving  carts  went  to  sleep 
in  th«  carts,  but  supposing  a  lamp  went 
out  the  danger  would  be  even  greater. 


extraordinary  manner  in  one  sentence. 
This  was  not  a  ubw  question.  It  had 
often  been  before  the  Houe.    As  far  back 


They  were  told  that  in  voting  for  the  as  the  year  1897  a  Bill  was  read  a  second 
"Second  Reading  they  were  only  voting  for  I  time  and  it  h<id  been  brought  forward 
the  pnnciple  of  the  Bill ;  but  he  con-  i  several  times  since.  It  was  a  question 
tended  that  the  principle  on  which  the  which  affe:;ted  all  users  of  the  roads  and 
Bill  was  based  was  thoroughly  unsound,  not  merely  motorists  and  cyclists.  It 
The   principle    was — never    mind    local   had  been  recognised  by  the  Legishture 


rights ;  think  Imperially,  centralise  every 
thing.    He  was  opposed  to  that.    The 
Bill  attacked  the  very  first  principles  of 


that  that  was  the  case,  and  various 
p3wers  had  been  given  in  different  parts 
of  the  country  to  make  by-laws.     No 


local  government,  and  therefore  he  felt  :  doubt  if  they  could  have  reasonable 
it  his  duty  to  vote  against  it.  He  had  not  uniform  tv  it  would  be  most  desirable. 
Jiad  an  opportunity  of  studpng  it  greatly,  1  But    on    tbia    occasion    he    feared    the 
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ques  ion  had  not  been  considered  quite  to  keep  the  lights  borning,  but  to  provide 

on  its  merits.     Ithadb.enoverohadowei  lamps,  was  abo  one  that  should  not  be 

by  the  great  motor  question,  which  they  placed   upon    him.      In    the    definition, 

all  Mi.    No  doubt  motor-cars  gave  rise  clause  the  words    "  a   vehicle  with  or 

to  a  great  deal  of  dissatisfaction.    The  without  wheels "     went   somewhat  far^ 

unreasonable  manner  in  which  they  were  and    the   requirement   that    the    iight> 

driven,  the  abominable  dast  which  they  should  be  seen  at  a  certain  distance  **  it 

raised,    the    ruin    caused    to    suburban  the  weather  be  clear "  would  give  rise  to- 

gaiders,    the    alarm    to    people    whose  considerable    difficulty.     In    these    and 

children  were  playing  on  the  road  owing  other  paiticulars  the   Bill  fell  short  of 

to  the  way  the  motor  chauffeur  bustled  whatcouldberecommendedto  the  House, 

past,  all  tended  to  affect  the  unprejudiced  The  model  by-kVs  issued  from  the  Home 

consideration  of  the    present    question.  Office  to  county  council**  which  desired 

He  desired  to  approach  it  from  the  point  to  put  them  in  lorce,  he  thought,  really 

of  view  of  public  safety  on  the  roads.  provided    the    safeguards    which    were 

.--,    X        J.  t.^        J    •     1        XI    .  .1.  required.     He  would  like  to  read  Yhem. 

What  most  of  them  desired  was  that  the  ^^\^  g^^     ^hey  were  as  foUows- 
roads    should    be    made    as    secure    as         _  .    \   ,. 

possible  to  all  u«ers.  due  regard  being  had  J^f-ry  ^^  J^^r^^^^^l 

to  all  reasonable  mterests  on  the  roads,  the  period  between  one  hour  after  sunset  and 

Now,   a  great  number  of  accidents  had  one  hour  before  sunrise,  shall  provide  the  same 

occured  on  the  roads  long  before  motor-  with   a    lamp  or  lamps  so  constructed   and 

OATH  werp  PVPr  hftard  nf  bv  rflaftnn  nl  thp  caP»We  o^  being  so  attached  as  when  lighted 

cars  were  ever  neara  oi  Dy  reason  oitue    ^^  ^^^^  ^^  ^y^^  ^^^^^  ^  ^j^^  ^^^  ^^^^^ 

absence  ol  lights  on  vehicles  or  OI  their  within  a  reasonable  distance  to  persons  meeting 

improper  lighting.     He  had  had  sent  to  or  approaching  the  vehicle.    If  only  one  lamp 

him  a  long  list  of  accidents,  but  he  could  is  so  pro>ided,  it  shall  be  attached  to  the  off 

not  vouch  for  its  accuracy.    In  one  case  ^'  ^ght  «ide  of  the  vehicle  and  if  the  lamp 
.,         ^      1  '               •    *^    •                 1     1    '  ^i"  lamps  aie   so  constructed  as  to  pernut  a 

a  mail-cart    driver   going    into   a    dark  n^^t  to  be  seen  from  the  rear,  that  light  shall 

avenue  ran  into  a  brewer's  van  and  the  be  red." 

drivers  of  both  vehicles — neither  of  which       "He  shall   also,  if   the  vehicle  is  used  for 

was     lighted— were     eeriouslv     injured,  the  purpose   of  carrying  timber  or   any  load 

And  lest  the  temperance  party  should  ,  P^oi^^^^g  ^""'^  ^^"i  ^«,  *^«^  *^  ,*^^J*t^' 
u      •    J        J    r  1  r"*»v      ^ "  ^     provide  the   same  with  a    lamp  or  lamps   so- 

be  induced  to   make  too  much  ot  that    constructed  and  capable  of   being  so  attached 
case   he    would    cite    another  in  which    as  when  lighted  to  show  to  the  rear  a  red 
three   Wesleyan   ministers   driving  in   a    l'gl»t  visible  within  a  reasonable  distance  to- 
cart  ran  into  the  horse  attached  to  an  ,  ^'"^^  overtaking  the  vehicle." 
approaching  vehicle,  the  shaft  of  their    J,^;^^^^^^^^ 

cart  piercing  its  breast  and  killing  it.  way  during  such  period  as  aforesaid  shall  keep 
One  hon.  Member  had  declared  that  the  i  such  lamp  or  lamps  property  trimmed,  lighted^ 
roads  were  so  dangerous  now-a-days  that ,  ^^^  attached." 

he  preferred  to  take  his  exercise  along  the  ,  "  Any  person  offending  against  any  of  the- 
-«:!.««,,    r  t       'i.  uii-j-ii    foregoing  bye-laws  shall  be  liable  to  a  penalty 

railway  hnes  for  it  was  possible  to  tell  ,  ^^^  |^^/^diig  £o.  There  is  no  power  to  impose 
when  a  tram  was  approaching.  But  that  ^  any  higher  penalty  than  this  for  %  second 
was  exaggeration  to  say  the  least  of  it.      .  offence,  nor  any  daily  penalty  for  a  continuing 

I  offence." 

Turning  to  the  actual  proposals  of  the  I  ^^  j^^  ^ad  said,  these  model  by-law* 
BiU,  he  found  that  the  drafting  left  con-  ,  p^vided  all  the  safeguards  which  were 
siderable  room  for  improvement.  Tbe  f  j,^  They  had  been  largely  adopted 
proposal  roughly  was  that  all  vehicles  '  i,y  county  councils.  They  were  not  hard- 
except  wheelbarrows  and  perambulators  ^^^.i^^  regulations.  They  had  been 
should  carry  a  white  light  m  front  and  a  :  ^^^^^  ^  difierent  directions,  but  the 
red  light  m  the  rear.  The  requirement ,  variations,  he  acknowledged,  sometimes 
that  there  should  be  a  red  light  m  the  ,  ,^j  ^^  difficulty  and  trouble.  He 
rear  of  every  vehicle  was  an  entirely  new  I  jg^    ^^^^    he    did    think    greater 

one,   and    would    require    most    careful  !  ^j^iformity  than  they  had  at  present  waa 
consideration  before  any  responsible  De-  !  j-gijable 
partment  would  suggest  that  it  should  be  i 

universally  adopted.  The  responsibility  i  His  hon.  friend  the  Mea.ber  for 
which  was  thrown  on  the  driver  not  only   West  Renfrew^^had    referred  to  a  speech. 

Mr,  Coohratu, 
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made  at  a  meeting  at  Edinburgh 
by  one  of  his  own  constituents.  But 
there  was  another  speech  made  by  a 
farmer  for  an  adjoining  constituency 
(Ayrshire)  in  which  attention  was  drawn 
to  the  inconvenience  caused  by  the  fact 
that  in  one  county  two  lamps  were 
required  to  each  vehicle  and  in  the  other 
only  one.  Again,  in  one  district  a  cart  had 
to  be  lighted  up  an  hour  after  sunset  and 
in  another  two  hours.  He  thought  that 
if  some  uniformity  could  be  arrived  at  on 
moderate  lines  it  would  be  a  great  advan- 
tage. The  County  Councils  Association 
had  petitioned  the  Local  Government 
Boara  to  the  effect  that  the  time  had  come 
when  legislation  should  be  passed  making 
it  compulsory  to  carry  lights  on  all  vehicles. 
The  need  of  uniformity  was  felt,  and  in 
sixty  out  of  sixty-two  counties  in  England 
the  model  by-laws  had  been  adopted  with 
some  modifications,  and  in  223  out  of  324 
boroughs. 

Objection  had  been  taken  to  this 
Bill  on  the  ground  of  inconvenience, 
expense,  and  risk  of  fire,  especially 
in  the  case  of  carts  carrying  hay  and 
similar  loads.  No  doubt  it  was  more  or 
less  inconvenient  to  carry  out  by-laws, 
but  with  regard  to  the  risk  of  fire  it  had 
not  been  very  marked  in  the  cases  where 
the  by-laws  were  already  in  force.  But 
there  were  one  or  two  points  which  needed 
careful  consideration.  It  would  be  ad- 
mitted to  be  intolerable  to  compel  a 
farmer,  having  fields  on  both  sides  of  the 
road,  to  hght  a  vehicle  when  merely 
moving  it  from  one  field  to  another. 
Scotland  had  been  very  fully  represented 
in  the  discussion  that  day,  and  it  would 
appe«ar  as  if  that  country  were  backward 
in  this  matter.  That,  however,  was  far 
from  being  the  case.  The  Burgh  Police 
(Scotland)  Act,  1903,  contained  provisions 
similar  to  the  model  by-laws  issued  by 
the  Home  Office,  and  they  he  d  practically 
in  all  the  burghs  by-laws,  restrictions,  and 
regulations  regaiiling  the  carrying  of 
lights  at  least  equal  to,  if  not  in  advance 
of,  those  which  obtained  in  this  country. 
These  had  been  compulsorily  adopted  in 
all  but  five  burghs,  two  of  which — Edin- 
burgh and  Dundee — ^had  by-laws  of  their 
own  far  more  stringent  than  any  laid 
down  in  this  Bill.  His  own  county 
(Ayrshire)  had  indeed  gone  beyond  what 
it   seemed   to   some   they  were  legacy 


entitled  to  do,  for  they  had  placed  an  in- 
terpretation on  Section  104  of  the  Boada 
and  Bridges  Act,  1878,  which  seemed 
almost  like  straining  the  law.  In  some- 
thing like  twenty-seven  i^ounties  in 
Scotland  there  were  by-laws  in  force; 
in  only  six  there  were  none.  In  Ayrshire 
they  had  very  good  by-laws  indeed,  and 
he  hoped  that  in  time  other  counties- 
would  come  up  to  their  standard.  He 
trusted  his  hon.  friend  would  induce  the 
Renfrew  County  Council  to  follow  their 
lead. 

Sir  CHARLES  RBNSHAW:  We  have 
precisely  similar  by-laws,  except  so  far  as 
there  is  a  difference  in  the  treatment  of 
vehicles  not  on  springs. 

*Mr.  COCHRANE  could  not  admit  that 
Renfrewshire  quite  came  up  to  the  stan- 
dard of  Ayrshire  in  this  matter.  Still 
they  need  not  indulge  in  any  further 
internecine  warfare.  But  he  was  pre- 
pared to  admit  that  it  might  be  extremely 
inconvenient  to  treat  some  parts  of 
Scotland  in  the  same  way  as  Middlesex, 
and,  therefore,  if  the  hon.  Member 
succeeded  in  getting  the  Second  Reading 
of  his  Bill,  he  hoped  he  would  make  it 
clear  that  Scotland  would  not  be  included 
in  the  measure.  He  suggested  further 
that  if  the  hon.  Member  succeeded  iu 
getting  the  Second  Reading,  he  should 
ask  the  House  to  send  the  Bill  to  a  Select 
Committee, where  evidence  might  be  taken 
and  the  subject  thoroughly  threshed  out. 
If  he  took  that  course,  and  was  prepared 
to  adopt  Amendments  as  he  had  sug- 
gested, he  might  say  the  Government 
would  take  no  hostile  view  of  the  measure, 
but  as  the  Bill  was  at  present  drafted 
there  were  so  many  objections  to  it  that 
he  could  not  for  the  moment  give  it  any 
more  cordial  support,   i^ ,^.  ij^^^^t i.-*?i.'c-i 

Mr.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.)  said  it  was 
eminently  desirable  that  some  uniformity 
should  be  introduced  into  our  by-laws 
regarding  the  lighting  of  vehicles  ;^h6 
could  conceive  nothing  more  inconvenient 
than  the  existence  of  so  many  different 
systems.  Local  government  was  all  very 
well  and  they  all  desired  to  encourage  it ; 
but  there  were  things  in  whxh  uniformity 
was  a  great  deal  better  than  variety. 
Tnis  was  a  difficulty    which   increased 
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every  year  with  the  growth  of  population. 
Fifty  years  ago,  when  our  roads  were 
much  l€B8  used  than  now,  and  when  new 
villages  and  new  towns  did  not  spring  up 
in  every  direction,  this  was  not  such  a 
pressing  question  as  at  the  present  time, 
when  cur  population  was  very  rapidly 
increasing  and  our  roads  were  being  used 
more  than  ever,  people  even  goi  'g  ba:  k 
to  them  and  not  confining  themselves  to 
the  railways.  The  question  had  become 
more  urgent  and  the  need  for  uniff^rmity 
was  greater  than  ever.  He  did  not  speak 
for  the  motorist,  but  on  behalf  of  the 
humble  cyclist.  His  experience  was  that 
the  cyclist  ran  great  danger  not  only  from 
the  rapid  but  also  from  the  slow-moving 
vehicle ;  indeed,  it  was  the  slow-moving 
vehicle  which  was  the  greatest  danger  to 
him.  He  did  not,  therefore,  think  any 
Bill  would  be  satisfactory  which  exempted 
the  slow-going  vehicle,  though  he  thought 
they  might,  and  he  hoped  the  promoter 
of  the  Bill  would,  endeavour  to  meet  the 


case  of  the  farmer  who  used  the  road 
for  say  100  yards — from  one  farm 
to  another.  He  thought  a  real,  sub- 
stantial case  had  been  made  out  for 
passing  some  such  Bill ;  and  he  considered 
uniformity  was  needed  in  Scotland 
as  well  as  in  England,  though  it 
might  be  that  the  Scotch  law  ought  to 
be  considered  by  itself.  He  hoped  the 
House  would  accept  the  Bill,  and  that, 
after  every  opportunity  for  amending  it 
had  been  given,  the  Government  would 
make  every  effort  to  pass  it  into  Uw. 

*Mr.  BIGWOOD  said  he  was  disposed 
to  accept  the  offer  of  the  Government,  on 
condition  that  special  facilities  were  given 
for  the  future  progress  of  the  Bill. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes,  109 ;  Noes, 
108.    (Division  List  No.  157.) 


A\ES. 


^llen,  Charles  P. 

Austin,  Sir  John 

Barlow,  John  Emmott 

Barry,  E.  (Cork,  S.) 

Bignold,  Sir  Arthur 

Bill,  Charles 

Bow]e8,Lt.>  C0I.H.  F.  (Middlesex 

Brigg,  John 

Brotliertop,  Edward  Allen 

Brunner,  Sir  John  Tomlinson 

Bryoe,  Rt.  Hon.  James 

Bums,  John 

Burt,  Thomas 

Caldwell,  James 

Cameron,  Robert 

Cawley,  Frederick 

Cecil,  Lord  tlugh  (Greenwich) 

Channirg,  Francis  Allston 

Chapman.  Edward 

Cheetham,  John  Frederick 

Coates,  Edward  Feetham 

Cochrane,  Hon.  Thos.  H.  A.  E. 

Cohen,  Benjamin  Louis 

Crooks,  William 

Crossley,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Savile 

Paliymple,  Sir  Charles 

Davenport,  William  Bromley 

I>elany,  William 

Dixon-  Hart]and,SirFredDixon 

Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 

Emmott,  Alfred 

Fenwick,  Charles 

Field,  WUUam 

Flower,  Sir  Ernest 

Foister,  Henry  William 

Foster,  Sir  Walter  (Derby  Co.) 

Garfit,  William 

Mr,  Brj^. 


Gilhooly,  Jame*« 
Goie,  Hon.  S.  F.  Ormsby 
Graham,  Heniy  Robert 
Grant,  Corrie 
Harrington,  Timothy 
Helder,  Augustus 
Hemphill,  Rt.  Hon.  Charles  H. 
Higham,  John  Sharp 
Howard,  J.  (Midd. .Tottenham) 
Hutton,  Alfred  E.  (Morley) 
Jacoby,  James  Alfred 
Johnson,  John 

Jones,  DavidBrynmor(  Swa  nsea 
Jones,  William( Carnarvonshire 
Jordan,  Jeremiah 
Kennedy,  Vincent  P.(Cavan,W 
Laurie,  Lieut. -General 
Leese,  Sir  JosephF.(  Accrington 
Legge,  Col.  Hon.  Heneage 
Leigh,  Sir  Joseph 
Lucas,  CoL  Francis  (Lowestoft) 
Lucas,  Reginald  J  (Portsmouth 
Lyell,  Charles  Henry 
Macdona,  John  Gumming 
Maclver,  David  (Liverpool) 
M'Arthur,  Charles  (Liverpool) 
M«Iver,SirLewis(EdinburghW. 
M'Laren,  Sir  Charles  Benjamin 
Mitchell,  Edw.(Fermanagh,N.) 
Mitchell,  William  (Burnley) 
Mol^worth,  Sir  Lewis 
Montagu,  Hon.  J.8cott(Hant8. ) 
Moon,  Edward  Robert  Pacy 
Morrell,  George  Herbert 
Morton,  Arthur  H.  Aylmer 
Moss,  Samuel 
Mowbray,  Sir  Robert  Gray  C. 


Murray,  Col.  Wyndham  (Bath) 
Myers,  William  Henry 
Norton,  Capt.  Cecil  William 
O'Brien,  P.  J.  (Tipperary,  N.) 
O'Neill,  Hon.  Robert  Toriens 
Paulton,  James  Mellor 
Pern  her  ton*  John  S.  G. 
Pierpoint,  Robert 
Piatt- Higgins,  Frederick 
Plummer,  Sir  Walter  R. 
Priestley,  Arthur 
Reid,  Sir  R.  ThreBhie( Dumfries 
Ridley,  S.  Forde 
Rc^ds,  Clement  Molyneux 
Schwann,  Charles  E. 
Shackleton,  David  James ' 
Shaw-Stewart^  SirH.(  Renfrew) 
Shipman,  Dr.  John  G. 
Sloan,  Thomas  Henry 
Smith,Rt  Hn  JParker(Lanark9 
Stanhope,  Hon.  Philip  James 
Taylor,  Austin  (East  Tozteth) 
Tennant,  Harold  John 
Thomp8on,Dr.EC(Monagh*n,N 
Thomson,  F.  W.  (York,W.R.) 
Toulmin,  George 
Tully,  Jasper 
Tumour,  Viscount 
Ure,  Alexander 
Valentia,  Visoount 
Villiers,  Ernest  Amherst 
Walton,  Joseph  (Bamsley) 
Williams,  Osmond  (Merioneth) 
Toxall,  James  Henry 

TSLLBRS   FOB   THE  AY»S — Mr. 

Bigwood  and  Colonel  Denny. 
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-Abraham,  WilUam(Cork,N.E.) 
Acland-Hood,  Capt.  SirAlex.F. 
Ainsworth,  John  Stirling 
^llsopp,  Hon.  George 
Ashton,  Thomas  Gair 
Atherley-Jones,  L. 
Bain,  Ck>lonel  James  Robert 
Sanbnry,  Sir  fVederick  George 
Banner,  John  S.  Harmood- 
BathoTBt,  Hn.  Allan  Benjamin 
Beaomont,  Wentworth  C.  B. 
Boland»  John 
Bright,  Allen  Heywood 
Buohanan,  Thomas  Rybum 
Campbell,  Rt.Hn.J.  A. (Glasgow 
Cautley,  Henry  Strother 
Condon,  Thomas  Joseph 
Co.  bett,  A.  Cameron  (Glasgow) 
Crombie,  John  William 
Cross,  Alexander  (Glasgow) 
Cullinan,  J. 

Daries,  M.  Vaughan  (Cardigan) 
'Devlin,  Cbas  Ramsay(Galway) 
Bewar,  John  A.  (Inverness-sh. 
Dilke,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Charles 
Boogan,  P.  C. 

Douglas,  Charles  M.  (Lanark) 
'EXlmt,  Hon.  A.  Ralph  Douglas 
FarreU,  James  Patrick 
FergusBon^  R.  C.  Munro  (Leith) 
Fergii8Son,Rt.Hn.  SirJ.(Manc'r 
Tfrench,  Peter 

Fielden,  Edward  Brocklehurst 
Finch,  Rt.  Hon.  George  H. 
Findlay,  Alezander(Lanark,NE 
Flynn,  James  Christopher 
<jrunter.  Sir  Robert 
Hammond,  John 


Hardie.  J.Keir(Merthyr  Tydvil) 
Hayden,  John  Patrick 
Heaton,  John  Henniker 
Henderson,  Arthur  (Durham) 
Hudson,  George  Bickersteth 
Jeffreys,  Rt.  Hon.  Arthur  Fred. 
Jones,  Leif  (Appleby) 
Joyce,  Michael 
Labouchere,  Henry 
Lambert^  George 
Lamont)  Norman 
Law,  Hugh  Alex.  (Donegal, W.) 
Law8on,John  Grant(Yorks.NR 
Lawson,  Sir  Wilfrid  (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt,  Francis 
Leveson-Gower,  Frederick  N.S. 
Lewis,  John  Herbert 
Lockwood,  Lieut. -Col.  A.R. 
Lough.  Thomas 
Lundon,  W. 
MacVeagh,  Jeremiah 
M'Arthur,  William  (Cornwall) 
M'Fadden,  Edward 
Maxwell.  W.J.H(Dumfrie8shire 
Milner,Rt.Hon.Sir  FrederickG. 
Mil  vain,  Thomas 
Mooney,  John  J. 
Morgan,  J.Lloyd  (Carmarthen) 
Murnaghan,  Qeorge 
Murphy,  John 
Nannetti,  Joseph  P. 
Nussey,  Thomas  Willans 
O'Brien,  Kendal(TipperaryMid 
O'Brien,  Patrick  (Kilkenny) 
O'Connor, James  (Wicklow,W.) 
O'Doherty,  William 
O'Dowd,  John 
O'Kelly,  Conor  (Mayo,N.) 


O'Shaughnessy,  P..J. 
Parrott,  William 
Perks,  Robert  Wiliiam 
Rankin,  Sir  James 
Reddy,  M. 

Renshaw,   Sir  Charles  Binp 
Roberts,  John  H.  (Denbishs) 
Robert'Son,  Herbert  (Hackney) 
Robinson,  Brooke  « 
Roche,  John 
Roe,  Sir  Thomas 
RoUeston,  Sir  John  F.  L. 
Rose,  Charles  Day 
Round,   Rt.   Hon.   James 
Sharpe,  William  Edward  T. 
Shaw,  Thomas  (Hawick  B.) 
Slack,  John  Bamford 
Stanley,  Edward Jas. (Somerset 
Stewart,  Sir  Mark  J.M'Taggart 
Strachey,  Sir  Edward 
Sullivan,  Donal 
Talbot,  Lord  E.  (Chichester) 
Taylor,  Theodore  C.(Radcliffe) 
Thorbum,  Sir  Walter 
Walrond,Rt  Hn.Sir  WilliamH. 
White,  Luke  (York,  E.  R.) 
White,  Patrick  (Meath,  North) 
Whiteley,  George  (York,W.R.) 
Whitley,  J.  H.  (Halifax) 
Wilson,  Henry  J.  (York,W.R.) 
Wilson,  J.  W.(Worcestersh.N.) 
Wilson-Todd,  Sir  W  H.(  Yorks.) 
Young,  Samuel 

Tellers  por  the  Nobs — ^Mr. 
Cathcart  Wason  and  Sir 
Herbert  Maxwell. 


Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Second  Heading  put  oft  for  six  months. 


WOMEN'S  ENFRANCHISEMENT  BILL. 
[Second  Rsadino.] 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

♦Mr.  slack  (Hertfordshire,  St. 
Albans),  in  moving  the  Second  Reading 
of  this  Bill,  expressed  his  regret  that  the 
measure  should  have  come  on  at  so  late  an 
hour  in  the  afternoon,  and  said  that  as  a 
comparatively  new  Member  he  felt  almost 
appalled  at  the  extraordinary  abuse  of 
the  forms  of  the  House  which  that  after- 
noon had  been  witnessed,  manifestly 
and  in  some  quarters  avowedly  with  a 
view  to  preventing  discussion  of  this 
Bill.  A  study  of  previous  debates  on 
the  question  ot  the  Parliamentary  en- 
iranchisement  of  women  had  convinced 


him  thai  no  detailed  argument  in  favour 
of  the  principle  was  necessary.  The 
arguments  of  John  Stuart  Mill  on  Mr. 
Disraeli's  Reform  Bill  in  1867  were  still 
unanswered  and,  in  his  opinion,  they 
were  unanswerable.  The  question  was 
not  one  of  Party,  the  principle  having 
been  supported  by  a  majority  of  every 
Party  in  the  House.  The  enfranchisement 
of  women  was  a  neoess'iry  factor  in 
modem  social  progress,  which  had  already 
been  accepted  by  British  colonies  and 
which  before  long  the  mother  country 
also  would  be  compelled  to  accept.  The 
principle  had  been  discussed  seventeen 
times  in  that  House.  In  1897  a  Bill 
similar  to  the  one  under  discussion  was 
read  a  second  time  by  a  majority  of 
seventy-one,  while  last  year  a  Resolution 
affirming  the  principle  was  carried  by  a 
majority  of  114.  This  week,  Punchy 
that  popular  journal  which  generally  had 
its  finger  upon  the  pulse  of  genuine  public 
opinion,  had  put  the  case  for  this  Bill  in 
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a  nutshell,  or  rather  in  a  cartoon,  en- 
titled *'  The  Dignity  of  the  Franchise." 

The  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  place 
women  electorally  in  precisely  the  same 
position  as  men  now  occupied.  The 
Bill  would  enfranchise  women  of  every 
class,  married  and  single,  working 
women  and  women  of  leisure.  It 
was  cert^nly  the  intention  of  the  pro- 
moters that  it  should  enfranchise  married 
women,  and  in  Committee  he  would  be 
glad,  if  necessary,  to  insert  words,  making 
this  quite  clear,  providing  that  women 
should  be  enfranchised  whether  under 
coverture  or  not.  The  class  chiefly  con- 
cerned, however,  were  the  working  women 
of  the  country.  The  Bill  embodied  no 
new-fangled  fancy  franchise,  but  simply 
extended  all  existmg  franchises  to  women. 
It  equalised  the  Parliamentary  suffrage 
by  admitting  women  as  citizens  on  the 
same  terms  as  men  and  abolishing  the 
electoral  disq  ualification  of  sex.  It  would 
enfranchise  the  great  and  numerous 
class  of  women  occupiers.  It  had 
been  ascertained  that  in  the  Bradley 
Ward  of  the  Borough  of  l^elson  more  than 
95  per  cent,  of  the  wpmen  voters  now  on 
the  register  were  working  women,  while  in 
Bolton  the  percentage  was  no  less  than 
90,  and  out  of  5,234  women  voters  now 
on  the  municipal  register,  and  whom  this 
Bill  would  add  to  the  Parhamentary 
register,  no  fewer  than  4,752  were  working 
women.  In  St.  Pancras,  out  of  5,231 
women  on  the  local  register,  3,221  were 
working  women.  And  in  two  wards  of 
the  city  of  Leeds  532  out  of  536  and 
1,100  out  of  1,190  women  voters  were 
working  women. 

Fifty-three  years  ago  Herbert  Spencer 
wrote — 

"  Equity  knows  no  difference  of  sex.  The 
law  of  equal  freedom  manifestly  applies  to  the 
whole  race,  female  as  well  as  male/' 

and  that  was  just  as  ^ood  philosophy  to- 
day as  when  first  written.  During  the 
generation  since  Disraeli's  Bill  of  1867 
there  had  been  a  great  advance  in  public 
opinion  on  this  question.  Women  could 
now  vote  for  county,  borough,  and 
parish  councils  and  boards  of  guardians, 
and  a  few  weeks  ago  the  House 
decided  by  a  large  majority  that 
the  women  who  were  qualified  to  vote 
for  those  municipal  bodies  should  also 
be  qualified  to  be  elected  to  them.  It 
Mr.  Slack. 


was  these  same  women  who  under  thia 
Bill  would  be  qualified  to  exercise  the 
Parliamentary  franchise.  The  national 
attitude  had  changed,  but  in  thia 
House  the  recent  tendency  had  been  re- 
trograde  and  reactionary.  Women  had 
lost  ground  both  as  regarded  educational 
and  municipal  administration.  They 
were  no  longer  qualified  for  direct  elec- 
tion to  the  education  authorities,  nor 
were  they  eligible  to  sit  on  the  London 
borough  councils,  which  had  taken  the 
place  of  bodies  for  election  to  which 
they  were  previously  elegible.  These 
disqusrlifications  would  never  have  been 
imposed  had  the  principle  of  this  Bill 
been  the  law  of  the  land.  Women  had 
no  Parliamentary  vote  to  protect  the 
position  they  had  gained,  and  in  legisla- 
tive assemblies  unrepresented  interests, 
far  too  frequently  went  to  the  wall. 

The  test  he  would  apply  U)  this  as  to  all 
other  matters  was  simply,  **  Is  it  right  ?  '* 
and  he  held  that  few  men  could  say  from, 
their  conscience  that  it  was  not  right  to^ 
give  to  women  the  Parliamentary  fran- 
chise. The  disfranchisement  ofj^women 
was  unconstitutional,  inexpedient,  mis- 
chievous, and  unjust.  It  was  wrong  to 
force  reasonable  and  responsible  citizena 
to  obey  laws  which  had  been  enacted 
without  the  possibility  of  sanction  or 
prot<?st  on  their  part.  Women  were  ex- 
cluded from  the  learned  profession,  in- 
eligible for  service  on  juries,  and  for  the 
magistracy.  Before  the  law  women  werec 
rosecuted,  defended,  tried,  and  judged 
y  men,  and  thus  the  door  was  opened 
to  prejudice,  error,  and  injustice. 
Give  them  the  Parliamentary  [  sufErage 
and  the  greatest  of  their  grievances* 
would  be  assuaged^  their  wrongs  miti- 
gated, and  the  injustice  to  a  certain 
extent  remedied,  because  they  would 
have  a  voice  in  the  constitution  of  the 
highest  Court  of  1  he  realm.  In  this  House,, 
by  their  own  representatives,  they  could 
then  voice  their  case.  This  Bill  wa» 
flamed  as  a  reasonable  measure — to  ex- 
tend the  franchise  to  women  on  the  same- 
terms  as  to  men.  It  was  intended  to  en- 
franchise every  \^oman,  who  if  she  had 
been  a  man  would  have  had  a  vote,, 
whether  as  owner,  occupier,  or  lodger. 
The  Bill  was  drawri  on  a  sound  and  broad 
basis — sound,  because  it  made  no  invidious. 
legal]distinctions  between  different  classes 
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of  women,  and  broad  because  it  took  the 
•existing basis  in  regaid  to  men.    It  soQgbt 
to  establish  the  priuciple  that  now  and 
-always  there    should  be    precisely    the 
same  qualification  for  men  and  women, 
and  that  the  future  broadening  of  the 
vote   which    must    come   should   carry 
women  with  it.    The  area  covered  by 
the  Bill  could  not  be  usefully  widened  or 
narrowed ;  if  it  were  on  a  different  basis 
't  would  be  open  to  the  charge  of  intro- 
ducing a  fresh    complication   into    our 
already     over-complicated,    antiquated, 
and      discredited       electoral       system. 
Women  asked  for  no  privilege.     They 
claimed   a  sacred    and   inviolable   right 
"which  had  been   recognised  by    colony 
after    colony    with    the    best    possible 
results.      They  begged  no    favour  but 
a  fair  fieI3  for  a  great  body  of  responsible 
citizens.    They  demanded  bare  justice, 
the  redress  of  a  great  wrong,  and  the  ad- 
justment of  a  glaring  inequality.      Their 
claim  was  based  on  the  eternal  principles 
of  liberty,  equality,  equity,  and  justice,  and 
also  of  national  morality  and  righteous- 
ness— principles  to  which  this  House  could 
never  for  long  consent  to  turn  a  deaf  ear. 
The  House  had  nothing  to  do  with  the 
consequences  of  a  measure^  which  simply 
fiought  to  do  justice.    Withholding  justice 
always  led  to  public  danger  and  discon- 
tent.   He  ventured  to  prophesy  that  the 
Tesults  of  this  measure  if  passed  would  be 
both    beneficent    and    permanent,    the 
bounds  of  freedom  would  be  enlarged,  and 
l^vemment  would  be  more  broadly  based 
because  based  upon  the  will  of  all  the 
people.    He  begged  to  move. 

*SiB  JOHN  ROIiLESTON  (Leicester) 
said  he  was  glad  to  have  the  opportunity 
of  seconding  the  Motion  that  this  very 
modest  Bill  should  be  read  a  second 
time.  That  women  who  had  the  same 
qualifications  as  men  should  be  placed 


on  the  Parliamentary  register,  and  that 
sex]  should  be  [no  bar  to  the  franchise, 
was  a  proposal  which,  in  his  opinion,  was 
rendered  both  desirable  and  necessary  by 
the  modern  conditions  of  industry,  and  by 
the  development  and  extension  of  that 
commercial    and    industrial   s\st3m  on 
which   the   prosperity   of   this    country 
rests.     The  position  of  female  labour  in 
many   countries  was   such  that  woman 
was  the  servant  of  man,  working  for  him, 
not  as  a  free   agent,  but  in  a  state  of 
dependence    upon    him   whether    wives 
or    daughters.      In    England   at   least 
women  were  free,  going  to  their  work  as 
the    equals,   and,    indeed,  as   the  com- 
petitors of  men,  receiving  their   wages 
and  disposing  ^of  them  as  they  thought 
well.     In     many     trades,     where     the 
handling  of  fine  fabrics  and  the  manipu- 
lation     of      delicate     machinery      was 
necessary,  it  was  found  that  the  labour 
of  women  was  superior  to  that  of  men. 
Thus  in  the  great  development  of  manu- 
facture, it  had  come  about  that  female 
labour  took  a  large  share  in  the  produc- 
tion of  the  national  wealth,    and    the 
commercial  prosperity   of   the    country 
might  be  said  to  be  largely  dependent 
upDU  it.    But  while  women   took   their 
places  in  industry  side  by  side  with  men, 
their    position    was    by   no    means  the 
same.    They  complained  that  they  were 
peculiarly    subject  to   the  exactions  of 
the  sweater,   that  they  received  lower 
wages  than  men  even  for  the  same  work, 
and  that,  as  regarded  technical  education, 
their   needs    were    almost    wholly    dis- 
regarded.    They  were  shut  out  from  all 
schemes  of  industrial  reform.     This  they 
attributed,  and  rightly  so  in  his  opinion,  to 
political  helplessness.    All  would  recog- 
nise the  great  improvement  in  the  con- 
dition of  working  men  since  the  establish- 
ment of  trades  unions,  and  how,  by  com- 
bination, so  much  had  been  obtained  for 
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t  :e  benefit  of  working  people,  and  pro- 
bably all  would  agree  that  that  improve - 
meat  and  that  benefit  woald  not  have 
been  secured  at  any  rate  to  the  same 
extent,  if  the  members  of  trades  unions 
had  not  been  endowed  with  the  vote. 
And,  now  that  women  as  much  as  men 
worked  in  their  factories  and  workshops, 
now  that  they  were  in  many  cases  the 
breadwinners,  and  in  some  cases  the  sole 
breadwinners,  what  argument  was  there 
for  \nthholding  from  them  the  privileges 
of  democracy  which  men  enjoyed  ?  While 
the  foundation  of  their  vast  system  of 
commerce  rested  so  much  upon  female 
labour,  while  women  shared  so  largely  in 
the  upkeep  of  the  nation  by  the  contri- 


it  stated,  by  a  member  of  a  deputation 
last  year  that  she  had  worked  ten  hoars 
a  day  welding  chains  for  5s.  a  week. 
These  were  the  women  who  wanted  the 
same  chance  in  life  as  men,  and  while 
they  did  the  same  work  and  furnished 
so  large  a  proportion  of  the  labour 
supply  of  the  country,  there  could  be  no 
reason  why  they  should  be  denied 
political  rights.  It  could  not  be  to 
the  interests  of  a  commercial  State 
which  required  for  its  sustenance  a  con- 
stant supply  of  well-fed  and  healthy 
labourers  that  cheap  labjur  of  this  kind 
should  be  exacted  from  any  section  of 
its  citizens.  The  question  to-day  was  nob 
how  much  or  how  little  the  franchisd 


bution  of  their  labour  to  its  trade,   he    should  be  extended,    but  that   in  that 


submitted  that  no  argument  could  be 
advanced  in  favour  of  sex  remaining  a 
disqualification  for  the  franchise. 

Many  persons  who  were  in  favour  of  the 
franchise  being  given  to  women  with  a 
property  qualification  were  opposed  to 
this  Bill.  PersonallVi  he  took  no  interest 
in  the  extension  of  the  franchise  only 
to  women  with  a  property  qualifica- 
tion. He  did  not  believe  that  women 
with  property  cared  in  the  least  about 
the  vote ;  to  many  it  would  be  a  luxury, 
to  some  even  a  nuisance,  and  Parliament 
need  not  trouble  itself  on  account  of 
those  who  were  indifferent  or  were  not 


franchise,  whatever  it  was  or  might  b3» 
there  should  be  equality,  that  one  worker 
should  not  be  denied  what  was  given  to 
another.  He  cared  not  what  effect  such 
a  reform  might  have  upon  the  balance 
of  political  Parties.  A  State,  highly 
civilised  and  advancing  in  civilisation^ 
conducting  its  internal  economy  on  prin- 
ciples of  equity  and  justice  need  have  no 
fear  of  disturbance  of  political  power. 

He  hoped  the  Bill  would  bs  read 
a  second  time.  In  any  case,  if  those 
who  opposed  or  supported  the  measure 
did  so  moderately  and  without  prejudice, 
so  satisfied  was  he  with  the  arguments 


pressing  the  matter  forward.    But  women    in  its  favour  that   he  was  certain  the 


who  worked  for  a  weekly  or  daily  wage 
did  care  about  the  vote;  to  them  it 
would  be  not  a  luxury,  but  daily  bread. 
He  behoved  that  inquiry  had  shown 
that  90  per  cent,  of  the  women  who 
would  go  upon  the  register  if  this 
Bill  passed  would  be  working  women. 
He  understood  that  7s.  a  week  was  the 
average  wage  of  the  working  women  of 

this  coimtry,  and  he  remembered  hearing 
Sir  John  RoUeston, 


discussion  would  prove  a  step  forward 
in  the  path  of  a  reform  for  which  the 
advancement  of  this  country  and  its 
people  would  give  ample  justificatioa. 
Their  great  commercial  system  was  based 
upon  the  industry  and  intelligence  of  the 
people,  and  it  might  be  said  that  the 

working  people  had  the  greatest  stake  of 

all  in   its  maintenance  and  prosperitv. 

Anything    which   injured  that    system. 
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contracted  its  operational  or  impaired 
its  machinery,  must  be  felb  firstly 
and  most  severely  by  those  who 
worked  lor  daily  or  weekly  wages. 
Consequently  their  stake  in  the  prosperity 
of  the  country  was  a  great  one,  and  that 
BO  large  a  proportion  of  those  who  had 
this  large  stake  should  be  kept  out  of 
political  rights  was  a  condition  which, 
in  his  opinion,  both  needed  and  de- 
manded alteration.  The  request  for  that 
alteration  was  now  made,  and  he  could 
assure  the  House  there  was  intense  energy 
and  force  behind  it.~  In  the  past  there 
had  been  great  men  in  the  Conservative 
Party  who  had  not  been  slow  to  recog- 
nise the  aspirations  of  democracy, 
nor  to  discern,  even  though  from  a 
distance,  the  operation  of  forces  not, 
perhaps,  visible  at  the  top,  but 
the  strength  and  intensity  of  which 
were  clearly  to  be  seen  below.  There 
had  been  statesihen 'on  their  side,  who, 
in  response  to  that  instinct,  had  been  the 
first  to  initiate*  and  to  bring  to  maturity 
democratic  t^hanges  in  the  constitution 
of  this  country.  He  hoped  and  believed 
that  the  species  was  not  yet  extinct, 
and  he  further  hoped  that  the  next  great 
measure  of  electoral  reform  might  come 
from  their  side  and  that  it  might  embrace 
at  least  that  modest  extension  of  the 
franchise  suggested  in  the  Bill  before  the 
House  and  of  which  he  was  glad  to  have 
the  opportunily  of  supporting  the  Second 

Reading. 

Ifotion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Mr.  LABOUCHERB  (Northampton), 
in  moving  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second 


reference  had  been  made  to  the  views 
of  John  Stuart  Mill.  It  was  true  that 
he  voted  for  Mr.  Mill's  Motion,  but  he 
did  so  with  great  hesitation,  and  cer- 
tainly not  because  he  regarded  his 
arguments  as  unanswerable.  He  re- 
membered asking  Mr.  Mill,  at  Mr. 
Bright's  suggestion,  whether  he  was 
really  in  favour  of  giving  the  franchise 
to  all  women  or  only  to  a  few.  It  was 
only  when  Mr.  Mill  replied  that  he  was  in 
favour  of  giving  it  to  a  few  that  Mr. 
Bright  was  prepared  to  vote  for  women's 
suffrage.  Therefore  Mr.  Mill,  whose 
arguments  had  been  referred  to  as  un- 
answerable, would  himself  have  been 
against  this  Bill.  That  was  thirty-seven 
years  ago,  and  in  thirty-seven  years  one 
increased  to  a  certain  extent  in  experi- 
ence. Every  successive  year  since  then 
had  made  him  more  and  more  regret  the 
vote  he  then  gave,  and  he  had  en- 
deavoured to  make  up  for  it  as  a  panance 
by  opposing  the  Women's  Franchise  Bill 
tooth  and  nail  ever  since.  He  was 
entirely  against  female  su&age,  and  oven 
if  he  were  in  its  favour,  he  would,  as  a 
Radical  and  a  democrat,  oppose  this 
Bill.  After  all,  women  were  different 
from  men  physically  and  intellectually. 
We  did  not  know  how  the  difference 
had  aiisen.  According  to  Darwin  we 
all  commenc3d  from  a  single  cell ;  the 
protoplasm  by  evolution  became  in  some 
cases  a  man  and  in  others  a  woman » 
and  as  a  result  of  the  processes  in  the 
laboratory  of  nature  the  sexes  differed 
intellectually  and  physically.  There  were 
many  physical  tasks  performed  by  men 
for  which  women  were  not  fitted.  They 
could  not  serve  as  soldiers. 

An  HON.  MEMBER :  You  are  not  a 


time   that   day    six  months,  said  that   soldier. 
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Mr.  LABOUCHERE  agreed,  but  he 
recognised  that  in  every  country  in  the 
last  resort  it  was  the  business  of  every 
•citizen  of  the  country  to  go  to  its  defence, 
iind  therefore  he  constituted  one  of  the 
Reserves.  Apparently,  his  hon.  friend 
suggested  that  the  franchise  should  be 
•given  to  women  because  they  could 
-fulfil  the  duties  of  citizenship  by  turning 
out  as  soldiers  after  all  the  men  had  been 
destroyed.  But  that  was  not  women's 
business ;  they  could  not  do  it ;  it  must 
be  recognised  as  one  of  their  limitations. 
Neither  could  women  act  as  policemen. 

'Order  and  liberty,  the  social  fabric, 
rested  ultimately  upon  force,  and  the 
fact  that  women  could  not  contribute  to 
that  force  was  a  limitation  of  citizenship. 

■  The  vote  should  be  given  only  to  those 
who  could  maintain  a  Government  by  force 
if  necessary,  provided,  of  course,  it  was  a 
sound  Government,  but  women  could 
neither  defend  a  good  Government 
nor  upset  a  bad  one.  It  was  the 
«ame  in  industrial  life.  As  civilisa- 
tion increased,  the  hard  manual  work 
was  taken  out  of  the  hands  of 
women.  In  this  country  the  law  had 
interfered  to  prevent  women  from  doing 
men's  work.  He  thought,  therefore,  it 
might  fairly  be  said  that  women  could 
not  fulfil  the  duties  of  citizenship.  Of 
course,  it  was  not  their  fault  that  they 
were  more  beautiful  than  muscular. 

There  was  also  a  difference  between 
women  and  men  in  mental  equipment. 
In  some  things  they  were  superior  to 
men,  but  in  other  things  men  were  very 
much  their  superiors.  During  the  first 
years  at  school  girls  outstripped  boys, 
but  after  a  certain  age  the  boys  more 

than  overtook   the  girls.    In    domestic 

matters  women  were  much  more  useful 

And  understood   them  better  than  men. 


and  in  certain  little  trades  in  which 
women  engaged  they  might  be  able  to 
give  points  to  men.  But  in  the  considera- 
tion of  the  great  problems  which  came 
before  the  Imperial  Parliament  they  were 
certainly  inferior  intellectually  to  men. 
There  were  doubtless  exceptions,  but  he 
was  speaking  of  the  sex  as  a  whole. 
Women  were  nervous,  emotional,  and 
had  very  little  sense  of  proportion. 
Every  man  knew  what  it  was  to  argue 
with  a  woman.  He  had  given  it  up.  A 
woman  would  lay  down  her  views,  and 
though  it  were  conclusively  proved  to  her 
that  she  was  wrong,  she  would  continue 
stolidly  to  repeat  her  old  arguments. 
But  whence  did  she  get  her  opinions  and 
conclusions  ?  Very  often  from  someone 
who  had  influence  over  her. 

Considering  the  nature  of  this  great  Par- 
liament and  what  its  duties  were  he  was 
convinced  that  womeii,  fitted  as  they  were 
for  many  things,  were  not  fitted  to  haVx3 
votes.  It  was  said  that  women  were 
entitled  to  the  franchise  as  a  right.  But 
the  giving  of  votes  must  depend  upon 
whether  it  was  an  advantage  to  the 
community,  and  it  would  be  a  greit 
'disadvantage  to  the  community  to  give 
women  votes.  It  would  also  be  injurious 
to  women  themselves.  It  was  said  also 
that  the  argument  against  women  being 
unfit  for  the  franchise  was  disproved  by 
the  fact  that  this  country  had  an 
excellent  Queen  for  many  years.  But  it 
must  be  remembered  that  the  Queen 
could  only  act.  on  the  advice  of  her 
Ministers,  and  in  his  opinion  it  would  be 
easier  for  a  woman  to  act  as  Queen  than 
to  act  as  a  simple  voter.  Women 
exercised    a  great  influence  over  men, 

and  they  desired  to  retain  that  influence. 
The  laws  of  nations  had  been  largely 
shaped  by  women,  although  women  had 


229 


Women^a 


{12  May  1905}  Enfranchisement  Bill.        230 


no    hand    diiectly    in    the    making    of 

the    laws.      This    influence    would    be 

lost  to  women  if  the  j  had  votes,  and  that 

wa3  the  reason  why  the    vast  majority 

of  women  did  not  desire  the  franchise. 

In  fact,  women  had  at  present  such  an 

influence  over  the  actions  of  men  that  if 

they  had  been  really  united  in  the  desire 

for  the  franchise  they  would  have  got  it 

long  ago.    It  was  only  a  few  women  with 

masculine  minds  who  took  an  interest  in 

politics  and  desired  to  have  votes  in  order 

ttiat  they  might  enter  the  political  arena. 

This  matter  must  be  considered  from  a 

broad  point  of  view.     Whate/er  the  Bill 

might  say,  the  admitted  object  of  the 

promoters  was  to  put  men  and  women  in 

a  position  of  absolute  equality   in  the 

matter  of  the  franchise,  to  break  down 

the  barrier  of  sex,  and  to  give  women  th? 

vote  precisely  as  it  was  now  given  to  men. 

What  would  that  mean?     Somehow  or 

other  there  were  more  females  than  males 

born,  and  at  the  time  of  a  general  election 

there  were  always  more  men  than  women 

absent  from  the  countr} .     Therefore,  as 

there  were  more  women  than  men  in  the 

country,  if    the    female    franchise   was 

established  it  would  mean  the  absolute ^Hyou.*'    Well,  he  was  cautious.     He  re- 


*Mr.  slack  :  I  am  not  in  favour  of 
assisting  you  to  talk  it  out. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  Talking  it  out ! 
Was  it  really  supposed  that  a  measure  of 
this  tremendous  importance  could  bc^ 
voted  upon  after  a  discussion  of  two 
hours  ?  No,  it  was  not  a  question  of 
talking  it  out ;  he  was  trying  to  convert 
his  hon.  friend.  But  whether  his  hon. 
friend  was  in  favour  of  it  or  not,  it  would 
matter  very  little  if  women  wera  given 
votes,  as  the  right  to  sit  in  the  House 
could  not  then  logically  be  denied* 

Now,  would  it  really  be  desirable  to  turn 
this  venerable  and  respect  JLble  Parliament 
into  an  arena  with  a  promiscuity  of 
sexes?  He  thought  it  would  be  most 
undesirable.  There  were  young  men 
there.  He  had  seen  in  the  lobbies  all 
sorts  of  political  flirtations  going  on  to 
get  their  vote.  As  an  old  man  he  could 
not  conscientiously  countenance  placing 
them  or  anybody  else  in  the  hands  of 
those  ladies.  He  had  had  cards  sent  in 
to  himself,  and  gentlemen  had  come  to 
him  and  said»  *'  The  ladies  want  to  see 


abnegation  of  the  rights  of  men,  and  the 

surrender  of  the  whole  government  of  the 

country  to  women.    It  was  true  that  on 

ordinary  questions  women  would  not  all 

act  together ;  they  would  be  split  up  into 

Parties ;  but  when  it  came  to  a  question 

of    the  interest   of    women   versus    the 

interest     of      men     they     would     be 

absolutely    united    against     the    male 

portion    of    the    community.      It  was, 

therefore,  absolutely  dangerous.    Women 

would     want    to    sit    in     Parliament. 

Whether  his  hon.  friend  was  in  favour  of 

that  or  not  — 
VOL.  CXLVI.    [Fourth  Series.] 


membered  the  intelligent  Ulysses  closed 
his  ears  not  to  hear  the  sirens;  and  so 
he  did  not  go  to  those  ladies.  If  he  had 
gone — man  was  weak — ^he  might  have 
been  cajoled  and  humbugged  into 
taking  their  part  and  voting  for  this 
measure.  No,  it  was  really  not  safe. 
That  was  the  view  taken  in  all  other 
matters.  Boys  and  girls  were  not  now 
taught  together ;  it  was  recognised  that 
the  education  for  the  one  was  not 
exactly  suited  to  the  requirements  of  the 
other  sex.  Would  anybody  suggest  that 
there  shou'd  be  juries  of  women  ? 
I 
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["Certainly.']    Mixed  juries?     ["No."]       Under  the  Bill  as  it  stood,  only  pro- 

They  would  not  go  so  far  as  that;  even    periled   women,    lodger    spinsters,    and 

they  drew  the  line  there !    The  general  ■  female  servants  would  get  votes.    If  a 

opinion  was  that  the   administration  of  j  woman  married  she  would  lose  her  vote. 

justice  would  not  gain  by  having  jury-  | 

women  instead  of  jurymen.     Men  were  I    ^,,       r.^  .««-.„.      ,         ••     • 

^  I  ,  11   1     ^       •  X  .    '      Mb.    slack  :    The   hon.  Member  is 

calmer  and  more  hkely  to  give  a  fair  i  ^^^irely  inaccurate. 

verdict.    Would  his  hon.  frie!nd  suggest 


that  there  should  be  women  Judges  and 
women  advocates  ? 

Mr.  CORRIE  grant  (Warwickshire, 
Rugby) :    All  we  want  is  freedom. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE   said   that  was 
what  he  wanted.    He   wanted  freedom 


Mr.  LABOUCHERE  suggeste.i  that 
the  hon.  Member  should  read  the  Bill  for 
himself.  If  it  passed  without  modifica- 
tion marriage  would  be  practically 
penalised.  He  would  never  accept  what 
he  did  not  think  was  an  honest  Bill. 
There  was  a  deliberate  attempt  in  the 
present  measure  to  get  in  the  thin  end  of 
for  men.  He  was  not  going  to  be  ^^®  wedge.  Women  might  be  useful 
crashed  under  the  dominion  of  women.'^  members  upon  subordinate  local  boards, 
He  was  a  follower  of  John  Knox,  who  '  ^^^  ^^©7  ^^  capacity  for  administrative 

work,    and    that    work    affected    both 


wrote  of  ''  the  horrible  regiment  of 
women."  He  went  further;  he  was  a 
successor  of  St.  Paul.  St.  Paul  objected 
to  women  talking  in  churches.  Ap- 
parently the  church  was  then  the  place 
where  discussions  were  carried  on.  Take 
the  Church  now.  Were  Archbishops 
women  ?  He  admitted  that  many  working 
women  did  not  get  fair  treatment  in  the 
matter  of  wages,  but  to  give  them  votes 
would  not  raise  their  wage  by  one  shilling. 
How  was  it  that  men  had  obtained  better 
wages  1  Not  by  legislation,  but  through 
their  trade  unions,  and  those  who 
desired  to  improve  women's  wages  would 
do    better    to    go    and     preach    trade 


endeavour  to  secure  them  a  barren  vote 
which  would  do  them  no  good  at  all.  If 
his  hon.  friends  would  promote  legislation 
to  secure  to  women  a  minimum  wage  he 
would  heartily  support  them.  But  even 
if  he  were  in  favour  of  women's  suffrage, 
as  a  Radical  and  a  democrat  he  would 

oppose  this  Bill. 
Mr,  Labouchere* 


sexes,  but  could  not  his  hon.  friend 
appreciate  the  vast  difference  between 
a  board  of  guardians  or  a  school 
board  and  the  great  Imperial  Parliament  ? 
The  Bill  was  thoroughly  undemocratic 
and  opposed  to  the  most  elementary 
principles  of  Radicalism.  Votes  in  favour 
of  women's  suffrage  had  increased,  it 
was  said,  and  possibly  that  was  so. 
Men  were  very  weak  in  regard  to  women. 
Ladies  came  to  them  and  adjured  them 
to  support  the  cause,  and  promised  in 
return  to  canvas  for  the  candidate,  who 
in  the  belief  that  the  movement  would 
never  come  to  a  head   weakly  gave  a 


unionism  to  the  women  workers  than  to  J  Promise.    A  vast  number  of  Gentlemen 

had  incautiously  made  such  promises^ 
and  were  anxious  to  avoid  the  fulfil- 
ment of  their  obligations.    f'Oh."]    Tea, 

they  were  glad  the  Bill  came  on  for  dis- 
cussion too  late  for  a  division.  He  did 
not  shirk  the  expression  of  his  views 
in  opposition  to  the  Bill.  An  im- 
portant  Bill   came   on  dealing  with    a 
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matter  on  which  be  had  a  strong  opinion,  I  might  be  perfectly  possible  that  in  cer- 
and  it  was  supposed  that  discussion  should  tain  constituencies  the  votes  of  women 
be]  restricted  under  pain  of  being  accused  under  the  Bill  might  be  in  the  majority, 
of  a  desire  to  talk  out  women's  suffrage.  |  and  as  the  undoubted  desire  of  the  pro- 
But  let  supporters  of  this  Bill  understand  moters  of  the  Bill  was  to  extend  it  to  all 
-that  they  could  not  have  it  both  ways, 
and  if  women  came  into  political  life  they 
must  accept  the  oonditions  equally  with 
men.  The  polite  deference  to  women  in 
drawing-rooms  did  not  obtain  in  politico, 


women,  in  the  end  that  majority  would  be 
probable  in  all  constituencies.  To  carry 
out  the  principle  logically  both  husband 
and  wife  would  have  to  have  the  voto. 
Supposing  a  House  consisting  to  a  large 
hut  it  was  supposed,  perhaps^  that  if  ladies  |  extent  of  Members  elected  by  the  votes 

of  women  passed  a  law  to  which  men  as 
a    whole  objected,    did   hon.   Members 


had  seats  in  the  House  male  Members' 
would  yield  them  precedence  in  speaking, 
though  a  man  might  hold  strong  views,    suppose  that  it  would    be   possible  to 


«s  he  did,  on  the  question  of  vehicle 
lights.  To  give  the  franchise  to  women 
would  destroy  the  best  relation .  between 
the  sexes.  Think  of  a  married  man  after 
having  heard  speeches  maundering  on  all 
the  evening  having  to  go  over  the  whole 
^ain  with  his  wife  and  daughters.  They 
might  be  on  opposite  sides,  and  it  would 
mean  the  destruction  of  the  social  rela- 
tions that  had  existed  from  time  im- 
memorial. Those  who  were  Radicals 
should  vote  against  the  Bill,  even  if  they 
were  in  favour  of  women's  suffrage, 
because  it  was  not  a  Radical  and 
democratic  Bill,  and  Conservatives  should 
not  be  induced  to  support  it  by  the  limita* 
tions  attached,  for  they  might  be  assured 
that  if  once  a  certain  number  were  ad- 
mitted to  the  franchise  every  woman  in 
the  country  would  soon  be  clamouring 
not  only  for  votes  but  for^the  right^to  sit 
in  the  House. 

Mr.  HBRBBRT  ROBERTSON 
(Hackney,  S.)  said  that  he  for  onoeVas 
in  fuU  agreement  with  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton.  When  men  exercised 
their  Parliamentary  franchise  they  were 
•creating  the  great  body  with  whom 
ultimately  must  rest  not  only  the^making, 
but  the  enforcement  of   the  laws.    It 


enforce  that  law  ?  They  could  not  force 
men's  obedience  to  laws  passed  by  the 
influence  of  a  majority  of  women,  con* 
trary  to  the  opinion  of  men  on  whose 
power  the  final  sanction  of  the  la^ 
rested.  Something  like  a  revolution 
would  result.  Thev  would  have  dissooi- 
ated  the  real  from  the  nominal  power  of 
the  country.  The  real  sanction  of  any 
law  at  present  was  that  it  was  backed  by 
the  power  of  the  men  who  passed  it»  and 
by  allowing  women  to  come  in,  and  in 
certain  circumstances  to  control  the 
election  of  Members  to  Parliament,  they 
would  vest  the  creation  of  the  legislative 
power  in  one  body,  while  the  sanction 
for  the  maintenance  of  the  laws  passed  by 
theLegislaturewas  vested  in  another  body* 
The  agitation  now  experienced  in  conse- 
quence of  the  passing  of  the  Education 
Act  would  be  nothing  compared  to  that 
which  would  follow  an  Act  framed  on  the 
demands  of  women  contrary  to  the  wishes 
of  men.  Nothing  but  another  Bill  re- 
straining  the  power  of  election  and  bring- 
ing the  power  back  to  its  real  source  of 
origin  would  be  able  to  set  the  matter 

right. 

His  information  as  to  the  opinion  of 
the  colonies,  where  women  had  received 
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votes,  regarding  the  success  of  that 
change  did  not  agree  with  that  given  to 
the  House  that  day.  On  the  contrary, 
he  was  informed  that  the  colonies  were 
seriously  dissatisfied  with  the  result,  and 
that  there  was  a  desire  to  repeal  that 
legislation.  In  canvassing  for  county 
council  elections  he  had  been  struck  by  a 
general  failure  on  the  part  of  women 
voters  to  take  a  broad  or  all-round  view 
o^a  question.  In  almost  every  case  they 
fixed  upon  some  minor  detail,  and  refused 
to  consider  anything  else.  That  was  not 
the  spirit  in  which  it  was  desirable  to 
conduct  elections  to  that  Hous?.  Men 
did  not  regard  matters  in  that  light  at  a 
general  election,  though  they  might  at  ^^w. 
a  by-election.  The  hon.  Member  for  i 
Leicester  described  the  Bill  as  a 
modest  measure.  Any  adjective  less 
appropriate  it  would  be  difficult  to  find. 
It  was  distinctly  the  most  ambitious  Bill 
in  this  direction  ever  brought  before 
Parliament.  He  cordially  agreed  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Leicester  that 
women  of  property  did  not  care  about 
the  vote  and  that  it  would  be  a  nuisance 


{COMMONS}  Of  the  House.  23S 

as  his  Motion  undoubtedly  had  reference 
to  propertied  people. 


*Mr.  slack  :  Mr,  John  Stuart  Mill 
proposed  exactly  what  I  propose  to-day» 
viz.,  to  read  the  word  "  parson "  for 
•*man"  in  the  Reform  Bill  of  1867,  and 
that  would  have  enfranchised  every 
woman  that  my  Bill  seeks  to  enfranchise. 

Mr.  HERBERT  ROBERTSON  said 
thit,  at  any  rate,  that  was  some  yeais. 
ago,  and  public  interest  in  the  question, 
however  strong  it  might  have  been  at 
th«3  time  referred  to,  was  not  so  strong 


*Mr.  slack  rose  in  his  place,  and 
claimed  to  move,  **  That  the  Question  be 
now  put;"  but  Mr.  Deputy-Speaker 
withheld  his  assent,  and  declined  then  to 
put  that  Question. 

Mr,  HERBERT  ROBERTSON  said 
that  for   the   hon.   Member  to  say  that 


to  them.     The  vast  bulk  of  women  did    ^^  ^^^   ^^^^^^  conscientiously  refuse  to 


not  desire  the  franchise. 

Sir  JOHN  ROLLESTON :  I  entirely 
dissont. 

Mr.  HERBERT  ROBERTSON  said 
he  was  speaking  from  his  own  experience. 
Although  he  had  made  long  inquiry  he 
had  been  unable  to  find  any  desire  in 
this  direction  among  either  property 
owners  or  any  other  class.  The  hon. 
Member  for  St.  Albans  had  urged  that 
John  Stuart  Mill's  opinions  ought  to  be 
sufficient  to  induce  Members  to  support 
this  Bin.  But  John  Stuart  Mill  would 
not  have  been  in  favour  of  such  a  Bill, 

Mr.  Herbert  Robertson. 


support  the  Bill  appeared  to  be  a  parody 
of  the  whole  situation. 


And,  it   being   half-past  Five  of  the- 
clock.  the  debate  stood  adjourned. 

Debate  to  be  resumed   upon  Monday 
next. 

Whereupon  Mr.  Deputy-Speaker  ad*, 
journed   the   House    without    Question 
'  put,  pursuant  to  Standing  Order  No.  3. 


Adjourned  at  twentysix  minuter 
before  Sixo*clock  till  Monday 
next. 


23? 


ltetUrnS^ 


{15  May,  190.*} 


RpporU,  (Sc6. 


238 


h;ou^e  of  lords. 

Monday,  15tA  May,  1905. 


PRIYATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 


J 

s 
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<^ 


The  Load  Chanosllor  acquainted  tlie 
House,  That  the  Clerk  of  the  Parliaments 
had  laid  upon  the  Table  the  Certificates 
from  the  Examiners  that  the  Standing 
Orders  applicable  to  the  following  Bills 
have  been  complied  with  : — Pier  and 
Harbour  Provisional  Orders  (No.  1)  [h.l]  ; 
Pier    and   Harbour    Pioviaional   Orders 

(No.  2)  [H.L.]. 

And  also  the  Certificates  that  the 
further  Standing  Orders  applicable  to  the 
following  Bills  have  been  complied  with : 
— Whitechapel  and  Bow  Railway;  Great 
Western  Railway  (New  Railways) ; 
Aylesbury  Gas;  Ealing  Corporation; 
South  Oxfordshire  Water  and  Gas ;  Great 
Western  Railway  (Additional  Powers) ; 
Halifax  Corporation ;  Stockport  Corpora- 
tion ;  Firistol  Corporation  ;  Croydon 
Corporation ;  Heckmondwike  Improve- 
ment ;  South  Wales  Electrical  Power 
Distribution  Company  ;  Aberdare  Urban 
District  Council ;  Colne  Corporation  ; 
Swansea  Corporation.  The  same  were 
ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

Wellingborough  and  District  Tramroads 
and  Electricity  Supply  Bill  [h.l.].  Peti- 
tion for  additional  provision;  of  the 
British  Electric  Traction  Company, 
Limited,  and  of  the  Rushden  Urban  Dis- 
trict Council,  together  with  the  proposed 
Amendments  annexed  thereto;  read,  and 
referred  to  the  Examiners. 


"i  Hull,  Barnsley,  and  West  Riding  Junc- 
;^  tion  Railway  and  Dock  Bill.  The  Ohair- 
MAN  OF  CoMMiTTEBS  informed  the  House 
^  that  the  opposition  to  the  Bill  was  with- 
drawn. The  orders  made  on  the  6th  of 
April  and  Thursday  last  discharged,  and 
Bill  committed. 

Alexandra  Park  and  Palace  Bill  [h.l.]. 
Read  3^",  and  passed,  and  sent  to  the 
Commons. 

Sandgate  Urban  District  Council  Bill 
[h.l.].  Report  from  the  Select  Committee, 
That  the  Committed  adjourned  this  day 
at  One  o'clock* 

VOL.  CXLVI    [PoUBTH  Sbeim.] 


Rotheffham.  Maltby,  and  Laughton 
Railway  Bill.  Brought  from  the  Com- 
mons; read  P;  and  referred  to  the 
Examiners. 

Holy  Trinity,  Portsea,  Bill  [h.l.].  Re- 
turned from  the  Commons  agreed  to,  with 
an  Amendment.  The  said  Amendment 
considered,  and  agreed  to. 

Brompton,  Chatham,  Gillingham,  and 
Rochester  Water  Bill.  R^urned  from 
the  Commons,  with  the  Amendments 
agreed  to. 

Great  Central  Railway  (Pension  Fund) 
Bill  [h.l.];  Morley  Corporation  Bill; 
Llandrindod  Wells  Urban  District  Council 
Bill  [h.l.];  Acton  Sewage  Bill ;  Birming- 
ham Corporation  Bill;  Great  Northern 
Railway  Bill;  Wellingborough  and  Dis- 
trict Tramroads  and  Electricity  Supply 
Bill  [h.l.];  Newcastle-upon-Tyne  Cor- 
poration Bill  [h.l.].  Report  from  the 
Committee  of  Selection,  That  the  Lord 
Hare  {E.  Ltstowd)  be  proposed  to  the 
House  as  a  member  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee on  the  said  Bills  in  the  place  of 
the  Viscount  Ridley;  read,  and  agreed 
to. 

Sandgate  Urban  District  Council  Bill 
[h.l.].  Report  from  the  Committee  of 
Selection,  That  the  Lord  De  Mauley  be 
proposed  to  the  House  as  a  member  of 
the  Select  Committee  on  the  said  Bill  in 
the  place  of  the  Lord  Denman ;  read,  and 
agreed  to. 

Gamble's  Divorce  Bill  [h.l.].  Amend- 
ment reported  (according  to  order) ;  and 
Bill  to  be  read  3»  To-morrow. 

Malone^s  Divorce  (Validation)  Bill  [h.l.]. 
Read  3^  (according  to  order),  and  passed, 
and  sent  to  the  Commons. 

Lautour's  Divorce  Bill  [h.l.].  Amend- 
ment reported  (according  to  order),  and 
Bill  to  be  read  3*  To-morrow. 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 

TRADE  WITH  SIBERIA. 

Report  on  the  condition  and  prospects 
of  British  trade  in  Siberia  by  H.  Cooke, 
Special  Commissionor  of  the  Commercial 
Intelligence  Committee  of  the  Board  of 
Trade. 
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'lliAUK  UKVimrH-ASSVAL  8KRIRS.      i  fv^riod.  not   being  less    than  twelve   mooths. 


No.  ;).'}?  1.  Honduras  (Truxillo). 

Nfh  'A:\V2.  (iiit]a(KiutiKchow). 

No.  IVM'X  (!liina(Oliitikiang). 

No.  :y.\Ti.  Persia  (Ki^rman). 

INDIA  (KORKHT  HKUVlCB). 

('nrrr(«pon(lnnrn  ri^lating  to  tho  training 
of  tnrc«<iry  ntudontn. 


llANKINli    AND    UAILWAY    STATISTICS 

(lEKtiAND;. 

Uppcirt  for  Dorrmbor,  1904. 


AS   they    may    think  At."— (Lord    Baifaur   of 
Hmltigh.) 

Lord  BELPER:  I  may  say  that 
there  is  no  objection  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  to  this  or  to  the  other 
Amendments  standing  on  the  Paper  in 
the  name  of  Lord  Balfour  of  Burleigh. 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 


KDUrATION  (S(X)TLAND). 


The  Earl  of  CAMPERDOWN  said 
that    the    object    of    the    Amendment 
standing  in  his  name  was  to  check  a  very 
mischievous  and  annoying  practice,  and 
one  which  was  becoming  more  common, 
(tnlo  of  rf^gulatiouH   for  rontinuatma    especially  in  the  neighbourhood  of  towns. 
rftMo«tmiyiaintt  furtUor  mstruolion  for    p^^pi^    ^.^^^   ^^,5^^    advertisements  or 
\\\^^w^  who  havi^  \Ai  .vchi  ol,  1905.  j^^amps  travelled  all  over  the  country  and 

Hrport  of  th«  Committee  of  Council  fixed  announcements  to  trees,  gates,  walls, 
on  RduoaUou  in  Scotland,  with  An>«ndi.\%jj^nd  other  property  referring  to  some- 
vM)K   I905»  ■  hody's  boots  or  corsets,  and  these  adver- 

'  tiscments  constituted  a  serious  nuisance. 
I  irstontiHl  0\v  iV>mmand),  and  ordered    ^  was  very  desirabfe  that  the  practice 


to  li<*  on  tho  TabW» 


AinKUTtSlCMKNTS    RRlU'l-ATIOX     HIM. 

lUm^  m^l  l\>iiimit^(^  (on  Recommit* 
iiK'nt)  {a<v<vnlinj?  to  Oivl^r). 


lTh<^  RAtl  of  f>NsiA>w  in  th^  Oh  Air  ] 


shoukl  be  stopped,  or  at  all  events  checked. 
He  kneMT  a  case  in  Scotland  in  which  a 
connty  coimcil  passed  a  by-law  for  this 
pur|>ose,  but  it  was  held  that  the  by-law 
was  beyond  the  power  of  the  county 
council.  He  therefore  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment mould  accept  his  new  sub-section. 

Amendment  moved — 


^*  U  CUttste :!  pa^  1,  line  16,  after  the  word 
'  UM)wia|«e*  tio  oseit  aa  a  new  soKseetioii  the 
wv«^  .  \^)  F<4^  pi>rvfa>i jng  ti>e  nfRiing  or oUiwer- 
wi«eevhi)«iun|;«Mi«>en4seineTits  ii|iiBiaiiy  iral), 
iTee,  iwie^.  |!Me,  <ff  el«^hc«re  oa  nivate  pro- 
{lerl}; .  m^t  h«-ttti  t^ie  coRsvent  Af  eilhar  Vbm  owaei  or 
tl>e  \»orttf«eT  prexiAuslv  iri^'en  in  writii^.'" — 
l.ol^n     nAl.F(>rR     OF     RURLKlt^.H     (T'lir  i«W  oM  «w;.rrrfo,>r.  , 

WK^XNNi  the  in^rii«Tiii  of  a  pro\Tso  at  the  t%t>»>       »m  * 

^^\  of  Olau^  2.  the  eflreot  of  which  was,       ^^^^^    Mi^LPER  :     The   view   <*f   the 
he    ?gi]a,    to    proTide    a  tim<*  Umit    for    ^^^^     ^^"^     ^  ^^^^^'^     ^     i^ 

at^ei^^meiit^  vow  m  existence^  .c  that    AmeMin«.t   is  tliat,  ahiiougL  m  itaeK  it 
n  the  Hill  became  Uw  those    i<^  *  very  desir^iblr  oiie  it »  not  ni.ee*«ry, 

l»ecaus«  the  power  alrt>ady  exi:>ts.  lii 
the  <ui?^  0I  IjOiidom  ihen*  i>  a  jo'ovision 
in  the  MeiTC»po'i:an  Pol  ce  Act,  38:ii* 
dtahng  with  ihi?*  parivulaT  casit,  &iid 
deciaiii^  II  to  t»r  an  ofVt>nce  ioT  niiT 
person,  wi'b»»m  \\\v  consent  of  the^ 
ow^nier  ni  oc*  iipiei.  t^  l»x  nry  bill  or  other 
pa|K*T  afram^^i  liiiy  leitoc  o?  viJl.     The  law- 


it  «iKi  ^-hen 

XKh.«  hud  adv-erttseTnents  already  up 
>hould  have  a  cert4iin  |*eriod  ot  ^x^icv 
Kef'Orp  the  Wal  anthoiity  4-011 'd  orrt*: 
tlieii  remox^l. 

ATT>endnwnt  moved  - 

»n>tl.Ant>  in  m»kiiH:  hy-««m^  «pai*T  thi^  *v^non  wiih    TcgaTii    to     coimtx      (nuncil     and 

Nhhl     onAnHf    ioiT    tht-     <nrpni|vtKiti    froni    i-h»-  boToU^hiiTeiiStfi«onn»*hjndi"fteT«iT.  TlifTe 

orv*rHlu>r  Aii^nol.  I)s  liiws  ol  «iylM«wiiups  ano  ^    ^lowfT    ^o    n^akr     hv-hjw«    nndeT     rht* 

iRiiniUr  ^tn)*^tMWs   if.   ir««    fni    »4lrprti«inir  i»ut-  ^^,\    ^  ,^   -    i"»^^,  »•«^1.^»*c     a  ^^      i^»o«»  a 

xh<  t.nv  ..:  n*  iiM.i.iK  if  t4M  I.  -liv*.  lor^-t.    u^'  uiid^'T  thv  J-.  o.u  i^o'enunent   Act, 
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1888,  and  by-laws  are  constantly  made 
lor  this  particular  purpose.  A  model 
bylaw  has  been  approved  by  the  Home 
Office  which  provides  that — 

"  No  person  shall  affix  or  cause  to  be  affixed 
any  placard  upon  any  building,  wall,  fence,  gate, 
door,  pillar,  tree,  or  post  in  or  abutting  on  an}* 
public  street  or  place,  without  the  perminsioo 
of  the  owner  or  occupier,  unless  authorised  so 
to  do  by  law." 

I  am  not  authorised  to  speak  on  the  case 
of  Scotland.  I  do  not  represent  the 
Scottish  Office  and  have  no  means  of 
knowing  whether  the  law  is  different  in 
Scotland ;  but  as  regards  England  the 
view  of  the  Home  Office  is  that  the 
Amendments  unnecessary,  as  the  power 
already  exists. 

Lord  HENEAGE  did  not  think  the 
model  by-law  which  the  noble  Lord 
who  represented  the  Home  Office 
had  just  read  would  cover  country 
districts,  because  it  contained  the  words — 

"  In  or  abutting  on  any  public  street  or 
place." 

The  object  which  Lord  Camperdown 
had  in  view,  and  with  which  he  (Lord 
Heneage)  cordially  agreed,  was  to  put  a 
stop  to  men  going  about  with  paste  pots 
and  posting  advertisements  on  gates  in 
open  fields  and  elsewhere,  not  necessarily 
in  or  abutting  on  a  public  place.  Only 
the  other  day  he  saw  a  hors?  shy  at  one 
of  these  lar^e  advertisements.  He  (Lord 
Heneage)  also  objected  to  the  Bmall  bills, 
many  of  which  were  not  nice  reading. 

Lord  BRAYE  reminded  the  House  that 
the  Indecent  Advertisements  Act  of  1888 
rendered  a  greatnumber  of  these  advertise- 
ments indictable,  and  that  within  a  vear  of 
the  passing  of  the  Act  the  gate  posts  in  the 
country — at  any  rate  in  Leicestershire 
and  Northamptonshire  —  were  cleared  of 
objectionable  bills.  He  hoped  the  noble 
Earl  would  press  his  Amendment,  because 
it  went  a  little  further  still,  and  would, 
he  hoped,  have  the  effect  of  clearing  the 
country  of  every  kind  of  advertisement 
which  could  in  any  way  be  spoken  of  as 
objectionable. 

Lord  BALFOUR  of  BUR  LEIGH  said 
that,  so  far  as  he  was  personally  concerned, 
the  object  of  Lord  Camperdown  had  his 
cordial  sympathy.  If  the  class  of  offence 
in  question  was  not  prohibited  under  the 


existing  law,  he  would  be  gLid  to  see  his 
Bill  made  the  machinery  for  putting  an 
effective  prohibition  upon  it.  But,  in 
view  of  the  statement  of  the  noble  Lord 
representing  the  Home  Office,  he  sug- 
gested that  Lord  Camperdown  should 
postpone  his  Amendment  at  this  stage,  so 
that  in  the  meantime  they  might  see 
exactly  how  the  matter  stood  and  make 
absolutely  certain  whether  there  was  an 
existing  power  sufficient  to  meet  the 
difficulty. 

Lord  BELPER:  I  have  not  the 
slightest  objection  to  that  course.  I 
believe  the  object  of  the  Amendment  is 
already  met,  but  if  it  is  not  we  can  deal 
with  it  in  Standing  Committee. 

The  Earl  of  CAMPERDOWN  said 
his  Amendment  proposed  to  deal,  not 
merely  with  indecent  advertisements, 
but  with  advertisements  of  all  kinds. 
No  doubt  in  England  the  law  was  as 
stated  by  Lord  Belper,  but  the  objection- 
able practice  in  question  had  not  been 
stopped  under  it.  It  seemed  to  him 
desirable  that  where  the  advertisement 
was  an  indecent  one  the  offender  should 
not  merely  be  punishable  on  indictment 
but  summarily.  It  had  been  decided  by 
the  Courts  that  county  councils  in  Scot- 
land, at  all  events,  had  no  power  to 
make  by-laws  to  stop  this  nuisance,  and, 
whilst  he  was  willing  to  accede  to  the 
course  suggested,  he  thought  the  evil 
was  one  which  ought  to  be  dealt  with 
when  they  had  a  Bill  of  this  kind  before 
them. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Committee) 
withdrawn. 

Clause  2,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  3. 

Lord  MONKSWELL  said  he  desired 
to  move  an  Amendment  to  this  clause 
which  was  not  on  the  Paper,  but  which 
he  had  mentioned  to  the  noble  Lord  in 
charge  of  the  Bill,  and  to  which  neither 
Lord  Balfour  nor  His  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment had  any  objection.  Some  persons 
had  doubted  whether  the  Bill  might  not 
derogate  from  the  powers  that  local 
authorities  now  possessed  of  making  by- 
laws ;  whether  it  might  not  b3  held  that 
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TRADE  REPORTS— ANNUAL  SERIES. 
No.  .3371.  Honduras  (Tnixillo). 
No.  3372.  China  (Kiungchow). 
No.  3373.  China  (Chinkiang). 
No.  3374.  Persia  (Kerman). 

INDIA  (FOREST  SERVICE). 

Conespondence  relating  to  the  training 
of  forestry  students. 

BANKING    AND    RAILWAY    STATISTICS 

(IRELAND). 

Report  for  December,  1904. 

EDUCATION  (SCOTLAND). 

Oode  of  regulations  for  continuation 
classes  providing  further  instruction  for 
those  who  have  left  schcol,  1905. 

Report  of  the  Committee  of  Council 
on  Education  in  Scotland,  with  Appendix, 
1904-1905. 

Presented  (by  Command),  and  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  Table. 


ADVERTISEMENTS    REGULATION     BILL 

[h.l.]. 

House  in^  Committee  (on  Re-commit- 
ment) (according  to  Order). 

[The  Earl  of  Onslow  in  the  Chair  ] 

Clause  1  agreed  to. 

Clause  2. 

Lord  BALFOUR  op  BURLEIGH 
moved  the  insertion  of  a  proviso  at  the 
end  of  Clause  2,  the  effect  of  which  was, 
he  said,  to  provide  a  time  limit  for 
advertisements  now  in  existence,  £o  that 
if  and  when  the  Bill  became  law  those 
who  had  advertisements  already  up 
should  have  a  certain  period  of  grace 
before  the  local  authority  could  order 
their  removal. 

Amendment  moved — 

**  In  Clause  2,  page  1,  at  end  of  clause  to 
insert  tbe  words,  *  Provided  that  a  local 
authority  in  making  by-laws  under  this  section 
shall  provide  for  the  exemption  from  the 
operation  of  such  by-laws  of  any  hoardings  and 
similar  structures  in  use  for  advertising  pur- 
poses,  and  of  any  edvertisementa  exhibited  at 
the  time  of  tLe  making  of  the  by 'laws,  for  such 


period,  not  being  less  than  twelve  months, 
as  they  may  think  fit." — (Lord  Balfour  of 
Burleigh.) 

Lord  BELPERi  I  may  say  that 
there  is  no  objection  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  to  this  or  to  the  other 
Amendments  standing  on  the  Paper  in 
the  name  of  Lord  Balfour  of  Burleigh. 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 

The  Earl  op  CAMPERDOWN  said 
I  that  the  object  of  the  Amendment 
standing  in  his  name  was  to  check  a  very 
'  mischievous  and  annoying  practice,  and 
one  which  was  becoming  more  common, 
especially  in  the  neighbourhood  of  towns. 
People  armed  with  advertisements  or 
stamps  travelled  all  over  the  country  and 
fixed  announcements  to  trees,  gates,  walls, 
and  other  property  referring  to  some- 
body's boots  or  corsets,  and  these  adver- 
tisements constituted  a  serious  nuisance. 
It  was  very  desirable  that  the  practice 
should  be  stopped,  or  at  all  events  checked. 
He  knew  a  case  in  Scotland  in  which  % 
county  council  passed  a  by-law  for  this 
purpose,  but  it  was  h^d  that  the  by-law 
was  beyond  the  power  of  the  county 
council.  He  therefore  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment would  accept  his  new  sub-section. 

Amendment  moved — 

"  In  Clause  2,  page  1,  line  16,  after  the  word 
'  landscape '  to  insert  aa  a  new  sub-section  the 
woids  :  (3)  For  preventing  the  affixing  or  other- 
wise exhibiting  advertisements  upon  any  wall, 
tree,  fence,  gate,  or  elsewhere  on  private  pro- 
perty, without  the  consent  of  either  the  owner  or 
the  occupier  previously  given  in  writing." — 
{The  Earl  of  Camperdown.) 

Lord  BELPER:  The  view  of  the 
Home  Office  with  regard  to  this 
Amendment  is  that,  although  in  itself  it 
is  a  very  desirable  one,  it  is  not  necea^ary, 
because  the  power  already  exists.  In 
the  case  of  London  there  is  a  provision 
in  the  Metropolitan  Polce  Act,  1839, 
dealing  with  this  particular  case,  and 
declaring  it  to  be  an  offence  for  any 
person,  without  the  consent  of  the 
owner  or  occupier,  to  fix  any  bill  or  other 
paper  against  any  fence  or  wall.  The  law 
with  regard  to  county  council  and 
borough  areas  is  somewhat  different.  There 
is  power  to  make  by-laws  under  the 
Municipal  Corporations  Act,  1882,  and 
also  under  the  Local  Government  Act, 
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1888,  and  by-laws  are  constantly  made 
for  this  particular  purpose.  A  model 
by-law  has  been  approved  by  the  Home 
Office  which  provides  that — 

"  No  person  shall  affix  or  cause  to  be  afHxed 
any  placard  upon  any  building,  wall,  fence,  gate, 
door,  pillar,  tree,  or  post  in  or  abutting  on  any 
public  street  or  place,  without  the  permiRsioo 
of  the  owner  or  occupier,  unless  authorised  so 
to  do  by  law." 

I  am  not  authorised  to  speak  on  the  case 
of  Scotland.  I  do  not  represent  the 
Scottish  Office  and  have  no  means  of 
knowing  whether  the  law  is  different  in 
Scotland;  but  as  regards  England  the 
view  of  the  Home  Office  is  that  the 
Amendments  unnecessary,  as  the  power 
already  exists. 

Lord  HENEAGE  did  not  think  the 
model  by-law  which  the  noble  Lord 
who  represented  the  Home  Office 
had  just  read  would  cover  country 
districts,  because  it  contained  the  words — 

"  In  or  abutting  on  any  public  street  or 
place. 

The  object  which  Lord  Camperdown 
had  in  vie.w,  and  with  which  he  (Lord 
Heneage)  cordially  agreed,  was  to  put  a 
stop  to  men  going  about  with  paste  pots 
and  posting  advertisements  on  gates  in 
open  fields  and  elsewhere,  not  necessarily 
in  or  abutting  on  a  public  place.  Only 
the  other  day  he  saw  a  hors^  shy  at  one 
of  these  lar^e  advertisements.  He  (Lord 
Heneage)  also  objf'cted  to  the  small  bills, 
many  of  which  were  not  nice  reading. 

Lord  BRAYE  reminded  the  House  that 
the  Indecent  Advertisements  Act  of  1888 
rendered  a  great  number  of  these  advertise- 
ments indictable,  and  that  within  a  vear  of 
the  passing  of  the  Act  the  gate  posts  in  the 
country — at  any  rate  in  Leicestershire 
and  Northamptonshire  —  were  cleared  of 
objectionable  bills.  He  hoped  the  noble 
Earl  would  press  his  Amendment,  because 
it  went  a  little  further  still,  and  would, 
he  hoped,  have  the  effect  of  clearing  the 
country  of  every  kind  of  advertisement 
which  could  in  any  way  be  spoken  of  as 
objectionable. 

Lord  BALFOUR  of  BURLEIOH  said 
that,  so  far  as  he  was  personally  concerned, 
the  object  of  Lord  Camperdown  had  his 
cordial  s3rmpathy.  If  the  class  of  ofEence 
in  question  was  not  prohibited  under  the 


existing  law,  he  would  be  glad  to  see  his 
Bill  made  the  machinery  for  putting  an 
effective  prohibition  upon  it.  But,  in 
view  of  the  statement  of  the  nob  Id  Lord 
representing  the  Home  Office,  he  sug- 
gested that  Lord  Camperdown  should 
postpone  his  Amendment  at  this  st&v^e,  so 
that  in  the  meantime  they  might  see 
exactly  how  the  matter  stood  and  make 
absolutely  certain  whether  there  was  an 
existing  power  sufficient  to  meet  the 
difficulty. 

Lord  BBLPER:  I  have  not  the 
slightest  objection  to  that  course.  I 
believe  the  object  of  the  Amendment  is 
already  met,  but  if  it  is  not  we  can  deal 
with  it  in  Standing  Committee. 

The  Earl  of  CAMPERDOWN  said 
his  Amendment  proposed  to  deal,  not 
merely  with  indecent  advertisements, 
but  with  advertisements  of  all  kinds. 
No  doubt  in  England  the  law  was  as 
stated  by  Lord  Belper,  but  the  objection- 
able practice  in  question  had  not  been 
stopped  under  it.  It  seemed  to  him 
desirable  that  where  the  advertisement 
was  an  indecent  one  the  offender  should 
not  merely  be  punishable  on  indictment 
but  summarily.  It  had  been  decided  by 
the  Courts  that  county  councils  in  Scot- 
land, at  all  events,  had  no  power  to 
make  by-laws  to  stop  this  nuisance,  and, 
whilst  he  was  willing  to  accede  to  the 
course  suggested,  he  thought  the  evi\ 
was  one  which  ought  to  be  dealt  with 
when  they  had  a  Bill  of  this  kind  before 
them. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Committee) 
withdrawn. 

ClauBO  2,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  3. 

Lord  MONKSWBLL  said  he  desired 
to  move  an  Amendment  to  this  clause 
which  was  not  on  the  Paper,  but  which 
he  had  mentioned  to  the  noble  Lord  in 
charge  of  the  Bill,  and  to  which  neither 
Lord  Balfour  nor  His  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment had  any  objection.  Some  persons 
had  doubted  whether  the  Bill  might  not 
derogate  from  the  powers  that  local 
authorities  now  possessed  of  making  by- 
laws ;  whether  it  might  not  b3  held  that 
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the  by-laws  made  under  thia  Bill  were  in 
substitution  for  those  already  in  force; 
and  in  order  to  make  the  matter  per- 
fectly clear  he  moved  his  Amendment. 

Amendment  moved — 

**  At  end  of  Clause  3,  to  insert  the  words, 
'  Provided  always  that  the  powers  conferred 
by  this  Act  shall  be  in  addition  to,  and  not  in 
derogation  of,  any  other  powers  of  making;  by- 
laws possessed  by  any  local  authority.'  '* — 
{Lord  MankstoelL) 

Lord  BALFOUR  op  BURLEIGH  said 
that  personally  he  had  no  objection  to 
this  Amendment.  He  thought  it  reason- 
able,  because  in  urban  districts  such  as 
the  county  of  London  there  were 
stringent  powers  which  were  not  ap- 
propriate to  rural  districts.  The 
Amendment  merely  safeguarded  those 
stringent  powers  where  they  existed. 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause  3,  as  amended,  agreed  to« 

Clause  4. 

Lord  BALFOUR  op  BURLEIGH 
said  the  Amendment  which  he  now 
moved  had  been  suggested  by  the  Irish 
Government,  and  was  to  make  it  quite 
cle&r  that  a  certain  rate  in  Ireland 
would  be  applicable  to  defraying  ex- 
penses if  any  were  incurred  under  the 
Bill. 

Amendment  moved — 

'*  In  Clause  4,  page  2,  line  12,  to  leave  out 
the  word  'and,'  and  after  the  word  'Wales' 
to  insert  the  words  *or  Ireland.' " — {Lord  Bal- 
four of  Burleigh.) 

I    On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Lord  BALFOUR  op  BURLEIGH 
moved  an  Amendment  to  provide  that 
in  the  case  of  the  city  of  London  the 
expenses  should  be  de&ayed  out  of  the 
consolidated  rate.  He  believed  the 
Amendment  was  agreed  to  by  everybody 
concerned. 

Amendment  movad — 

"  In  Clause  4,  page  2,  line  14,  after  the  word 
'  fnnd/  to  insert  the  words,  *  in  the  case  of  the 
city  of  London  out  of  the  consolidated  rate  of 
t  bat  city  and. '  ''—{Lard  Balfour  of  Burleigh. 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 
Lord  Monkswell. 


Consequential  Amendments  agreed  t-). 

Clause  4,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Lord  BALFOUR  of  BURLEIGH 
explained  that  there  was  a  clause  in  the 
original  draft  of  the  Bill  applying  it  to 
Scotland,  but  in  the  changes  agreed  upon 
between  the  Home  0£Bce  and  himself, 
and  which  were  given  effect  to  by  the 
House  at  the  previous  stage,  the  applica- 
tion of  the  Act  to  Scotland  was  acci- 
dentally dropped  out.  He  begged  to 
move  his  Amendment. 

Amendment  moved — 

"  After  Clause  4,  to  insert  as  a  new  clause  the 
words:  '(1)  In  the  application  of  this  Act  to 
Scotlsmd,  the  Secretaiy  for  Scotland  shall  be 
substituted  for  the  Secretary  of  State.  (2)  The 
town  council  of  a  burgh  to  which  Section  77  of 
the  Burgh  Police  (Scotland)  Act,  1903,  applies, 
shall  not  have  power  to  make  by-laws  for  the 
regulation  and  control  of  hoardings  and  similar 
structures  in  terms  of  this  Act.  (3)  By-laws 
made  by  a  county  council  shall  not  be  of  any 
force  or  effect  within  a  Royal,  Parliamentary, 
or  police  burgh.  (4)  The  section  of  this  Act 
relating  to  expenses  shall  apply  to  Scotland 
with  the  substitution  of  *  general  puri)OBe8 
rate'  for  *  county  fund  ' '  Royal,  Parliamentary, 
or  police  burgh  *  for  '  borough  '  and  *  burgh 
general  or  police  ai^sessment  *  for  *  lx>rough  fund 
or  borough  rate.'  **— {Lord  Balfour  of  Burleigh.) 

On^Question,  new  clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  5. 

Consequential  Amendments  agreed  to. 

Drafting  Amendments  agreed  to. 

Clause  5,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Lord  BALFOUR  op  BURLEIGH  said 
that  the  new  clause  applying  the  Act  to 
Ireland  had  been  su^ested  and  drafted 
by  the  Irish  Government. 

Amendment  moved — 

**  After  C9au86  5,  to  insert  as  a  new  clause  the 
words :  *  In  the  application  of  this  Act  to  Ireland 
the  Lord-Lieutenant,  aoting  with  the  advice  of 
the  Privy  Council,  shall  be  substituted  for  the 
Secretary  of  State.'  "--{Lord  Balfour  ofBwUigk, ) 

Remaining  clause  agreed  to. 

Bill  recommitted  to  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee; and  to  be  printed  as  amended 
(No.  73.) 
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[Second  Reading.] 

Order    of  the    Day    for    the   Second 
Reading  read. 


The  under  -  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  WAR  (The  Earl  of 
Donoughmore)  :  My  Lords,  this  Bill  is 
exactly  the  same  as  the  Bill  which  passed 
through  all  its  stages  in  your  Lordships* 
House  last  year,  and  therefore  I  do  not 
propose  to  explain  it  at  any  length. 
The  case  for  the  Bill  is  this.  Eleven 
years  ago  legislation  was  passed  carrying 
certain  penalties  for  wrongful  use  of  the 
King's  uniform.  We  wish  to  apply  the 
same  conditions  to  the  wrongful  wearing 
of  medals.  We  have  had  cases  of  men 
wearing  medals  to  which  they  were  not 
entitled  and  using  them  as  a  means  of 
obtaining  employment,  and  we  propose 
a  penalty  for  such  an  ofienoe.  1  beg  to 
move  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill. 

Moved,  *'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read 
2\"— (TAe  Earl  of  Donoughmore.) 

Lord  MUSKERRY:  Mv  Lords,  I 
desire  to  say  a  word  or  two  before  this 
Bill  is  read  a  second  time.  The  Bill  only 
refers  to  medals  granted  to  members  of 
His  Majesty's  Naval  and  MiUtary  Forces. 
His  Majesty  was  graciously  pleased  to 
grant  a  medal  to  the  ofticers  of  the 
merchant  service,  in  recognition  of  the 
valuable  work  done  by  them  during 
the  South  Africsm  War,  and  I  would 
ask  my  noble  friend  the  Under-Secretary 
of  State  for  War  whether  he  could  not 
see  bis  way,  when  the  Bill  goes  into 
Committee,  to  insert  an  Amendment 
which  would  include  the  medals  of 
officer  sof  the  merchant  service.  Some 
of  those  officers  have  the  ordinary  war 
medals  which,  I  believe,  are  covered  by 
this  Bill,  but  the  special  transport  medal 
granted  to  them  is  not  so  covered. 
I  trust  that  my  noble  friend  will  prepare 
an  Amendment  meeting  this  point  before 
the  Committee  stage  is  taken. 

The  Earl  of  DONOUGHMORE:  I 
shall  be  very  glad  to  look  into  the  point 
raised  by  the  noble  Lord. 

On  Question,  Bill  read  2',  and  com- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  Monday  next 


INDENTURED  IMMIGRANT 
LABOURERS  IN  THE  COLONIES. 

Lord  STANMORE,  who  had  given 
notice  of  his  intention  to  move  for  a 
copy  of  a  despatch  from  Earl  Grey  to  Sir 
William  Gomm,  Governor  of  Mauritius, 
No.  38  of  1846,  and  for  a  Return,  in  a 
comparative  form,  of  the  Laws,  Ordi- 
nances, and  Regulations  affecting  the 
introduction  and  employnacnt  of  Inden- 
tured Immigrant  Labourers  in  His 
Majesty's  Colonial  Possessions  (1)  as 
existing  in  1885;  (2)  as  now  existing, 
said:  My  Lords,  I  have  felt  and  feel 
some  embarrassment  with  regard  to  the 
Motion  which  stands  in  my  name  on  the 
Paper  to-day.  That  embarrassment  is 
due  to  the  fact  that  another  Motion,  also 
relating  to  coloured  indentured  immi- 
grants, is  to  be  brought  before  your 
Lordships  for  discussion  to-morrow.  It 
is  true  that  the  two  Motions  are  not 
at  all  similar,  either  in  their  scope  or  in 
their  object.  The  scope  of  mine  is  a 
much  wider  one  than  l^at  of  the  noble 
Lord  who  has  given  the  notice  for 
to-morrow  (Lord  Coleridge),  for  the  scope 
of  mine  includes  the  whole  of  the 
question  of  the  legislation  with  regard  to 
coloured  immigration  in  all  the  Colonies. 
His  Motion  refers  only  to  the  introduction 
of  a  particular  class  of  coolie  into  one 
particular  colony.  His  object  is  under- 
stood to  be  to  convey  a  censure  on  the 
Government  for  the  action  which  they 
have  permitted  or  enjoined;  mine  does 
not  convey  any  censure  upon  any  one, 
neither  upon  the  Government  nor  upon 
private  individuals,  but  merely  desires  to 
call  public  attention  to  one  of  those 
curious  fluctuations  of  public  opinion 
which  from  time  to  time  occur.  But 
though  our  Motions  are  not  identical, 
either  in  scope  or  object,  it  is  impossible 
to  deny  that  to  a  certain  extent  the  two 
Motions  do  overlap  one  another,  and  that 
some  of  the  arguments  and  facts  which 
would  be  quoted  in  the  one  would 
necessarily  be,  if  not  quoted,  alluded  to 
in  the  other.  That,  under  ordinary  cir- 
cumstances, would  not  greatly  matter ;  at 
least  it  would  not  greatly  matter  if  the 
two  discussions  were  separated  from  one 
another  by  any  considerable  interval; 
but  through  a  series  of  circumstances  not 
entirely  due  to  myself  the  two  Motions 
are  now  down  for  two  consecutive  daysi 
and  I  think  if  I   were  now   to  go  into 
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my  Motion  it  would  be  impossible  to 
prevent,  to  some  extent,  the  discussion 
which  must  take  place  to-morrow 
being  forestalled.  It  would  be  very 
difficult,  although  it  is  not  my  Motion, 
although  it  is  not  what  I  wish  chiefly  to 
dwell  on,  to  keep  out  of  sight  the 
Chinese  coolie  question,  which  must 
necessarily  form  a  part  of  it.  I  have, 
therefore,  though  somewhat  reluctantly, 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  I  should 
best  consult  your  Lordships'  con- 
venience, and  also  show  that  corsidera- 
tion  to  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  to 
which  he  ie  entitled,  if  I  withdraw  the 
Motion  standing  in  my  name.  Lord 
Coleridge  gave  his  notice  before  mine, 
and,  therefore,  has  a  certain  priority. 
I  have  no  wish  to  poach  upon  another 
man's  preserves,  and  my  Motion,  though, 
I  think,  not  less  important  than  that  of 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  is  one  which 
can  wait.  There  is  no  immediate  neces- 
sity for  calling  attention  to  this  curious 
change  of  feeling  in  the  public  mind. 
My  noble  friend  the  Under-Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  need  not  laugh, 
because  I  can  assure  him  I  intend  to 
return  to  the  charge  before  long.  Of 
course  I  cannot  bring  forward  the  same 
Motion  again,  but  I  shall  bring  up  the 
same  subject  by  another  Motion  at  a 
decent  interval  after  the  discussion  of 
to-morrow.  I  beg,  with  the  permission 
of  the  House,  to  withdraw  the  Motion 
standing  in  my  name. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  with- 
drawn. 


r  DEFENCE  OF  THE  UNITED  KINGDOM. 

The  Earl  op  WEMYSS  rose  to 
move,  '*  That  the  Duke  of  Wellington's 
letter  to  Sir  John  Burgojme  in  1847  on 
our  defenceless  state  be  printed  and 
circulated  as  a  Parliamentary  Paper." 
He  said ;  My  Lords,  I  do  not  wish  to 
raise  ou  this  Motion  the  general  question  ! 
of  our  defences.  I  hope  to  raise  that  i 
question  on  another  Motion,  of  which  I  ' 
have  given  notice,  and  which  is  in  the 
following  terms — 

;'  T^  move  to  leaolye,  That,  in  the  opinion  of 

It  A  y^.l'^  '""""^'^  ^  *  *^S«r  to  tli«  Realm, 
and  limit  the  power  of  the  Navy  as  an  ottensive  j 

Lord  Stanmore. 


force  in  war,  to  trust  to  it  alone  for  home 
defence,  and,  inasmuch  as  it  is  admitted  that 
the  Navy  cannot  guarantee  us  against  so- 
called  hostile  *  raids,'  it  is  the  more  needful 
that  our  land  defences  shoald  at  all  times  be 
such  that  no  nation  would  ever  attempt  in  any 
form  a  hostile  landing  on  our  shores.'^ 

I  desire  the  publication  of  the  Duke  of 
Wellington's  letter  because  I  think  it  is 
a  letter  of  considerable  importance,  for 
it  deals  with  the  safety  of  our  hearths 
and  homes — ^the  most  vital  question  that 
could  be  brought  before  us.  There  are 
extracts  from  the  letter  in  The  Times  this 
morning,  and  I  will  not  trouble  your 
Lordships  by  reading.it.  I  think  that  if 
the  Duke  of  Wellington  were  now  alive 
he  would  probably  be  a  member  of  the 
new  Defence  Committee,  and,  if  he 
were  the  Prime  Minister  would  not, 
I  am  sure,  have  made  the  speech 
that  he  delivered  on  Thursday  la^t. 
My  only  object  is  that  your  Lord- 
ships should  see  th'S  letter,  which  a 
great  many  people  have  never  read. 
Full  knowledge  is  Avantcd  on  this  in 
the  interests  of  the  nation,  it  is  on 
this  vital  question  of  home  defence ;  and 
it  is  desirable  to  publish  all  the  informa- 
tion on  both  sides  of  the  question 
that  can  be  obtained.  What  the 
Government  will  do  with  regard  to  this 
Motion  I  do  not  know.  They  may  or 
may  not  reiil)$;Q  it.  I  hope  they  will  not. 
I  appeal  to  tBfei.^oble  Marquess  the 
Leader  of  the  GoverJtoent  in  your  Lord- 
i^hips'  House  to  acc^js^  it.  This  is 
not  a  War  Office  questSf^;  '*  Js  an 
Imperial  question.  The  Wak  Office  has 
no  more  to  do  with  it  thanV^y  other 
Department.  It  is  a  national  \ue8tion ; 
and,  in  the  interests  of  the  natioiV^  **^P® 
iny  request  will  be  acceded  to. 

Moved,  **That  the  Duke  of  We!lW 
ton's  letter  to  Sir  John  Burgoyne  ^ 
1847  on  our  defenceless  state  be  print^. 
and  circulated  as  a  Parliamentary  Paper  " 
-{The  Earl  of  Wemyss.) 

The  under  -  secretary  ot^ 
STATE  FOR  WAR  (The  Earl  of 
Donoughmore)  :  My  Lords,  I  ^^^^^ 
assure  the  noble  Earl,  in  answer 
mg  this  Question,  that  I  wish  he  had 
been  provided  with  a  foeman  worth  v 
of  his  steel.  I  will,  however,  do  my  beat 
to  reply  to  the  simple  Question  he  ha-* 
put  to  me.    I  say  at  ono«  that  I  hofO 
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the  noble  Earl  will  not  press  his  Motion. 
This  letter  cannot  be  characterised  as  a 
pubhc  document ;  it  is  a  private  letter. 

The  Earl  of  WEMYSS  :  I  want  it  to 
be  a  public  document. 

The  Earl  op  DONOUGHMORE: 
That  is  what  I  object  to,  unless  the  noble 
Earl  has  the  Duke  of  Wellington's 
consent. 

♦The  Earl  OF  WEMYSS :  Where  am 
I  to  go  for  it  ? 

The  Earl  of  DONOUGHMORE: 
This  document  has  already  been 
published  a  great  many  times.  The 
earliest  reference  to  it  that  I  have 
been  able  to  find  is  in  a  news- 
pajier  called  the  Morning  Chronicley  in 
which  this  letter  appeared  on  January 
4th,  1848.  A  very  full  pr^cia  is  also  pub- 
lished in  Sir  Herbert  Maxwell's  "  Life  of 
the  Duke  of  Wellington,"  in  the  second 
volume,  page  361.  That  book,  I  have 
ascertained,  is  in  the  library  of  your 
Lordships'  House.  The  letter  was  also 
published  in  Colonel  Wrottesley's  "  Life 
of  Sir  John  Burgoyne,"  in  the  first 
volume,  page  444,  and  Colonel  Wrottes- 
ley  states  there  that  it  had  frequently 
appeared  in  print.  Therefore,  the  letter 
is  available  to  everyone  who  wants  to 
read  it  in  studying  this  question.  I 
think  the  letter  is  a  good  deal  better 
known  than  the  noble  Earl  seems  to 
suppose.  I  have  had  occasion  several 
times  during  the  last  few  weeks  to  men- 
tion the  letter  to  officers  with  whom  I 
have  the  privilege  of  being  associated 
at  the  War  Office,  and  thev  all  seem 
perfectly  |amiUar  with  it.  It  was  a 
letter  which  was  not  approved  of  by 
everybody  when  it  was  originally  pub- 
lished. There  were  some  speeches  of 
Mr.  Cobden  which  were  very  bitter  in 
their  comments  upon  it,  showing  con 
siderable  disagreement  with  the  views 
put  forward.  Moreover,  the  letter  can 
scarcely  be  considered  to  be  up  to  date. 
It  is,  as  I  have  said,  at  the  disposal  of 
anyone  who  desires  to  study  this  ques- 
tion, and  I  do  not  think  any  useful 
purpose  would  be  served  in  printing 
and  circulating  it  as  a  Parliamentary 
Paper.  I  hop3  the  noble  Earl  will  not 
press  his  Motion. 

The  Duke  of  RUTLAND:  My 
Lords,  I  beg  loaye  tp  qecpnd  the  advice 
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given  to  my  noble  friend  by  the  noble 
Lord  who  has  just  spoken,  but  on, 
perhaps,  a  different  ground.  My  re- 
collection is  that  this  letter  of  the 
illustrious  Duke  was  written  without 
any  intention  of  its  being  published, 
and  that  it  was  published,  if  I  may 
say  so,  surreptitiously,  greatly  to  the 
annoyance  of  the  illustrious  writer.  In 
those  circumstances,  unless  some  great 
public  good  is  to  be  gained  by  publishing 
it,  I  do  not  think  His  Majesty's  Gov- 
ernment would  be  acting  quite  rightly 
i  they  were  to  give,  as  it  were,  an  official 
stamp,  not  only  to  the  letter,  but  also 
to  the  manner  in  which  the  letter  was 
first  published.  I  think  it  would  be 
much  better  that  this  House  should  not 
mix  itself  up  with  the  publication  of  the 
letter  in  question,  and  that  it  should 
be  allowed  to  remain  where  it  is,  avail- 
able to  everybody  who  cares  to  read  it, 
but  without  the  officiaK  stamp  of  His 
Majesty's  Government. 


♦The  Earl  op  WEMYSS  :  My  Lords, 
what  my  noble  friend  the  noble  Duke 
has  just  said  is  rather  counter  to  the 
view  of  the  noble  Earl  the  Under- 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  for  he  has 
told  us  that  everybody  knows  all  about 
this  letter.  But  to  know  it  you  must 
buy  a  Morning  Chronide  of  January 
4,  1848,  and  get  a  number  of  books 
referred  to  by  the  noble  Earl.  I 
want  the  public  to  have  this  letter 
without  that  trouble,  and  I  think  my 
noble  friend  b  a  little  over-delicate 
about  the  Government's  sanctioning 
the  publication  of  a  letter  which  was 
not  intended  to  be  published.  I  suspect 
there  is  something  behind  this,  and  that 
the  Government  do  not  wish  the  noble 
Duke's  argument  to  be  put  in  your  Lord- 
ships' hands.  That  is  my  belief ;  I  may 
be  wrong.  I  shall  not,  however,  trouble 
your  Lordships  to  divide,  for  I  have  the 
remedy  in  my  own*  hands.  I  am  quite 
prepared  to  say  that  I  shall  print  this 

letter  myself,  and  send  it  to  every  Mem- 
ber of  your  Lordships'  House  and  the 
other  House  of  Parliament  and  to  the 
Press.  I  hope  your  Lordships  will  read 
the  letter,  and  I  also  commend  to  your 
attention,  in  relation  to  the  subject  of 
Imperial  defence  and  Mr.  Balfour's  speech, 
the  article  in  Th^  T*m«^  of  to-day  bjr  {^ 
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military    officer    and    the    able    leader 
and    important  correspondence    in  the 
Morntng   Poet.      The     noble    Earl   the 
Under-Secretary  has  alluded  to  the  Duke 
of  Wellington's  letter  as  being  out  of  date, 
but  that  cannot  be  so  long  as  the  shores 
of    England   remain    unchanged.      The 
Duke  of  Wellington  said  he  had  made  a 
careful  study  of  the  subject,  and  that  from 
the  North  Foreland  to  Portsmouth  there 
was  not  a  spot  on  the  coast  where  infan- 
try might  not  land,  and  there  were  several 
small  harbours  where  cavalry,  artillery, 
and  stores  could  be  landed.    Therefore, 
to  make  this  letter  out  of  date  you  must 
prove  that  the  shores  of  the  South  of 
England  have  changed.      Be  that  as  it 
may,  I  have  served  my  purpose  in  calling 
your  Lordships'  attention  to  this  prepara- 
tory to  the  Motion  which  I  shall  bring 
forward  lat«r.    I  think  the  motto,  Audi 
alteram  partem,  is  one  which  it  would  be 
well    for   the  Government  to   adopt  in 
regard  to  this  subject. 

♦The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of 
Lansdowne):  My  Lords,  I  only  wish 
to  point  out  that  there  is  really  no 
difference  between  the  argument  used  by 
the  noble  Lord  who  represents  the  War 
Office  and  the  argument  which  was  put 
with  so  much  authority  by  the  noble 
Duke  on  the  Back  Bench.  My  noble 
friend  the  Under-Secretary  of  State  for 
War  pointed  out  that  the  letter  was  a 
private  letter,  and  upon  that  ground  he 
objected  to  a  publication  which  would 
give  to  it  the  appearance  and  character 
of  an  official  Parliamentary  Paper.  That 
was  also  the  argument  of  the  noble  Duke, 
and  this  view  is  supported  by  an  ex- 
tract from  a  subsequent  letter,  published 
in  The  Times  of  to-day,  in  which  the 
Duke  of  Wellington  described  the  letter 
which  we  are  now  discussing  as  a  **  con- 
fidential letter  from  the  Commander-in- 
Chief."  We  feel,  therefore,  that  we  have 
no  right  to  convert  that  confidential 
letter  into  a  Parliamentary  document. 
The  noble  Earl  who  moved  the  Motion 
now  before  the  House  twitted  mv  noble 
friend  behind  me  upon  his  description  of 
the  letter  as  "out  of  date,"  and  replied 
that  the  shores  of  England  hs^d  ren^ained 
unchanged  since  the  letter  wfMa  written. 
I  have  myself  some  doubt  an  thftt  point, 

The  Earl  of  Wemyss, 


for  certain  parts  of  the  coast  alter  very 
rapidly  indeed.  But,  be  that  as  it  may, 
surely  the  noble  Earl  must  admit  that  the 
means  of  offence  and  defence  have  con- 
siderably altered  since  the  time  of 
Wellington,  and  if  it  were  possible  to  recall 
the  illustrious  Duke  to  life  and  give  him 
a  place  on  the  Defence  Committee  it 
might  well  be  supposed  that  he  would 
give  serious  study  to  the  modifications 
which  the  art  of  war  had  undergone 
since  he  had  taken  part  in  the  application 
of  its  principles  to  the  defence  of  this 
country.  I  am  afraid  we  must  adhere 
to  our  resolve  and  leave  the  noble 
Earl  to  fall  back  on  his  own  method  for 
making  the  letter  known. 

♦The  Earl  of  WEMYSS:  I  hope 
my  doing  so  will  liot  be  considered  in 
any  way  a  breach  of  confidence. 

Lord  TWEEDMOUTH  :  My  Lords, 
I  merely  rise  to  quote  what  the  view  of 
the  Duke  of  Wellington  himself  was 
with  regard  to  the  publication  of  this 
letter.  As  the  noble  Earl  the  Under- 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  stated,  the 
letter  was  published  on  January  4th, 
1848,  and  on  the  30th  of  the  same 
month  the  illustiious  Duke,  in  a  letter 
written  to  Lady  Shelley,  took  exception 
to  the  publication,  and  expressed  his 
views  on  the  subject  very  strongly.  If 
1  may,  I  will  quote  a  portion  of  his 
letter,  and  I  think  it  will  show  con- 
clusively that  the  illustrious  Duke  would 
neither  have  desired  that  this  subject 
should  be  raised  in  your  Lordships' 
House,  nor  that  his  letter  should  be 
published.    The  Duke  wrote—* 

*<  My  opinion  is,  and  has  been,  that  the  sub- 
ject would  be  considered  with  advantage  by 
the  Gtovemment  alone  in  the  first  instance. 
The  rules  of  procedure  so  require.  It  is  quite 
certain  that  the  House  of  Lords,  of  which  I 
am  a  member,  is  the  place  where  it  would  be 
of  the  least  advantage  to  suggest  the  discussion 
of  such  a  subject.  It  is  well  known  that  in 
the  last  session  of  Parliament  a  discussion  did 
take  place  in  the  House  of  Lords  on  the  state  of 
the  defences  of  the  country.  Lord  Ellen - 
borough  spoke,  others  spoke ;  I  did  not  say  one 
word.  I  object  to  a  movement  of  the  kind  on 
the  part  of  any  but  servants  of  the  Crown, 
and  I  declared  I  would  not  move  in  it" 

I  think  that  is  strong  evidence  of 
what  the  wishes  of  the  Duk^  of  Well- 
ington would  be  if  he  were  here,  fi^nd  J 
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venture  to  quote  it  in  support  of  what 
has  been  said  on  behalf  of  His  Majesty's 
Government. 

Lord  NEWTON  :  My  Lords,  I  cannot 
refrain  from  expressing  surprise  that 
the  noble  Earl  the  Under-Secretary  of 
State  for  War  has  quoted  Mr.  Cobden  in 
order  to  bolster  up  his  argument.  I 
confess  that  is  the  last  authority  I  should 
have  expected  to  hear  quoted  from  the 
Front  Bench,  for  of  all  prophets  he  wab, 
I  imagined,  regarded  by  noble  Lords  on 
that  bench  as  being  the  most  dis- 
credited. But  I  should  like  to  remind 
the  House,  and  my  noble  friend  in 
particular,  that  one  of  Mr.  Cobden's 
prophecies  was  that,  if  we  were  involved 
in  a  European  war,  the  country  would 
be  obliged  to  resort  to  the  principle  of 
universal  service.  I  think  that  is  a 
prophecy  more  likely  to  be  fulfilled  than 
others  made  by  that  statesman. 

The  Earl  of  DONOUGHMORE: 
I  did  not  quote  Mr.  Cobden  to  buttress 
up  my  argument.  I  quoted  Mr.  Cobden's 
having  made  a  speech  as  evidence  of  a 
certain  feeling  in  a  certain  section  of 
opinion  in  the  country,  which  is  a  very 
different  thing. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  with- 
drawn. 

House  adjourned  at  twenty-five 
minutes  past  Five  o'clock, 
till  To-morrow,  half-past  Ten 
o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS. 
Monday,  15th  May,  1905. 


The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  Clock. 


MR.  SPEAKEK'S  ABSENCE. 

The  House  being  met,  the  Clerk  at  the 
Table  informed  the  House  of  the  un- 
avoidable absence  of  Mr.  Speaker,  owing 
to  continued  indisposition. 

Whereupon  Mr.  James  William 
LowTHBB,  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
Means,  proceeded  to  the  Table,  and,  after 
Prayers,  took  the  Chair  as  Deputy- 
Speaker,  pursuant  to  the  Standing  Order, 


PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  [LORDS]  (STANDING 
ORDERS  NOT  PREVIOUSLY  INC^UIRED 
INTO  COMPLIED  WITH). 

Mr.  Deputy-Speaker  laid  upon  the 
Table  Report  from  one  of  the  Examiners 
of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  That,  in  the 
case  of  the  following  Bills,  originating 
in  the  Lords,  and  referred  on  the  First 
Reading  thereof,  the  Standing  Orders 
not  previously  inquired  into,  and  which 
are  applicable  thereto,  have  been  com- 
plied with,  viz. : — Dearne  Valley  Railway 
Bill  [Lords] ;  Sheffield  University  Bill 
[Lords]. 

Ordered,  That  the  Bills  be  read  a 
second  time. 

PROVISIONAL  ORDER  BILLS  (NO  SJAND- 
ING  ORDERS  APPLICABLE). 

Mr.  Deputy-Speaker  laid  upon  the 
Table  Report  from  one  of  the  Examiners 
of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  That,  in 
the  case  of  the  following  Bills,  referred 
on  the  first  Reading  thereof,  no  Stand- 
ing Orders  are  applicable,  viz. : — Local 
Government  (Ireland)  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  3)  Bill;  Local  Government  Pro- 
visional Orders  (No.  7)  Bill;  Local 
Government  Provisional  Orders  (No.  8) 
BiU. 

Ordered,  That  the  Bills  be  read  a  second 
time  To-morrow. 

PROVISIONALORDERBILLS(STANDING 
ORDERS  APPLICABLE  THERETO  COM- 
PLIED WITH). 

Mr.  Deputy-Speaker  laid  upon  the 
Table  Report  from  one  of  the  Examiners 
of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  That,  in 
the  case  of  the  following  Bills,  referred 
on  the  First  Reading  thereof,  the  Stand- 
ing Orders  which  are  applicable  thereto 
have  been  complied  with,  viz. : — Electric 
Lighting  Provisional  Orders  (No.  6) 
Bill;  Electric  Lighting  Provisional 
Orders  (No.  7)  Bill;  Local  Government 
(Ireland)  Provisional  Orders  (No.  2) 
Bill;  Local  Grovernment  Provisional 
Order  (Gas)  BiU;  Local  Government 
Provisional  Orders  (No.  6)  Bill;  Local 
Government  Provisional  Orders  (No.  9) 
BiU. 

Ordered,  That  the  Bills  be  read  a  second 
time  To-morrow, 
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Commercial     Union    Assurance     Bill '  and    Teignmouth,*'    presented    by    Mr. 
[Lords].      Read    the    third    time,    and ,  Grant     Lawson ;     supported      by    Mr. 


passed,  without  Amendment. 

London  United  Tramways  (Exten- 
sion of  Time)  Bill.  Read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

Mortgage  Insurance  Corporation  Bill 
[Lords];  Txuro  Water  Bill  [Lords]. 
Read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  without 
Amendment. 

London  County  Council  (Money)  Bill. 
Read  a  second  time,  and  committed. 

South  Eastern  and  London,  Chatham, 
and  Dover  Railways  Bill  [Lords].  To  be 
read  a  second  time  to-morrow. 

London  Government  Scheme  (London 
and  Middlesex)  Bill,  "To  confirm  a 
Scheme  made  undei  The  London  Govern- 
ment Act,  1899,  ri^.lating  to  the  counties 
cf  London  and  Middlesex,"  presented 
by  Mr.  Gerald  Balfour;  supported  by 
Mr.  Wodehouse  ;  read  the  first  time ; 
and  referred  to  the  Examiners  of  Petitions 
for  Private  Bills,  and  to  be  printed.  [Bill 
212.] 

London  Government  Scheme  (Hack- 
ney and  Edmonton  Unions)  Bill.  "  To 
confirm  a  Scheme  made  under  The 
London  Government  Act,  1899,  relating 
to  the  Hackney  and  Edmonton  Unions," 
presented  by  Mr  J  Gerald  Balfour;  sup- 
ported by  Mr.  Wodehouse ;  read  the 
first  time ;  and  referred  to  the  Examiners 
of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  and  to  be 
printed.    [Bill  213.] 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  12)  Bill.  '"  To  confirm  certain  Provi- 
sional  orders  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  relating  to  Liverpool  and  Poole 
and  the  counties  of  Essex  and  Hertford," 
presented  by  Mr.  Grant  Lawson ;  sup- 
ported by  Mr.  Gerald  Balfour ;  read  the 
first  time ;  and  referred  to  the  Ex- 
aminers of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills, 
and  to  be  printed.     [Bill  214.] 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  13)  Bill,_  "To  confirm  certain 
Provisional  Orders  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  relating  to  Briton  Ferry, 
Clifton,  DartmQuth,  Hardness,  Hoisfor^h* 


Gerald  Balfour;  read  the  first  time; 
and  referred  to  the  Examiners  of  Petitions 
for  Private  Bills,  and  to  be  printed. 
[Bill  215.] 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  U)  Bill.  "  To  confirm  certain 
Provisional  Orders  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  relating  to  Acton,  Bradford 
(Yorkshire),  the  Fylde  Water  Board, 
and  the  Fylde,  Preston,  and  Garstang 
and  the  Middlesex  Districts  Joint  Hos- 
pital Districts,"  presented  by  Mr.  Grant 
Lawson ;  supported  by  Mr.  Gerald 
Balfour;  read  the  first  time;  and 
referred  to  the  Examiners  of  Petitions 
for  Private  Bills,  and  to  be  printed. 
[BiU  216.] 

Great  Northern  (Ireland)  and  Midland 
Railways  Bill.  Ordered,  That  the  Evi- 
dence taken  before  the  Committee  on 
the  Strabane,  Raphoe,  and  Convoy 
Railway  Bill,  1903,  and  the  Strabane, 
Raphoe,  and  Convoy  Railway  Bill,  1904, 
be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the 
;  Great  Northern  (Ireland)  and  Midland 
Railways  Bill.— (ifr.  Caldwell.) 

Rhondda  Urban  District  Council  Bill. 
Reported,  with  Amendments,  from  the 
Police  and  Sanitary  Committee  ;  Report 
to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 

That  they  have  agreed  to — Metro- 
politan Police  Provisional  Order  Bill, 
without  Amendment. 

London  and  North  Western  Railway 
I  Bill.  Reported,  with  Amendments;  Re- 
I  port  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be 
I  printed. 

RAILWAY  BILLS  (GROUP  No.  S:). 

Colonel  Bowles  reported  from  the 
Committee  on  Group  No.  2  of  Railway 
Bills;  That,  for  the  convenience  of 
partie8,  the  Committee  had  adjourned 
till  Wednesday,  at  half-past  Eleven  of 
the  clock. 

Report  to  l}^  uppn  the  Table, 
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FRANCHISE  AND  REMOVAL  OF  WOMEN'S 
DISABIUTIE8  BILL. 

Petition  from  West  Bristol,  in  favour  ; 
t  o  lie  upon  the  Table. 

LUNACY  ACTS  AMENDMENT  (LONDON) 

(No.  2)  BILL 

Petition  from  St.  Giles  in  the  Fields 
and  St.  George,  Bloomsbury,  against ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

STREET  JETTING  BILL. 

Petition  from  Sheffield,  in  favour ;  to 
he  upon  the  Table. 

WOMEN'S  ENFRANCHISEMENT  BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour ;  from  Clapham ; 
Glasgow ;  and  Leeds ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 


BANKING    AND    RAILWAY    STATISTICS 

(IRELAND). 

Copy  presented,  of  Report  on  the 
Banking  and  Railway  Statistics  of  Ireland 
for  the  half-year  ended  31st  December, 
1904  [by  Command] ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 


EDUCATION  (SCOTLAND) 

Copy  presented,  of  Report  of  the 
Committee  of  Council  on  Education 
in  Scotland,  with  Appendix,  1904-5 
[by  Command]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


EDUCATION  (SCOTLAND)  (CONTINUATION 

CLASSES). 

Copy  presented,  of  Code  of  Regu- 
lations for  Continuation  Classes  pro- 
viding further  instruction  for  those  who 
have  left  school,  1905  [by  Command] ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


EAST  INDIA  (FOREST  SERVICE). 

Copy  presented,  of  Correspondence 
relating  to  the  training  of  Forestry 
Students  [by  Command] ;  to  lie  upon 
the  Table. 


EAST  INDIA  (RAILWAYS  AND    IRRIGA- 
TION WORKS). 

Return  presented,  relative  thereto 
[Address  11th  May  ;  Mr.  Price]  ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
[No.  163.] 

TRADE  REPORTS  (ANNUAL  SERIES). 

Copies  presented,  of  Diplomatic  and 
Consular  Reports,  Annual  Series,  Nos. 
3371  to  3374  [by  Command];  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

PAPER  LAID  UPON  THE  TABLE  BY  THE 
CLERK  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Inquiry  into  (Parities  (County  of  Berks). 
Return  relative  thereto  [ordered  28th 
March  ;  Mr.  Griffith  Boscawen] ;  to  be 
printed.     [No.  164.] 


QUESTIONS  AND  ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED  WITH  THE  VOTES. 


Avorage  Cost  at  the  Ordnance  Factories 
of  12-inch  Mark  IZ.  Oun. 

Mr.  EMMOTT  (Oldham) :  To  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  what  is  the 
average  cost  of  a  12-inch  Mark  IX.  gun 
at  the  Ordnance  Factory,  exclusive  of 
all  parts  not  subject  to  great  wear  and 
tear  from  firing. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Pretyman,)  The 
cost  of  a  12-inch  Mark  IX.  gun,  com- 
plete in  Ordnance  Factories,  is  £9,800. 
The  only  part  subject  to  great  wear  and 
tear  from  firing  is  the  inner  "  A  "  tube, 
which  costs  £1,100. 

Cost  of  Battleship  *'  King  Edward  VII" 

Mr.  EMMOTT :  To  ask  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty  what  is  the  estimated 
cost  of  the  battleship  "  King  Edward 
VII."  complete  with  stores,  ammunition, 
coal  and  oil  fuel,  at  recent  prices  ;  and 
what  is  the  complement  of  H.M.S. 
"King  Edward  VIL" 

*  (Answered  by  Mr.  Pretyman.)  The 
estimated  cost  of  H.M.S.  "  King  Edward 
VIL,"  complete  with  stores,  ammunition, 
coal  and  oil  fuel,  is  £1,568,650.  It  is 
not  considered  desirable  to  pubUsh  the 
information  asked  for  in  the  last  part 
of  the  Question. 
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Paupers,  LuiiAtics,  and  Deaf  and  Dumb 
Persona  in  Public  Institutions,  and 
Births.  Deaths,  and  Marriages  per  10,000 
of  population  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  O'MARA  (Kilkenny,  S.) :  To  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  he  will  state 
the  number  per  10,000  of  population 
of  paupers,  of  lunatics,  of  deaf  and 
dumb  supported  by  public  institutions, 
and  compare  these  figures  with  similar 
figures  for  other  parts  of  the  United 
Kingdom ;  whether  he  will  supply  a 
similar  comparison  in  respect  of  births, 
deaths,  and  marriages  per  10,000  of 
population ;  whetter  he  will  supply  a 
similar  comparison  of  labourers  employed 
in  industrial  establishments  per  10,000 
of  population. 

(Answered  bt/  Mr.  Walter  Long.)  The 
numbers,  per  10,000  of  the  population,  of 
persons  maintained  by  boards  of  guar- 
dians in  Ireland,  on  April  29th,  1905, 
were  as  follows — 

Indoor. 

No.  per  10,000 
of  population. 

In    workhouse   and   district 
schools  :— 

Ordinary  paupers      -        -        -90-2 
Lunatics  and  epileptics      -        *-      8*8 

In  extern  institutions  : — 

Deaf  and  dumb         -        -        -       10 
Blind,  imbeciles,  and  other 

persons  sent  to  hospitals 

for  special  treatment      -        -       1*4 


Outdoor. 

Receiving  ordinary  reUef   - 
Receiving  special  relief  un- 
der   Section    13    of    The 
Local   Government  (Ire- 
land) Act,  1898      . 

Total 


133-7 


27-9 


263-0 


The  number,  per  10,000  of  the  popu- 
lation, of  deaf  and  dumb  person^i  ia 
special  institutions  for  such  persons 
on  Census  night,  1901  (the  latest  date 
for  which  figures  are  available),  was  1*2. 
The  similar  proportion  of  lunatics  sup- 
ported in  pubUc  institutions  (including 
hose  in  workhouses  as  above-mentioned) 
tn   January    1st,    1904,  the   latest   date 


lor  which  figures  are  available,  was 
49*6.  The  numbers  of  births,  deaths, 
and  marriages,  per  10,(XX)  of  the  esti- 
mated population,  for  the  year  1904, 
were  :— Births,  236  ;  Deaths,  181 ;  Mar- 
riages, 52.  No  information  is  available 
upon  which  a  reply  can  be  given  to  the 
last  inquiry.  I  am  unable  to  furnish 
figures  for  other  parts  of  the  United 
Kingdom. 


Names  and  Qualifications  of  Inspectors  in 
the  Irish  Department  of  Agriculture. 

Mr.  DELANY  (Queen's  County. 
Ossory):  To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  -  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
how  many  agricultural  incpecto  s  are 
employed  by  the  Irish  Department 
of  Agriculture,  what  are  their  names, 
what  are  the  qualifications  of  those 
officials  for  their  present  duties,  and 
what  was  their  occupation  before  they 
received  the  appointment  of  agricultural 
inspectors. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Walter  Long.)  ^The 
number  of  agricultural  inspectors  em- 
ployed by  the  Department  is  eight.  Their 
names,  with  particulars  as  to  their  previous 
employment  and  qualifications,  are  as 
follows  : — J.  G.  Gordon,  B.Sc. — Manager 
of  his  own  farm  in  county  Tyrone ; 
Principal  of  Holmes  Chapel  School  of 
Agriculture,  Cheshire ;  B.S.  in  Agri- 
culture, Edinburgh  University.  T.  S. 
Porter — Superintendent  of  the  Agri- 
cultural Department,  Irish  Land  Com- 
mission, in  which  capacity  he  supervised 
the  agricultural  operations  of  the  Con- 
gested Districts  Board.  Transferred  to 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  in  pur- 
suance of  Sections  2  and  22  of  the  Agri- 
culture and  Technical  Instruction  Act, 
1899.  J.  Wood,  M.A.,  B.Sc— Assistant 
Lecturer  in  Agriculture  at  University 
College,  North  Wales ;  Assistant  Lec- 
turer in  West  of  Scotland  Agricultural 
College ;   B.Sc.  in  Agriculture,  Durham 

University.  T.  Carroll,  M.R.I.A. — Pro- 
fessor of  Agriculture  and  Superintendent 
of  the  Albert  Model  Farm,  Glasnevin, 
county  Dublin ;  and  Agricultural  In- 
spector under  the  Board  of  National 
Education,  Ireland.  J.  H.  HinchcUff, 
Ph.D. — Technical  Assistant  in  Agricul- 
tural Department  of  Yorkshire  College, 
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Leeds;  Gold  Medallist,  Royal  Agricul- 
tural Society;  Ph.D.  of  Leipsic  Uni- 
versity.  A,    R.  Robertson,   F.H.A.S. 
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of  the  Motor-Car  Act  of  1908.  1  am  in- 
formed that  the  Department  has  no  in- 
formation as  to  the  shifting  of  motor- 


Estate  Agent's  Assistant,  and  subse-  bicycle  numbers  generally.  The  Metro- 
quently  Technical  Assistant  in  Agricul-  politan  Police  have  taken  action  in  a 
tural  Branch  of  Department ;  Fellow  |  considerable  number  of  cases  in  which 
of  the  Highland  Agricultural  Society,  various  frauds  have  been  perpetrated 
E.     Gallagher— Editor,    Irish    Farmers'  ;  in  the  use  of  motor-car    numbers,  but 


Gazette ;  trained  at  Albert  Model  Farm, 
Glasnevin,  county  Dublin;  Holder  of 
Diploma  and  Medal  of  Royal  Agricultural 
Society  of  Ireland.  M.  J.  Cleary, 
M.R.C.Y.S.  (Inspector  for  live  stock 
schemes) — ^Veterinary  Surgeon  in  private 
practice  ;  Member  of  the  Royal  College 
of  Veterinary  Surgeons, 

Titled  Personages  and  Minidten  of  the 
Grown   fined  for  Furious  MotorCar 
Driving- 
Mr.    StVIFT    MACNEILL    (Donegal, 
S.) :    To  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury whether  he  would  consent  to  the 
granting  of  a  Return  of  the  titled  per- 
sonages and  Ministers  of  the  Crown  who 
have,  during  the  last  two  years,    been 
fined  for  the  driving  of    motor-cars  to 
the  peril  of  the  safety  of  the  public. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour.)  I 
am  informed  that  this  Return  cannot 
be  given  without  a  great  deal  of  trouble, 
even  if  it  were  not  an  invidious  matter 
to  single  out  a  particular  class  of  the 
community  for  criticism. 

Motor-Bicycles— Alteration   of  Numbers 
to  avoid  Identification. 

Mr.  SWIFT  MACNEILL :  To  ask 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether 
his  attention  has  been  directed  to  the 
shifting  of  motor-bicycle  numbers,  that 
the  riders  might  escape  in  case  of  an 
accident,  and  to  the  evidence  in  the  case 
of  the  King  v.  Flood,  recently  tried 
by  the  Recorder  of  Dublin,  in  which  a 
boy  was  seriously  injured  by  a  motor- 
bicycle  on  which  there  was  a  fraudulent 
number;  and  whether  he  intends  to 
initiate  legislation  to  regulate  defects 
in  the  numbering  and  registration  of 
motors  calculated  to  conduce  to  the 
escape  of  persons  whose  furious  driving 
causes  loss  of  life  or  limb. 


(Answered  by  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour.)  The 
case,  so  far  as  appears  from  the  Ques- 
tion, seems  fairly  covered  by  Section  5 


they  are  unable  apparently  to  distinguish 
which  of  these,  if  any,  are  motor-bicycle 
cases.  The  Departments  are  not  of 
opinion  that  legislation  is  desirable, 
at  any  rate  until  the  Act  comes  up  for 
review    next    session.      It    expires    on 

December  31st,  1906. 

# 

Penalties  for  Furious  Motor-Oar  Driving. 
Mr.  swift  MACNEILL  :  To  ask 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether 
he  is  aware  that  the  fines  inflicted  for 
the  furious  driving  of  motor-cars  are, 
having  regard  to  the  fact  that  the  owners 
of  these  cars  are  necessarily  in  easy 
circumstances,  so  small  as  to  be  ineffec- 
tive as  deterrents  to  the  commission  of 
such  offences  ;  and  whether  he  proposes 
to  initiate  any  legislation  to  secure  ade- 
quate punishment  for  these  offenders. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour.)  I 
am  advised  that  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Department  concerned  there  is  no  reason 
to  think  that  the  fines  are  inadequate. 
The  Act  enables  substantial  fines  to  be 
exacted,  viz. :  £20  for  the  first  offence, 
£50  for  the  second  or  imprisonment  not 
exceeding  three  months.  In  addition  to 
this  the  driver's  licence  may  be  suspended, 
the  holder  being  thus  disqualified  from 
driving  a  motor-car  for  such  period  as 
the  Court  thinks  fit.  The  Act  further 
provides  that  nothing  in  it  shall  affect 
any  liability  of  the  driver  or  owner  of 
a  motor-car  by  virtue  of  any  statute  or 
at  common  law.  The  motorist  is  thus 
iable  to  all  civil  and  criminal  conse- 
quences of  his  acts. 

Number  of  Begular  Troops  required.  Mid 
Position  assigned  to  the  Volunteers  for 
Home  Defence- 

Mr.  McCRAE  (Edinburgh.  E) :  To 
wk  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
whether  he  can  state  the  number  of 
troops  necessary  for  home  defence  based 
on  the  scheme  agreed  to  by  the  Com- 
mittee of  Imperial  Defence. 
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Mr.    McCRAE  :    To    ask    the   First   Licensing  (Scotland)  Act.  1903-Medical 


Lord  o!  the  Treasury  if  he  can  state 
what  will  be  the  position  assigned  to  the 


OflLcials  under  Section  55. 
Mb,  WALLACE  (Perth) :    To  ask  the 


Volunteers  in  the  scheme  of    national  I  Lord- Advocate,  in  regard  to  Section  55 
defence    considered    necessary    by    the '  oi  the  Licensing  (Scotland)  Act,   1903, 


Committee  of  Imperial  Defence  to  repel 
invasion ;  and  whether  he  will  give  an 
early  day  for  the  discussion  of  Vote  5, 
Army  Estimates  (Volunteers). 

{Answered  by  Mr,  A.  J.  Balfour.)  I 
am  afraid,  owing  to  other  claims  on  the 
Committee  of  Supply,  I  cannot  fix  the 
date  for  this  particular  Vote.  With 
all  respect,  I  do  not  think  that  the  matter 
raised  in  these  Questions  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  can  be  usefully  dealt  with  in 
the  form  of  Question  and  Answer. 

Extra  Fees  paid  to  the  Law  Officers  of  the 

Grown. 

Mr.  WHITLEY  (Halifax) :  To  ask 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  what  were 
the  four  cases  in  which  increased  fees 
above  the  ordinary  professional  scales 
were  sanctioned  for  payment  to  the  Law 
Officers,  and  what  amount  was  paid  in 
each  case ;  and  if  he  can  state  the 
amounts  paid  in  other  cases  where  they 
exceeded  £200  in  any  individual  case. 

f  (Answered  by  Mr.  Victor  Cavendish.) 
None  of  the  fees  in  the  cases  to  which  the 
Question  appears  to  refer  were  above 
the  ordinary  professional  scales.  The 
fees  were  as  follows  : — Attorney-General : 
Venezuelan  Claims  Arbitration — In  all 
1,050  guineas,  for  preparing  case  and 
two  counter  cases,  and  for  brief ;  re- 
freshers, 50  guineas  a  day,  and  fees  for 
consultations.  British  Guiana  Arbitra- 
tion— Preparing  written  argument,  500 
guineas,  and  fees  for  consultations. 
Solicitor-General :  Rex  t;.  Osborn  and 
others — 200  guineas  ;  refreshers,  30 
guineas  a  day,  and  fees  for  consultations. 
Rex  V.  Hooley  and  Lawson — 250  guineas  ; 
refreshers,  30  guineas  a  day,  and  fees  for 
consultations.  It  would  require  a  con- 
siderable time  to  furnish  an  Answer 
to  the  last  part  of  the  Question,  and 
without  going  into  the  particulars  of 
each  case  in  which  the  total  amount  may 
have  reached  as  much  as  200  guineas 
it  would  afiord  no  useful  information. 
It  is  believed  that  there  would  be  very 
few  of  such  cases. 


whether  he  will  give  instructions  to  the 
procurators-fiscal  that,  for  the  pur- 
poses of  this  section,  any  registered 
medical  practitioner  is  to  be  regarded 
as  a  medical  officer. 

(Afiswered  by  Mr.  SeoU  Dickson.)  The 
Answer  to  the  hon.  Member's  Question  is 
in  the  negative. 

Expenditure  from  Public  Funds  on  Wick, 
Iraserburgh,  and  Peterhead  Harbours. 

Sir  THOMAS  ESMONDE  (Wexford, 
N.) :  To  ask  the  Lord  Advocate  how 
much  money  out  of  public  funds  has  been 
spent  respectively  on  the  harbours  of 
Wick,  Fraserburgh,  and  Peterhead. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  ScoU  Dickson.)  The 
Public  Works  Loan  Commissioners  have 
advanced  to  the  Wick  and  Pulteney 
Town  Harbour  Trustees  £125,000  (of 
f  which  sum,  however,  a  large  amoimt 
was  expended  on  the  breakwater  which 
was  totally  destroyed  by  storms,  and 
was  remitted  by  The  Pubhc  Works  Loans 
Act,  1902) ;  the  Fraserburgh  Harbour 
Commissioners,  £195,000 ;  the  Peterhead 
Harbour  Trustees,  £72,000.  A  grant  of 
£11,745  has  also  been  paid  to  the  Fraser- 
burgh Harlour  Commissioners. 

Non-provided  Schools  in    England  and 
Wales— Cost  of  Maintenance  for  1904-5. 

Dr.  SHIPMAN  (Northampton) :  To 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Boaid  of  Educa- 
tion what  was  the  total  cost  of  maintain- 
ing the  non-provided  schools  in  England 
and  Wales  during  the  educational  year 
1904-5,  distinguishing  the  amounts  re- 
ceived from  Government  grants,  local 
taxation,  voluntary  contributions,  en- 
dowments, and  any  other  sources  of 
revenue ;  and  what  during  the  same 
period  was  the  annual  value  of  the  school 
buildings  of  such  schools. 

(Answered  by  Sir  William  Anson,) 
I  am  afraid  that  the  Board  do  not  possess 
any  of  the  information  asked  for  in  the 
Question. 
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Stractural  Alterations  in  Schools— Duties 
of  Board  of  Education  Inspectors. 

Ma.  BILL  (Staffoidshire,  Leek) :  To 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of 
EUlucation  whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  fact  that  conflicting 
ordeiB  have  been  given  to  school  managers 
by  His  Majestj^s  inspectors  and  those 
appointed  by  education  committees  of 
county  councils  with  reference  to 
structural  alterations ;  and  if  he  will 
consider  the  desirabiUty  of  issuing  a 
circular  strictly  defining  the  duties  of 
His  Majesty's  inspectors  in  such  cases. 

• 

(Answered  by  Sir  William  Anson.)  His 
Majesty's  inspectors  have  no  power  to 
give  orders  as  to  structural  alterations ; 
they  report  to  the  Board.  It  is  for  the 
Board  to  decide  to  what  extent  the 
inspector's  suggestions  shall  be  enforced  ; 
but  in  practice  the  local  education 
authority  has  always  an  opportunity  of 
exp  essing  an  opinion  before  a  final 
decision  is  arrived  at.  The  relations  of 
a  local  authority's  inspector  to  his 
authority  are  presumably  of  a  similar 
character.  Managers  of  voluntary 
schools  possess  a  right  of  appeal  to  the 
Board  as  to  the  reasonableness  of  a  local 
authority's  requirements ;  and  I  do  not 
think  it  would  be  necessary  or  desirable 
to  issue  a  circular  to  His  Majesty's 
inspectors  on  the  subject  of  duties  which 
are  already  clearly  defined  and  under- 
stood. 

Trustees  ApP^^^^  under  the  Judicial 
Tru8te«s  Act.  1896. 

Sir  albert  ROLLIT  (Islington,  S.) : 
To  ask  Mr.  Attorney -General  how  many 
judicial  trustees  have  been  appointed 
under  the  Judicial  Trustees  Act,  1896. 

{Answered  by  Sir  Robert  Finlay.)  I 
have  not  yet  been  able  to  ascertain  the 
exact  figures,  but  the  number  is,  I 
understand,  not  large. 

Sick   Leave  in  the  Central    Telegraph 
Office— Oase  of  Mr.  Bullamore. 

Sir  WALTER  FOSTER  (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston) :  To  ask  the  Postmaster-Qenerai 
whether  he  is  aware  that  a  telegraphist, 
named  Bullamore,  who  was  absent  from 
duty  at  the  Central  Office  from  12th  April 
to  4th  May,  has  had  his  pay  stopped 
for  this  period ;  and  whether,  seeing  that 
the  telegraphist  provided  medical  certifi- 
cates showing  that  the   absence  during 


the  whole  of  this  period  was  due  to 
ilbess,  he  wiU  explain  the  reason  for 
punishing  the  telegraphist  for  obeying 
the  injunctions  of  his  medical  advisers, 
as  well  as  for  his  decision  to  set  aside  the 
expressed  opinions  of  two  medical  men. 

(Answered  by  Lord  Stanley.)  Mr. 
Bullamore  has  been  examined  by  the 
Chief  Medical  Officer  of  the  Post  Office 
as  well  as  by  the  Medical  Referee  to  the 
Treasury,  and  both  gentlemen  are  of 
opinion  that  he  was  and  is  fit  for  work, 
and  that  he  will  not  be  injured  by  it 
This  opinion  is  not  concurred  in  by  the 
private  practitioners  whom  Mr.  Bullamore 
consulted,  but  I  am  not  prepared  to  set  it 
aside  for  that  reason.  Mr.  Bullamore 
was  informed  in  March  last  that  pay 
could  not  be  allowed  in  respect  of  further 
sick  absences  except  upon  the  recom- 
mendation of  my  official  medical  advisers. 

Selection  of  Staff  for  the  Blarine  Post 

Office. 

Mr.     NANNETTI     (Dublin,     College 

Green) :   To  ask  the  Postmaster-General 

whether,  since  it  was  stated  that  the 

question    of   competency    was    the    one 

that    would    have    effect    when    officers 

would  be  selected  for  the  marine  post 

office,  he  will  say  if  it  is  his  intention 

to  appoint  the  officers  on  the  Dublin 

and  Queenstown  T.  P.  0.,  in  view  of  the 

fact  that  these  men  have  been  deaUng 

vrith  American  mails  for  twenty  years, 

and  that  by  their  training  they  are  as 

well  fitted  for  the  position   of  sorting 

clerks  on  the  marine  post  office  as  any 

other   officials. 

(Anstoered  by  Lord  Stanley.)  In  reply 
to  this  Question,  I  cannot  do  better  than 
refer  to  the  Answer  gived  to  a  Question 
on  the  same  subject,  asked  on  the  9th 
instantf.  As  I  then  intimated,  con- 
venience in  working  the  system  and 
competency  to  perform  the  duties  will 
govern  the  selection  of  officers ;  and  I 
cannot  pledge  myself  to  the  employment 
of  men  willing  to  be  transferred  to  Liver- 
pool, irrespectively  of  the  convenience 
of  the  service. 

Petition  of  Dford  Postmen. 
Mr.  LOUIS  SINCLAIR  (Essex,  Rom- 
ford) :    To  ask    the  Postmaster-General 
whether  he  is  in  a  position  to  reply  to  the 
petition  sent  to  him  by  the  Ilford  postmen 
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on  2l8t  February,  and  acknowledged 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  General  Post 
Office  about  the  8th  March,  who  promised 
that  it  should  receive  due  consideration  ; 
and  whether  he  will  grant  the  Ilford 
postmen  a  maximum  wage  of  28s.^ 
seeing  that  tlie  maximum  wage  in  the 
adjacent  parish  of  East  Ham,  where  rent 
and  cost  of  living  is  cheaper,  is  303. 

(Answered  by  Lord  Stanley,)  The 
petition  from  the  Ilford  postmen  is 
receiving  attention,  and  a  reply  will  be 
given  to  the  memorialists  as  soon  as  the 
necessary  inquiries  have  been  completed. 
I  am  not  in  a  position  to  say  at  present 
what  the  decision  will  be. 

Promotion  in  the  Dublin  Post  Office. 

Mr.  NANNETTI  :  To  ask  the  Post- 
master-General if  he  will  state  what  is 
the  number  of  superior  appointments 
to  be  created  in  the  telegraph  office  and 
in  the  sorting  office,  Dublin,  as  the  result 
of  the  new  scheme ;  and  whether  the 
appointments  will  be  given  to  the  staffs 
of  the  Dublin  Office,  and  in  each  case 
the  selections  will  be  made  solely  ac- 
cording to  seniority  and  efficieocy. 

(Answered  by  Lord  Stardey,)  The 
question  of  the  number  of  additional 
superior  appointments  to  be  created  in 
the  Dublin  Post  Office  is  being  considered, 
and  the  result  will  be  announced  to  the 
staff  in  due  course.  The  officers  promoted 
will  be  those  best  fitted  for  the  higher 
posts,  due  regard  being  paid  to  seniority. 

Journeys  of  Officials  employed  on  the 
Great  Southern  and  Western  Travelling 
Post  Office. 

Mr.  NANNETTI :  To  ask  the  Post- 
master-General if  he  is  aware  that  certain 
officers  employed  on  the  Great  Southern 
and  Western  Travelling  Post  Office 
have  to  proceed  from  Dublin  to  Cork  on 
two  days  of  the  week,  notwithstanding 
that  they  were  originally  appointed  on 
the  condition  that  Limerick  Junction 
was  to  be  the  terminus  of  the  journey, 
and  that  on  the  other  four  days  of  the 
week  the  officers  travel  to  Limerick 
Junction  only;  and  whether,  seeing 
that  the  result  of  the  trips  to  Cork 
necessitates  the  officers  paying  for  lodg- 
ings in  Dublin,  Cork,  and  Limerick 
Junction,  and  that  the  journey  from 
DubUn  to  Cork  and  back  in  a  single  day 
has   been    condemned    by    the    medical 


officer,  he  will  see  that  the  practice  is 
discontinued  and  the  men  required  to 
travel  according  to  the  original  stipulation 
only. 

(Answered  by  Lord  Stanley,)  I  will 
make  inquiry  on  this  subject  and  com- 
municate the  result  to  the  hon.  Member. 

Terms  of  Beference  to  Beformatory  and 
Industrial  Schools  Oommittae. 

Mr.  BILL :  To  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
whether  the  terms  of  the  reference  to  the 
Committee  just  appointed  on  Refor- 
matory and  Industrial  Schools  will  include 
the  consideration  of  the  question  of 
pensions  or  superannuation  allowances 
for  masters,  matrons,  and  officers  of  the 
Bchook. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Secretary  Akers- 
Dtrnglas,)  The  Answer  is  in  the  negative. 
The  terras  of  reference  to  the  Committee, 
which  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  will 
have  seen  in  the  Press  notices,  relate  only 
to  the  provision  of  funds  for  the  schools  ; 
and  it  is  not  proposed  to  extend  the 
inquiry  further. 

Case  of  Anthrax  at  a  Wellingborough 
Boot  Factory. 

Mr.  CHANNING  (Northamptonshire. 
E.) :  To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  whether  he 
has  received  a  report  from  either  or  both 
the  local  medical  inspectors  under  the 
Factory  and  Workshop  Act  as  to  the 
fatal  case  of  anthrax  at  Wellingborough 
to  a  shoe  hand  named  Albert  Jones  ; 
whether  such  report,  if  any,  indicates 
any  special  point  on  which  further 
regulations  will  be  made  to  better  secure 
the  safety  of  those  who  have  to  handle 
leather ;  and,  if  no  such  report  has  been 
received,  whether  he  will  cause  a  special 
inquiry  to  be  held  into  the  circumstances 
attendmg  the  death  of  Albert  Jones,  and 
take  any  further  steps  necessary  to  ensure 
greater  safety  in  this  class  of  work. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  Secretary  Akers- 
Douglas,)  The  fatal  case  of  anthrax  in 
a  boot  and  shoe  factory  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  refers  has  been  the  subject  of 
careful  investigation.  It  is  impossible 
to  trace  with  certainty  the  cause  of 
infection;  but  it  seems  probable  that 
the  disease  may  have  been  contracted 
from  spores  of  anthrax  in  the  leather. 
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all  the  tanning  processes.  As  no  raw 
hides  or  skins  are  used  in  the  factory  in 
question  no  special  rules  or  regulations 
under  the  Factory  Act  apply  to  it ;  and 
in  view  of  the  extreme  rarity  of  such 
cases  as  the  present  one,  and  of  the  doubt 
aa  to  the  source  of  the  infection,  no  case 
is  as  yet  made  out  for  any  special  action. 

Indian    Army  —  Transfer    of  Officers- 
Compensation  for  Expenses  of  Removal- 

Sir  SEYMOUR  KING  (Hull,  Central) : 
To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
whether  he  has  yet  consulted  the  Grovern- 
ment  of  India  on  the  Question  put  to  him 
on  24th  March,t  ^^^>  ^  ^  whether  the 
attention  of  his  miUtary  advisers  has 
been  directed  to  the  fact  that,  as  a  result 
of  the  imification  of  the  Indian  Army, 
officers  are  liable  to  be  shifted  on  pro- 
motion, and  more  frequently  without 
promotion,  from  one  end  of  India  to 
another,  sometimes  within  short  periods, 
each  change  involving  a  break  up  and 
renewal  of  establishment  and  a  consider- 
able expense  -  to  the  officer  concerned  : 
and  whether,  at  least  in  cases  where  the 
transfer  is  not  accompanied  by  sub- 
stantial promotion,  but  is  made  with  no 
advantage  to  the  individual,  reasonable 
compensation  for  the  expense  involved 
to  him  by  such  transfer  could  be  awarded, 
and  what  steps  have  been  taken. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  Secretary  BrodricL) 
I  have  consulted  the  Government  of  India, 
who  reply  that,  while  the  liability  of 
military  officers  to  transfer  is  inseparable 
from  the  conditions  of  miUtary  service, 
no  recent  changes  have  been  made  in 
regulations  ;  and  transfers,  though  some- 
times necessary  for  the  good  of  the 
service,  are  rare  in  the  case  of  regimental 
officers,  and  with  regard  to  staff  officers 
are  never  ordered  without  due  considera- 
tion. The  travelling  expenses  of  officers 
on  transfer  are  paid. 

Beinftatement  of  Evicted  Tenants— Case 
of  John  0*Drifcoll. 

Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.) :  To  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  -  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  in  reference  to  the 
application  of  John  O'Driscoll  to  the 
Estates  Commissioners  for  reinstatement 
in  the  evicted  farm  at  Coolologher, 
Hegarty  Estate,  near  Millstreet,  county 
Cork,  whether,  in  view  of  the  denial  by 
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ment  as  to  his  status  as  an  evicted  tenant, 
and  also  to  the  fact  that  the  holding  is 
untenanted,  the  Commissioners  will  direct 
an  inspector  to  examine  into  all  the 
circumstances  of  the  case  and  give  the 
evicted  tenant's  representative  an  op- 
portunity of  explaining  his  claims  under 
the  provisions  of  the  Land  Act  of  1903. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Walter  Long.)  I  beg 
to  refer  the  hon.  Member  to  the  replies 
which  I  gave  to  his  Questions  of  4th  J  and 
13th§  April  last.  The  owner  of  this  estate 
has  not  expressed  any  desire  to  sell  it, 
and  the  Conmiissioners,  therefore,  do  not 
propose  to  direct  any  inquiry  into  the 
matter. 

.  Purchase  of  Dr.  Joyce's  Farm  at  Caxrick- 
more— Failure  of  Tenant  to  Pay  Inital- 
ments. 

Mr.  MURNAGHAN  (Tyrone,  Mid.): 
To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  is  aware  that 
the  Estates  Commissioners  purchased 
recently  from  Dr.  Joyce,  J.P.,  Carrick- 
more,  county  Tyrone,  a  farm  of  sixty- 
nine  acres  for  the  purpose  of  transferring 
it  to  a  Mr.  Dunlop,  from  county  Donegal, 
and  that  Dunlop  refuses  to  pay  instal- 
me4ts  because  the  arable  acreage  is  less 
than  represented  by  the  venjior;  and 
will  he  say  if  the  farm  was  inspected  and 
mapped  and  extent  of  arable  ground 
stated  thereon  ;  what  is  the  Poor  Law 
valuation  and  the  amount  of  the  purchase 
money ;  and  whether,  in  view  of  the 
second  inspection  made  at  the  request  of 
Dunlop,  will  he  state  whether  the  second 
inspector's  report  bears  out  the  conten- 
tion of  Dunlop  that  the  arable  acreage  is 
less  than  represented  by  the  vendor. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Walter  Long.)  The 
Estates  Commissioners  were  not  the  pur- 
chasers in  this  case;  Mr.  Dimlop  purchased 
direct  from  the  vendor.  The  Commis- 
sioners had  the  lands  inspected,  with  the 
object  of  satisfying  themselves  as  to  the 
security,  and,  being  so  satisfied,  they 
sanctioned  the  advance.  Dunlop  has 
raised  objection  to  pay  the  annuity  upon 
the  grounds  stated,  but  the  Commissioners 
cannot  entertain  this  objection,  and  pro- 
ceedings are  being  taken  for  the  recovery 
of  the  amount  due. 

{  See  (4)  DebcOea,  czUv.,  307. 
§  See  (4)  Debates,  cxlv.,  51. 


271 


Que:ti(m8. 


{COMMONS} 


Questions. 


272 


Increased  Pay  for  Royal  IriBh 
CoABtabolary* 

Mr.  SLOAN  (Belfast,  S.) :  To  ask  the 

Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 

of  Ireland  whether   he  intends  carrying 

out  the  recommendations  contained  in 

the  Commissioners'  Reports  of  1901  in 

regard  to  increased  pay  of  Bo^al  Irish 

Constabulary ;  ard,  if  so,  when. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Walter  Long.)  Effect 
has  already  been  given  to  such  of  the 
recommendations  of  the  Committee  as  do 
not  involve  legislation.  I  am  unable  at 
present  to  say  when  legislation  on  the  sub- 
ject can  be  introduced. 

Complaints  against  Belmnllet  and  Bangor* 
Enris  Police  Force. 

Me.  O'KELLY  (Mayo,  N.) :  To  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  will  state 
whether  any  charges  have  been  made  by 
Patrick  Murphy,  of  Munhin,  Bangor- 
£rris,  county  Mayo,  against  members  of 
the  Royal  Irish  Constabulary  stationed  in 
BelmuUet  and  in  Bangor-Erris,  county 
Mayo,  and,  if  so,  has  any  inquiry  into 
these  charges  been  ordered  by  the  In- 
spector-Oeneral  of  the  Royal  Irish  Con- 
stabulary. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Walter  Long.)  Yes,  Sir, 
charges  of  various  kinds  against  several 
members  of  the  force  have  been  made 
by  the  person  named.  These  complaints 
were  carefully  investigated  and  found 
to  be  either  unfounded  or  frivolous,  and  to 
have  been  made  from  vindictive  motives. 

Promotion  in  the  Dublin  Metropolitan 
Police  Force* 

Mr.  DELANY:  To  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord -Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether  he  is  aware  that  young  men 
joining  the  Dublin  Metropolitan  Police 
are  guaranteed  that  all  promotions  shall 
be  made  from  the  ranks  of  the  force, 
according  to  seniority,  ability,  and  good 
conduct,  no  reference  being  made  to  in- 
fluence ;  and  whether  he  can  say  if  those 
conditions  have  been  observed  in  filling 
the  higher  positions  in  the  force. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Walter  Long.)  Promo- 
tions are  made  from  the  ranks,  and  are 
regulated  by  the  fulfilment  of  require- 
ments, of  which  influence  is  certainly  not 
one,  common  to  all  disciplined  forces  of 
police. 


Delay  in  Payment  of  Sa'ary  of  Teacher 
of  Armagh  M.  N.  School,  Boll  Ko.  101. 

Me.  LONSDALE  (Armagh.  Mid) :  To 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  what  is  the  reason 
of  the  delay  in  paying  to  the  teacher  of 
the  Armagh  M.  N.  School,  Roll  No.  101, 
his  salary  for  the  quarter  ending  the  Slst 
March,  notwithstanding  that  his  quarterly 
return  and  salary  claim  were  forwarded 
to  the  Education  Ofiice  on  1st  April. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Walter  Long.)  The 
senior  inspector  has  been  directed  to 
inquire  into  a  charge  which  has  been  pre- 
ferred against  this  teacher,  and,  pending 
the  receipt  of  the  inspector's  report,  pay- 
ment of  salary  has  been  withheld. 

Condition  of  Irish  Poor  Law  Medical 

Service. 

Dr.  THOMPSON  (Monaghan,  N.) : 
To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  his  attention 
has  been  drawn  to  the  recent  report  of 
Surgeon-General  Evatt,  as  to  the  con- 
dition of  the  Irish  Poor  Law  Medical 
Service,  and  if  he  will  grant  a  small  Com- 
mittee to  consider  the  grievances  com- 
plained of. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Walter  Long.)  I  have 
nothing  to  add  to  the  reply  given  by  my 
right  hon.  friend  the  Member  for  Dover 
to  the  similar  Question  addressed  to  him 
on  the  29th  Aprilf,  1904. 

Experiment  hj  Irish  Board  of  Africoltnre 
regarding  mpregnation  of  Soil  with 
Nitrogen  T 


itrogen 

Me.  FFRENCH  (Wexford,  S.) :  To 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  the  Irish 
Board  of  Agriculture  have  made  any  ex- 
periments regarding  the  impregnation 
of  the  soil  with  nitrogen  bacteria ; 
whether  the  experiments  have  proved 
successful ;  and,  if  so,  will  steps  betaken 
to  instruct  the  Irish  farmers  in  this  pro- 
cess.        2  I  ^' 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Walter  Lof^.)  The  De- 
partment have  inoculated  soils  at  numer- 
ous centres  in  the  manner  referred  to  in 
the  Question,  but  until  the  crops  have  had 
time  to  grow  it  is  impossible  to  say  with 
what  results.  If  tiie  system  proves 
successful  the  agricultural  instnictors 
appointed  by  county  committees  will 
show  farmers  how  to  use  the  preparation. 

t  See  (4)  DebctUst  cxxxiv.,  12. 
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Corporal  Punishment  of  Chinese 
Labourers  in  the  Transyaal. 


Mr.  BEAUMONT  (Northumberland, 
Hexham):  To  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the«Colonies  if  he  will  state  the 
number  of  Chinamen  who  have  been 
sentenced  to  corporal  punishment  since 
the  introduction  of  indentured  labour 
into  the  Transvaal,  the  number  of  strokes 
in  each  case,  and  in  how  many  instances 
the  sentence  was  carried  out. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Secretary  LyUekon.) 
The  Returns  for  July  to  January,  pub- 
lished in  [Cd.  2401],  show,  as  I  under- 
stand, that  five  were  sentenced  during 
that  period  to  twenty  strokes  for  assault 
with  intent  to  do  grievous  bodily  harm, 
the  Return  for  February  which  was  sub- 
sequently received  shows  one  case  sen- 
tenced to  ten  strokes  for  the  same  offence. 


I  will  make  inquiry  as  to  any  subsequent 
sentences  of  the  kind. 

Pistols  Manufactured  at  Enfield  Small 
Arms  Factory. 

Mr.    ABEL    SMITH    (Hertfordshire, 

Hertford) :  To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 

for  War   what  number  of  pistols  weie 

manufactured  at  the  Enfield  Small  Arms 

Factory  and  the  cost  per  pistol  for  the 

years  1878,  1879,  1880,  1881,  1882,  1883, 

1884,  and  1885 ;  what  was  the  amount 

spent  on  plant  and  machinery  for  pistols 

at  Enfield  for  the    same  period ;    and 

what  has  become  of  the  machinery. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  Secretary  Arnold- 
Forster,)  As  regards  the  first  part  of  the 
Question  a  statement  containing  the  re- 
quired statistics  is  attached.  As  regards 
the  second  part  of  the  Question  the 
amounts  expended  cannot  be  ascertained 


The  sentences  were,  I  understand,  carried  j  as  no  separate  account  for  plant  and 
out.  I  should  add  that,  as  is  pointed  out 
at  page  41  of  [Cd.  2401],  by  the  law  of  the 
■Colony  no  sentence  of  whipping  imposed 
by  a  magistrate  can  be  carried  out  till  the 
record  is  sent  to  and  the  sentence  con- 
finned  by  a  Judge  of  the  Supreme  Court. 


machinery  for  pistols  was  kept.  As  re- 
gards the  third  part  of  the  Question  such 
machines  as  could  be  utilised  and  were 
worth  conversion  were  altered  and  used 
for  the  manufacture  of  rifles,  and  the  re- 
mainder were  brought  to  produce. 


Pistols  Manufactured  at  Bnfield. 


Year. 

Description. 

Nnmbor. 

Rate. 

■ 

Amount. 

1878-9 

_                      _ 

Nil. 

1879-1880 

—                      — 

NU. 

1880-1881 

Pistols,        Revolver,        Enfield 
MarkL 

11,112 

£      8. 

2  19 

d. 
7-2 

£        8,     d, 
33,110  16     4f 

1881-2 

Pistols,  Revolver,  B.L.  Enfield 
pattern 

1.307 

2  19 

7-2 

3,894 

13    8 

1882-3 

Pistols,  Revolver,  Mark  II. 

8,480 

3    5 

3 

27,664 

19    2 

188a-4 

Do.                do. 

1,002 

2  12 

11 

2,651 

12    6f 

1884-5 

Do.               do. 

2,623 

2    3 

11 

5,763 

14  lOi 

» 

Pistols,  Ounmetal,  Instantaneous 
Fu*e,  Mark  11.       -        -        - 

9 

3    4 

3-2 

28 

0    5 

1885-6 

Pistols,  Revolver,  B.L.  Enfield, 
Mark  II.         .        .        .        - 

2,050 

1  16 

H 

3,720 

7    4f 

9» 

Pistols,     Revolver,     Gunmetal, 
Instantaneous  Fuze,  Mark  II. 

320 

2  19 

6 

952 

2    2J 

1886-7 

Pistol,  Revolver,  B.L.  Enfield, 
MarklL         .        .        .        . 

1 

1  16 

4 

1 

16    4 

L2 
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QUESTIONS  IN  THE  HOUSE, 


Transport  ot  Soldiers  in  South  Africa. 

*Genebal  LAURIE  (Pembroke  and  \ 
Haverfordwest) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether  he  is 
aware  that  in  South  Africa  soldiers  are 
moved  by  railway  in  carriages  which  are 
set  apart  for  natives,  and  in  which  no  ^ 
white  man  will  travel,  and  that  when  { 
soldiers  are  placed  in  these  carriages  slips 
marked  ** soldiers,'*  or  "military,*'  and 
which  are  kept  available  for  this  purpose, 
are  pasted  over  the  word  **  natives  " ;  and 
whether,  in  the  interests  of  the  Army, 
he  will  take  steps  to  have  this  practice 
discontinued,  and  British  troops  conveyed 
under  the  same  conditions  and  in  the 
same  carriages  as  other  white  men. 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  Aenold-Forster,  Belfast, W.): 
Nothing  is  known  at  the  War  Office  of  the 
matter  alleged  in  the  Question.  In- 
quiries will,  however,  be  made. 

♦General  LAURIE :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  ascertain  as  to  the 
protests  made  by  Commanding  Officers 
against  this  treatment  of  their  men  ? 

Mr.  ARNOLD-FORSTER  :  No  such 
complaints  have  been  received  at  the 
War  Office. 

The  Tibetan  OoiiTention. 

Sir  MANCHERJEE  BHOWNAG- 
GREE  (Bethnal  Green,  N.E.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
if  any  modifications  in  the  terms  of  the 
Tibet  Convention  have  been  agreed  upon 
in  consequence  of  the  negotiations  that 
have  recently  taken  place  between  Great 
Britain  and  China ;  if  so,  will  he  state 
the  nature  and  particulars  of  the  changes 
to  be  effected ;  and,  further,  if  the 
Government  of  India  have  been  con- 
sulted on  the  subject. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
INDIA  (Mr.  Brodrick,  Surrey,  Guild- 
ord) :  The  negotiations  as  to  the  ad- 
hesion of  China  to  the  Tibet  Convention 
are  still  proceeding,  and  I  am  not  in  a 
position  to  make  any  statement  on  the 
subject.     The     negotiations    are     being 


conducted  on  behalf  of  His  Majesty's 
Government  in  India  by  the  Government 
of  India. 

The  Agreement  with  the  Mullah. 

•Mr.  LEIF  JONES  (Westmorelandr 
Appleby) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under- 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  A&irs 
whether  he  will  now  lay  upon  the  Table 
the  terms  of  the  provisional  agreement 
which  has  been  concluded  with  the 
Mullah. 

The  UNDER-SECRETARY  or 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Earl 
Percy,  Kensington,  S.) :  I  would  refer 
the  hon.  Member  to  the  Answer  given 
to  my  hon.  friend  the  Member  for  l^ng'a 
Lynn  on  the  10th  instf.  There  is  no- 
object  in  laying  the  terms  of  a  provisional 
agreement  which  is  to  be  superseded  by 
the  fuller  treaty '  concluded  with  the 
Italian  Government. 

♦Mr.  LEIF  JONES:  Is  there  anr 
special  reason  for  withholding  this  agree- 
ment ? 

Earl  PERCY:  There  is  no  reason 
whatever. 

♦Mr.  LEIF  JONES :  How  does  the- 
noble  Lord  know  that  there  is  no  object 
in  laying  it  on  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

Earl  PERCY :  It  is  an  incomplete 
document,  merely  an  abbreviated  form 
of  the  Italian  Agreement,  and  it  is  ta 
be  superseded  by  another  treaty. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  (Tower  Ham- 
lets, Poplar) :  Can  the  noble  Lord  giv& 
an  explanation  of  the  long  delay  in  the^ 
information  coming  to  the  Government 
as  to  the  actual  position  between  them 
and  the  Mullah.  The  arrangement  was^ 
made  six  or  eight  weeks  ago* 

Earl  PERCY :  I  gave  an  identical 
Answer  ten  days  ago.  Some  of  the  delay 
has  been  caused  through  the  transmis- 
sion of  telegrams  between  this  country 
and  Somaliland. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn  Regis) : 
Will  the  definitive  agreement,  when  it 

t  See  (4)  Debates,  cxlv.,  1478. 
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pool  in  the  event  of  their  being  selected 
for  the  duty. 


Eabl  PERCY  :    Oh,  certainly. 


Mb-    crooks   (Woolwich):   Will  it 
Lave  the  MuUah's  signature  ? 

p^o  Answer  was  returned.] 

Savinci  Bank  Oapital  Aeconnt. 

Db.  MACNAMARA  (Camberwell,  N.)  ^ 
1  beg  to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Ez- 
•chequer  whether  his  attention  has  been 
•directed  to  the  statement  of  Sir  E.  W. 
Hamilton,  in  his  evidence  given  before 
the  Select  Committee  on  Savings  Banks 
Funds,  1902  (Question  1152),  that  if 
^^OBSols  went  down  to  90  there  would 
l>e  a  serious  loss  on  the  capital  account 
of  the  savings  banks ;  and  whether, 
.as  Consols  have  fallen  to  90  and  lower, 
he  will  say  if  this  loss  on  the  capital 
account  has  been  incurred ;  and,  if  so, 
is  it  his  intention  to  propose  measures 
ior  making  the  same  good. 

Tbk  chancellor  07  the  EX- 
<7HEQUER  (Mr.  Austen  Chamberlain, 
l^orcestershire,  E.) :  Yes,  Sir  ;  I  have 
jseen  Sir  E.  Hamilton's  evidence  before 
the  Committee  in  which  he  pointed  out 
that,  if  Consols  went  down  to  90  and  it 
^were  necessary  to  realise  them  at  that 
3>rice,  a  great  loss  of  capital  would  be 
incuned — not,  however,  by  the  savings 
hank  dq>ositors,  but  by  the  Exchequer. 
But-  no  necessity  has  arisen,  or,  as  far 
ss  I  can  see,  is  likely  to  arise,  for  selling 
^  current  prices  the  Consols  which  are 
held  as  permanent  investments.  No  such 
loss  has  therefore  been  realised,  &nd  no 
iSpecial  measures  are  necessary  in  respect 
of  the  savings  banks. 

£taS  of  Marine  Post  Office  on  American 

Linen. 

Mr.  swift  MACNEILL  (Donegal,  8.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster-General  if 
he  will  state  whether  men  from  the  Liver- 
pooh  Post  Office  have  been  appointed  to 
the  marine  post  office  which  is  to  be 
•established  on  the  American  Uners ;  and 
■does  he  intend  to  appoint  any  officials 
from  the  DubUn  Office  who  have  for  years 
<lealt  efficiently  with  American  mails, 
^nd  who  are  willing  to  transfer  to  Liver- 


The  POSTMASTER-GENERAL  (Lord 
Stanley,  Lancashire,  Westhoughton) : 
In  reply  to  this  Question  and  that 
asked  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  College 
Division  of  Dublin,  I  cannot  do  better 
than  refer  to  the  Answer  given  to  a  Ques- 
tion on  the  same  subject  asked  on  the 
9th  instant.-f  As  I  then  intimated,  con- 
venience in  working  the  system  and  com- 
petency to  perform  the  duties  will  govern 
the  selection  of  officers ;  and  I  cannot 
pledge  myself  to  the  employment  of  men 
wilhng  to  be  transferred  to  Liverpool, 
irrespectively  of  the  convenience  of  the 
service. 

Mr.  swift  MACNEILL  asked  whether 
the  principle  of  natural  selection 
that  prevailed  on  the  Treasury  Bench 
would  be  adopted. 

Lord  STANLEY:  Yes,  Sir.  The 
best  man  for  the  job. 

The  following  is  the  Question  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  College  Green  referred  to 
in  the  above  Answer — 

Mr.  NANNETTI  :  To  ask  the  Post- 
master-General whether,  since  it  was 
stated  that  the  question  of  competency 
was  the  one  that  would  have  effect  when 
officers  would  be  selected  for  the  marine 
post  office,  he  will  say  if  it  is  his  intention 
to  appoint  the  officers  on  the  DubUn  and 
Queenstown  T.  P.  0.,  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  these  men  have  been  dealing  with 
American  mails  for  twenty  years,  and 
that  by  their  training  they  are  as  well 
fitted  for  the  position  of  sorting  clerks 
on  the  marine  post  office  as  any  other 
officials. 

Books  for  Prisonen. 
^  Sir  henry  FOWLER  (Wolverhamp- 
ton, E.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  a  state- 
ment made  by  the  Rev.  Charles  Jennings 
(who  on  Friday  the  5th  inst.  was  sent  to 
Worcester  Gaol  for  refusing  to  pay  the 
education  rate),  that  he  took  with  him  to 
prison  three  books,  viz.     "  The  Imitation 
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of  Christ,"  by  Thomas  k  Kempis,  the  Cfom- 
mentaries  of  Julius  Caesar,  and  Charles 
Lamb's  '*  Essays  of  Elia,"  that  he  was 
allowed  to  retain  the  Thomas  k  Kempis 
and  Cttisar,  but  was  not  allowed  to  keep 
the  ''  Essays  of  EUa  "  ;  will  he  say  what 
authority  is  responsible  for  this  action, 
and  on  what  grounds  was  this  selection  of 
books  made ;  and  whether  the  exercise 
of  such  authority  meets  with  the  sanction 
of  the  Prison  Commissioners. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for  the 
HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Akbbs- 
Douglas,  Kent,  St.  Augustine's) :  The 
prison  rules  provide  for  the  supply  to 
prisoners  of  books  from  the  prison  Hbrary, 
and  do  not  allow  them  to  have  others, 
except  by  special  authority.  In  this  case 
the  governor,  out  of  special  consideration 
to  the  prisoner,  who  was  only  under  a 
sentence  of  seven  days,  allowed  him  to 
have  two  of  his  own  books  to  read  as  well 
as  a  supply  from  the  hbrary,  and  yi  all 
the  circumstances  I  entirely  agree  with 
the  Prison  Commissioners  in  thinking 
that  he  would  not  have  been  justified  in 
allowing  more  than  two. 

In  answer  to  a  further  Question,     ; 

> 

Mb.  AKERS-DOUGLAS  said  the 
matter  was  one  for  the  discretion  of  the 
governor. 

SiR^JOHN  GORST  (Cambridge  Uni- 
versity) :  What  authority  settles  what 
books  shall  be  in  the  prison  hbrary  ? 

Mb.  AKERS-DOUGLAS  :  I  cannot 
say,  but  I  will  ascertain  if  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man desires. 

Telephone  Fires  in  London. 

Sib  THOMAS  DEWAR  (Tower  Ham- 
lets, St.  Greorge's) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  oi  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  report  of  the  inquiry  into 
the  cause  of  the  telephone  fires  at  the 
Mansion  House  Chambers  and  Oxford 
Court,  Cannon  Street,  which  disclosed 
the  fact  that  the  fires  broke  out  simul- 
taneously through  a  telephone  cable 
coming  into  contact  with  a  high  tension 
current ;  and,  in  view  of  expert  evi- 
dence as  to  the  danger  of  such  currents 
being  in  proximity  to  telephone  cables 


will  he  consider  the  expediency  of  ap- 
pointing a  Committee  to  inquire  into 
the  subject  of  telephone  risks  and  their- 
prevention. 

Mb.  AKERS-DOUGLAS :  My  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  this  matter 
by  a  report  made  to  me  by  the  coroner 
for  the  City  of  London,  and  I  have  also- 
consulted  the  authorities  of  the  General 
Post  Office.  I  understand  that  the 
question  of  preventing  the  occurrence 
of  similar  fires  in  the  future  raises  no- 
problems  of  special  difficulty.  The  ex- 
pert advisers  of  the  General  Post  Office^ 
and  also,  I  do  not  doubt,  those  of  the 
National  Telephone  Company,  con- 
stantly keep  in  view  the  prevention  of 
risks  arising  from  the  lajring  of  tele- 
phone cables,  and  in  tiiese  circum- 
stances I  agree  with  the  coroner's  jurf 
in  thinking  that  it  is  not  necessary^ 
to  hold  a  Government  inquiry. 

Destmction  of  Stray  London  Dogs. 

Mb.  McCRAE  (Edinburgh,  E.):  Od^ 
behalf  of  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Denbighshire,  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
whether  the  veterinary  and  other  yards, 
to  which  the  Metropolitan  PoUce  take 
stray  dogs  are  subject  to  any  and  what 
inspection,  and  if  there  exists  any  and 
what  prescribed  method  of  destroying: 
such  dogs ;  whether  his  attention  has. 
been  called  to  the  fact  that  at  the  yard 
in  High  Street,  Bromley,  a  dog  was. 
recently  buried  aUve  under  the  mistaken 
belief  that  it  had  been  destroyed,  and 
that  at  the  same  yard  a  dog  was  recently 
destroyed  by  suffocation  and  suffered 
great  agony  during  the  process ;  and 
whether  he  proposes  to  take  any  and 
what  action  in  the  matter. 

[I  Mb.  a  K  E  R  S  •  DOUGLAS :  Dog& 
which  are  seized  by  the  MetropoUtan 
Police  within  the  county  of  London 
or  within  the  Umits  of  the  Metropolitan 
Streets  Act  are  conveyed  by  them  to- 
the  Dogs  Home  at  Battersea.  The 
local  authorities  outside  the  County^ 
of  London  are  the  county  and  borougk 
councils,  who  appoint  their  own  receiving, 
places  for  dogs  and  their  own  veterinary^ 
inspectors,  and  are  solely  responsible 
for  the  control  and  inspection  of  those 
places  and  for  the  method  of  destructioik 


281 


Que^ions. 


{15  May  1905} 


Qitestions. 


28? 


adopted.  The  yard  in  the  High  Street, 
Bromley,  is  under  the  Kent  County 
Council.  I  am  informed  that  the  dogs 
are  never  BufiFocated  there,  but  they 
are  destroyed  by  means  of  prussio  acid 
poisoning.  It  appears  that  on  the  4th 
August,  19()4,  a  dog  which  had  been 
so  poisooed  by  the  veterinary  inspec- 
tor and  which  apparently  was  dead  was 
buried  lightly  in  a  pit,  but  was  subse- 
quently found  to  be  aUve  and  was  rescued. 
The  case  was  investigated  by  the  Royal 
Society  for  the  Prevention  of  Cruelty 
to  Animals,  who  came  to  the  conclusion, 
I  understand,  that  no  cruelty  was  in- 
tentionally committed,  but  recommended 
that  a  considerable  time  should  elapse 
between  the  poisoning  and  the  burial 
of  the  dog. 

London  Electricity  Bills. 
Sir  MANCHERJEE  BHOWNAG- 
GREE:  On  behalf  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  London,  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether,  having  regard  to  the 
fact  that  numerous  Private  JBills  dealing 
with  the  supply  of  electricity  in  bulk 
within  the  Metropolitan  district  are  now 
under  consideration  by  a  Select  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Lords,  the 
GoverDment  intend  to  proceed  with 
their  Supply  of  Electricity  BiU  ;  and, 
if  so,  when ;  and  whether,  in  the  event 
of  the  Government  proceeding  with  that 
Bill,  he  will  see  that  the  Second  Beading 
is  taken  in  time  to  allow  it  to  be  referred  \ 
to  the  same  Select  Committee  to  which ! 
such,  if  any,  of  the  Private  Bills  as  come 
down  from  the  House  of  Lords  are 
referred. 

The  parliamentary  SECRE- 
TARY TO  THE  BOARD  OF  TRADE 
(Mr.  BoNAR  Law,  Glasgow,  Black- 
friars)  :  The  principal  object  of 
the  Supply  of  Electricity  Bill  is  to 
facilitate  procedure  by  Provisional  Order 
instead  of  by  Bill,  and  thus  to  save 
expense  to  local  authorities  and  com- 
panies who  may  wish  to  obtain  statu- 
tory powers  for  electric  supply.  I  hope 
to  be  able  to  proceed  with  the  Bill,  which 
was  fully  considered  by  a  Committee 
in  another  place  last  year,  as  soon  as 
public  business  admits.  The  Bill  is  a 
Public  Bill  and  has  po  special  reference 
to  the  Metropolitan  district.    I  do  not 


think  it  would  be  at  all  convenient  to  refer 
a  Public  Bill  to  a  Committee  charged  with 
the  duty  of  considering  the  specific  pro- 
posals of  certain  Local  Bills. 

Accidents  on  the  Lancashire  and  York- 
shire Bailway. 

Mb.  BELL  (Derby) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Boaid  of  Trade  whether 
he  has  received  a  report  of  an  accident 
which  occurred  at  Copy  Pit,  Lancashire 
and  Yorkshire  Railway,  on  23rd  April 
last,  to  the  9.20  p.m.  goods  train,  Hollin- 
wood  to  Rose  Grove,  which  consisted  of  120 
loaded  wagons,  weight  1,000  tons,  with 
two  engines  in  front  and  one  in  the  rear, 
due  to  the  drawbar  hook  of  the  eightieth 
wagon  from  the  train  engine  breaking 
whilst  the  train,  owing  to  its  length, 
hung  over  both  sides  of  the  summit, 
and  the  latter  portion  running  back  and 
off  the  line  at  some  catch  points ;  and 
whether  he  proposes  to  take  any  action 
with  a  view  to  preventing  such  accidents. 

Mr.  bell  :  I  beg  also  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary  to  the  Board  of  Trade  if  he  has  re- 
ceived a  report  of  a  breakaway  which 
occurredat  Copy  Pit,  Lancashire  and  York- 
shire Railway,  on  5th  May  instant,  to  the 
7.23  p.m.  goods  train  from  Leeds  to  Rose 
Grove,  consisting  of  eighty  loaded  wagons 
with  two  engines  in  front  and  one  in  the 
rear,  the  front  portion  running  away  to 
Cliviger  East  Cabin ;  whether  he  can 
state  the  number  of  accidents  and 
breakaways  which  have  occurred  during 
the  last  three  years  in  this  district  of  the 
Lancashire  and  Yorkshire  Railway,  and 
if  they  were  due  to  the  length  of  the 
trains ;  and  whether  he  will  take  im- 
mediate action  with  a  view  to  preventing 
such  accidents. 

Mr.  BONAR  law  :  Neither  of  these 
accidents  has  been  reported  to  the 
Board  of  Trade,  nor  do  the  circumstances 
as  stated  by  the  hon.  Member  appear 
to  have  been  such  as  to  require  them  to 
be  reported,  if,  as  I  gather,  no  personal 
injury  resulted.  Since  the  Ist  January, 
1902,  eleven  accidents  in  the  district 
referred  to,  due  to  the  breaking  away  of 
parts  of  goods  trains,  have  been  reported 
by  the  railway  company  in  question, 
although  in  ei^t  of  these  cases  no  one 
was  injured.  The  Board's  information 
does  not  show  whether  the  length  of  the 
trains  caused  or  contributed  to  any  of 
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these  accidents.  Advantage  will  be 
taken  of  an  inqniiy  about  to  be  held  by  one 
of  the  Board's  inspecting  officers  into 
another  accident  in  the  neighbourhood 
to  make  some  investigation  into  the 
general  question  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  has   drawn   attention. 

Hnngiy  London  Ohildr«n. 

j  JDb.  MACNAMARA:  I  beg  to  ask 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  whether  he  has  now  considered 
the  B  desirableness  of  making  any 
charge  incurred  under  the  Order 
deaUng  with  the  feeding  of  hungry 
children  in  London  a  charge  upon  the 
Metropolitan  Common  Poor  Fund,  and 
not  upon  the  poor  rate  for  each  parish ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  he  has  arrived  at 
any  decision  upon  the  matter. 

The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Gerald 
Balfour,  Leeds,  Central) :  As  the  hon. 
Member  is  aware,  legislation  would  be 
necessary  to  give  effect  to  his  suggestion. 
I  could  not  give  any  promise  to  introduce 
a  Bill  for  this  purpose. 

Dr.  MACNAMARA :  Will  the  Local 
Government  Board  spread  the  incidence 
of  this  cost  over  London  ? 

Mr.  GERALD  BALFOUR :  I  cannot 
go  beyond  what  I  said  on  a  previous 
occasion.  I  think  the  matter  is  worthy  of 
consideration,  but  I  do  not  see  any 
chance  of  introducing  the  necessary 
legislation  this  session. 

Feeding  of  Fatherless  Children. 

Dr.  MACNAMARA:  I  beg  to  ask 
Ihe  President  of  the  Local  Gfovernment 
Board  whether  the  Order  dealing  with 
the  feeding  of  hungry  children  will  en- 
able boards  of  guardians  to  assist  under 
it  fatherless  children  living  with  their 
mothers,  and  to  assist  the  children  of 
wives  not  living  with  their  husbands. 


Mr.  GERALD  BALFOUR:  The 
Order  would  not  apply  in  the  first  case 
mentioned  in  the  Question,  or  in  the 
second,  if  the  child  was  not  residing  with 
the  father.  The  limitations  in  the  Order 
are  consequent  on  the  terms  of  the  enact- 
ments under  which  it  was  issued,  but  in 


any  case  of  the  kind  referred  to,  if  the 
child  was,  in  fact,  destitute  of  necessary 
food,  and  application  for  relief  was  made 
on  his  behalf  to  the  guardians  or  the 
relieving  officer  by  any  responsible  per- 
son, it  would  be  incumbent  on  the  guar- 
dians, and  in  a  case  of  sudden  or  urgent 
necessity  on  the  relieving  officer,  to  afiord 
the  requisite  relief.  In  general,  however, 
it  could  not  be  given  on  loan. 

Heavy  Motor  Traffic  in  London- 
^General  LAURIE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Local  Grovemment  Board 
whether  he  has  seen  any  of  the  furniture 
removal  vans,  with  locomotive  fittings 
and  with  another  furniture  van  attached 
as  a  trailer,  which  are  now  occupying 
the  streets  of  the  Metropolis,  and  which 
are  permitted  under  the  heavy  motor- 
car regulations  to  travel  at  a  speed  far 
in  excess  of  what  is  allowed  to  horse 
traffic ;  and  whether  he  will  take  steps 
by  personal  observation  and  otherwise 
to  examine  the  situation  and  make  such 
modifications  as  will  restore  to  the  general 
public  the  free  use  of  the  public  roads. 

Mr.  GERALD  BALFOUR  :  I  under- 
stand there  are  a  certain  number  of  vans 
answering  to  the  description  in  the  Ques- 
tion at  present  in  use  in  the  Metropolis. 
Under  the  regulations  the  speed  of  a 
heavy  motor-car  drawing  a  trailer  is  not 
to  exceed  five  miles  an  hour,  and  I  under- 
stand that  the  police  have  been  directed 
to  see  that  the  vehicles  in  question  do 
not  proceed  at  a  speed  in  excess  of  the 
legal  maximum. 

^General  LAURIE : ,  But  is  it  not 
a  fact  that  these  heavy  motor-cars  with 
rubber  tyres  are  allowed  to  go  eight 
miles  an  hour  ? 

Mr.  GERALD  BALFOUR  :  I  do  not 
think  these  cars  have  rubber  tyres. 

^General  LAURIE :  I  am  certain 
that  under  the  regulations  they  can 
travel  eight  miles  an  hour  and  go  much 
quicker  than  five  miles. 

Holbom  Town  Clerk's  Defecations. 

ftR  JOSEPH  LEE8E  (Lancashire. 
Accrington) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  what 
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part  the  audit  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  has  played  in  connection  with 
the  fraads  of  which  the  late  town  clerk 
of  Holbom  has  been  convicted ;  whether 
h3  has  anv  official  information  showing 
that  robberies  to  the  amount  of  thousands 
-of  pounds  have  for  years  been  passed  by 
the  audit,  which,  but  for  the  fact  that 
the  town  clerk  became  ill,  would  not 
Lave  been  discovered ;  and  what  steps, 
if  any,  he  proposes  to  take  in  the  matter. 

Mr.  GBRALD  BALFOUR :  At  the 
last  audit,  the  district  auditor  dis- 
covered that  Mr.  Jones,  the  late  town 
clerk  of  Holbom,  had  improperly  retained 
a  large  sum  received  by  him  on  behalf 
of  the  borough  council,  and  as  a  result 
of  this  discovery  all  the  frauds  of  which 
Mr-  Jones  was  convicted  were  at  once 
brought  to  light.  The  Answer  to  the 
second  part  of  the  Question  is  in  the 
negative,  and  I  may  say  that  it  was 
prior  to  Mr.  Jones  s  ilhiess  that  the 
improper  retention  of  a  considerable  part 
•of  the  moneys  in  question  was  discovered 
by  the  auditor,  who  thereupon  called 
upon  Mr.  Jones  to  produce  proof  that 
he  had  not  receivea  any  part  of  the 
remainder.  The  case  does  not  appear 
to  be  one  in  which  it  is  necessary  that  I 
should  take  any  action. 

Mr.  BENN  (Devonport) :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  whether  he  has  received  a  request 
that  some  person  representing  the  Govern- 
ment should  assist  the  Holbom  Borough 
Council  in  its  present  inquiry  into  its 
Administration;  and,  if  so,  whether  he 
<'an  comply  with  the  request. 

Mr.  GERALD  BALFOUR  :  I  received 
xi  letter  from  the  Holbom  Borough 
Oouncil,  in  which  they  stated  that  while 
feeling  themselves  perfectly  competent 
to  investigate  their  own  affairs  Ihey 
would  welcome  the  presence  of  any 
-official  the  Local  Government  Board 
would  care  to  send  to  assist  at  the 
xneetings  of  the  special  committee  investi- 
gating the  defalcations  of  the  late  town 
clerk.  This  communication  received  my 
consideration,  but  I  did  not  think  it 
necessary  to  avail  m3^elf  of  the  offer 
of  the  council. 


Mr.  BENN :  Then  does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  propose  to  allow  this  investi- 
gation to  be  resumed  without  any 
appearance  at  the  inquiry  on  the  part 
of  his  Department  ? 

Mr,  GERALD  BALFOUR :  I  do  not 
think  the  interference  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  is  called  for.  Had 
the  borough  council  requested  me  to 
send  an  official  I  might  have  done  so, 
but  they  did  not. 

Mr.  BENN :  But  you  had  a  letter  from 
the  council  1 

Mr.  deputy-speaker  :  Order, 
order  !  The  hon.  Member  is  not  entitled 
to  argue  the  matter. 

Mr.  THEODORE  TAYLOR  (Lanca- 
shire, Radcliffe)  .  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  take  action  in  accordance  with 
the  last  clause  of  the  Question  1 

Mr.  GERALD  BALFOUR :  There  has 
been  no  request. 

Secret  Ctommissions. 

Mr.  BENN :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  whether 
he  is  aware  that  during  last  year  the 
Holborn  Borough  Council  spent  £1,200  in 
opposing  Bills  affecting  London,  and  that 
Messrs.  Bircham  and  Co.,  Parliamentary 
agents  to  the  borough,  paid  to  the  late 
town  clerk,  unknown  to  the  Holbom 
Borough  Council,  33^  per  cent,  commis- 
sion of  all  profit  charges  on  such  business ; 
and  whether  he  will  take  steps  to  extend 
the  provisions  of  the  Public  Bodies 
Corrupt  Practices  Act,  1889,  to  such 
payments. 

Mr.  GERALD  BALFOUR:  I  am 
informed  that  the  expenses  referred  to  in 
the  first  part  of  the  Question  approxi- 
mated to  the  sum  mentioned.  It  is  stated 
in  a  letter  from  Messrs.  Bircham  &  Co. 
published  in  the  Press  that  they  never 
held  any  appointment  or  retainer  from 
the  borough  council,  but  that  for  some 
eighteen  years  past  they  had  undertaken 
for  Mr.  Jones  (the  late  town  clerk)  on 
"  agency  terms  "  certain  work  in  connec- 
tion with  Parliamentary  business,  and 
that  under  this  arrangement  they  made 
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certain  payments  to  him.  The  question 
of  any  extension  of  the  Public  Bodies 
Corrupt  Practices  Act,  1889,  is  hardly  one 
for  the  Local  Government  Board,  but  I 
may  remind  the  hon.  Member  that  the 
Prime  Minister  stated  on  Thursday  lastf 
that  payments  of  this  description  are  now 
engaging  the  attention  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor  and  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees in  the  House  of  Lords,  and  also  of 
the  Incorporated  Law  Society. 

Mr.  BENN  :  Is  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man aware  that  Messrs.  Bircham's  bill 
was  paid  in  full  by  the  Holborn  To¥m 
Council  and  that  the  money  which  Jones 
received  was  received  secretly  by  him  and 
without  the  knowledge  of  the  council? 
If  so,  is  not  this  a  matter  coming  under 
thePubUc  Bodies  Corrupt  Practices  Act  ? 

Mr.  GERALD  BALFOUR  :  It  mav  be 
80,  but  I  am  not  prepared  to  say  **  Yes  " 
or  **  No."  It  would  not  be  a  matter  for 
the  Local  Government  Board,  but  rather 
for  the  law  officers  of  the  Crown. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  says  Messrs.  Bircham  had 
long  done  business  on  "agency  terms." 
What  is  the  meaning  of  that  phrase  ? 

Mr.  GERALD  BALFOUR :  I  said  that 
was  the  statement  made  to  me  in  a  letter 
from  Messrs.  Bircham. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES :  But  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  adopted  it. 

Mr.  GERALD  BALFOUR :  I  am  not 
well  acquainted  with  the  facts.  I  simply 
conveyed  to  the  House  the  information 
given  to  me. 

Parliamentary  Agents  and  'Agency 

Terms." 

Mr.  BENN:  I  beg  to  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  he  has  any 

further  information  as  to  the  nature  of 

the  payments  made  by  Messrs.  Bircham 

Sc  Co.,  Parliamentary  agents,  by  way  of 

commission    to  the   late    town  clerk  of 

Holborn;  and  whether  he  is  aware  that 

part  of  this  commission  has,  since  the 

trial,   been     refunded    to    the  borough 

council. 

t  See  page  57. 


The    attorney- general    (Sir 
Robert    Finlat,    Inverness    Burghs): 
My   right    hon.    friend    has    asked   me: 
to    answer   this    Question.      I    under- 
stand that  the  facts  are  as  follows :  Mr. 
Jones    was    solicitor    to   the    Hoiborii 
Borough  Council,  and  employed  Messrs. 
Bircham  as  Parliamentary  agents  upon 
what  are  known  as  '*  agency  terms/*  that 
is,  that  the  fees  should  be  divided  between 
the  solicitor    and   the  agents.    Messrs. 
Bircham  accordingly  paid  Jones  as  his^ 
share  of  the  fees  which  they  had  received 
two  cheques ;  one  for  £116  13s.  in  respect 
of  work  up  to  the  end  of  1903,  and  the 
other  for  £94  lis.  for  work  up  to  the  end 
of  1904.    The  first  of  these  cheques  was 
cashed  by    Jones,   but  the  cheque  for 
£94  14s.  was  found  uncashed  among  his 
papers  by  the  borough  council  after  hiff 
defalcations  had   come    to   light.     The 
council  claimed  that  they  were  entitled 
to  it,  and  Messrs.  Bircham  paid  to  them 
the  amount  on  receiving  their  indemnity 
against  other  claims  by  Jones  or  his  repre- 
sentatives.   It  now  appears  that  Jones,, 
by  the  terms  of  his  engagement  with 
the  council,  was  bound  to  hand  over  to 
them  all  fees  received  by  him  during  his- 
tenure  of  office,    but  Messrs.   Bircham 
were    not  aware    of  this   arrangement. 
Jones  did  not  account  for  these  fees,  and 
retained  for  his  own  use  the  amount  of  the 
cheque  cashed  by  him  for  £116  13s.,  con- 
cealing the  fact  that  he  had  received  it. 
Work  upon  agency  terms  is  well  known^ 
and  payments  made  in   respect    of    it 
cannot  be  correctly  described  as  *' com- 
mission."    Work    upon    such    terms    is^ 
very  common  as  between  solicitors,  anl 
has    prevailed    extensively   as    between 
Parliamentary  agents  and  solicitors.     One- 
of  the  recommendations  of  a  Joint  Com- 
mittee  of  both  Houses  in  1876  was  that 
such  division  of  fees  as  between  Parlia- 
mentary agents  and  solicitors  should  be 
prohibited.    Debates  took  place  in  both 
Houses  upon  this  question  on  July  28th 
and  August  2nd,  1876.    There  was  then„ 
and  always  has  been,  a  great  division  of 
opinion  on  this  subject,  and  no  action 
was  taken  on  the  Report  of  1876.    The 
question  of  the  propriety  of  such  agency" 
terms    in    the    case    of    Parliamentary 
agents  is  now  under  the  consideration  a£ 
the  authorities  of  both  Houses. 
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Mr.  BBNN  :  May  I  ask  whether  the 
Holborn  Borough  Council  were  aware  of 
these  pajments  from  Messrs.  Bircham  to 
Jones*? 

Sir  ROBERT  PINLAY  :  I  suppose  the 
town  council  knew  nothing  of  the  fact ;  but 
Tor  eighteen  years  similar  arrangements  as 
to  agency  terms  had  existed.  I  have  just 
said  that  these  payments  were  concealed 
by  Jones  from  the  council. 

Mr.  BENN  :  Jones  had  not  been  town 
clerk  for  eighteen  years  ;  and  when  he 
was  appointed  quite  a  different  set  ^of 
circumstances  arose,  of  which  Messrs. 
Bircham  were  fully  aware. 

Sir  ROBERT  PINLAY:  The  difference 
is  not  of  the  slightest  importance.  Be- 
fore the  arrangements  with  the  borough 
council,  Jones  was  clerk  for  the  St.  Giles's 
Board,  and  then  he  employed  Messrs. 
Bircham.  When  the  St.  Giles's  Board 
ceased  to  exist,  Jones  became  town  clerk 
of  the  Holborn  Borough  Council,  and 
still  employed  Messrs.  Bircham  on  the 
same  terms. 

Mr.  BENN:  Has  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  any  objection  to 
placing  on  the  Table  of  the  House  the 
cross-examination  of  Messrs.  Bircham 
which  took  place  at  this  inquiry  ? 
• 

Sir  ROBERT  PINLAY :  It  is  open 
to  any  hon.  Member  to  look  at  it. 

Bates  on  Oovemment  Property. 
Mr.  BENN:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  whether  he  is  aware  that  if  the 
basis  of  the  present  assessment  of  the 
Houses  of  Parliament,  viz. :  £40,000, 
were  amended  to  accord  with  the  basis 
of  the  assessment  of  the  Carlton  Club,  it 
would  be  £105,000,  and  of  the  National 
Liberal  Club,  £122,000;  and  whether, 
in  view  of  the  rising  rates  in  London,  he 
will  take  steps  to  ensure  Government 
property  bearing  its  proper  share  of 
rating.^ 

The  FINANCIAL  SECRETARY  of 
thr  TREASURY  (Mr.  Victor  Caven- 
DKH,  Derbyshire,  W.) :  The  valuation  of 
the  Houses  of  Parliament  was  specifically 


mentioned  in  the  Treasury  Minute  of 
February  7th,  1896,  which  contained  the 
following  passage — "  The  Houses  of  Par- 
liament  have  hitherto  been  exempt  from 
contributions  (except  as  regards  the 
residential  portion)  on  the  ground  of 
beinic  a  Royal  Palace.  My  Lords  regard 
this  as  a  case  in  which  some  contribution 
may  be  allowed,  but  the  rules  for  the 
assessment  of  private  property  are  not 
applicable,  and  they  therefore  sanction 
the  payment  of  a  moderate  contribution 
to  be  fixed  with  due  refl^ard  to  the  peculiar 
character  of  the  property."  Having, 
re^tard  to  the  peculiar  character  of  the 
property,  the  contribution  which  is  based 
on  a  rateable  value  of  £40,000  is,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Treasury,  a  reasonable  one 

^  Mr.  BENN :  May  I  ask  whether  in. 
view  of  the  peculiar  character  of  the 
rating  burdens  in  London  the  hon. 
Gentleman  will  recommend  an  increase 
in  the  Government  contribution  1 

Sir  albert  ROLLIT  (Islington,  S.)  i 
Is  the  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  in- 
timation was  given  that  a  Committee 
might  be  appointed  to  consider  the  whole 
subject  of  the  rating  of  Government 
property,  including  the  Palace  of  West- 
minster. Is  there  still  a  willingness  to 
appoint  that  Committee  ? 

Mr.  victor  CAVENDISH:  The 
matter  was  very  carefully  investigated 
by  the  official  responsible  fox  the  Treasury 
in  conjunction  with  the  local  authority, 
and  the  fii^e  was  agreed  upon  as  reason- 
able. I  can  hold  out  no  hope  that  the 
matter  will  be  brought  forward  again.  In 
reply  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Islington 
the  Question  is  one  which  should  be 
addressed  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer. If  such  an  intimation  were 
given,  and  if  there  is  any  strong  feeling 
on  the  subject,  no  doubt  a  Committee 
might  be  appointed. 

Sir  GEORGE  BARTLEY  (IsUngton, 
N.) :  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  this  payment 
of  rates  on  Government  property  accounts 
for  £500,000  increase  in  the  Civil  Service 
Estimates  in  the  last  few  years. 

Mr.  VICTOR  CAVENDISH  :  Yes,  Sir. 
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Mr.  BENN:  The  investigation  to 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  referred 
took  place  as  far  back  as  1896,  and  in 
view  of  the  recent  rise  in  the  rates  I 
submit  another  revision  is  necessarj. 

Cnfltoma  Watchers. 

Mb.  OAUSTON  (Sonthwark,  W.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether  he  will  state  what,  if  any,  con- 
cessions he  is  prepared  to  make  in  answer 
to  the  petition  of  the  Customs  watchers. 

Mr.  victor  cavendish  :  I  have 
this  matter  still  under  my  consideration. 

Mr.  CAUSTON:  This  question  has 
now  been  under  consideration  a  very 
long  time.  I  will  repeat  the  Question 
again  next  Monday. 

Merioneth  Education  Difficulty. 

Mr.  OSMOND  WILLIAMS  (Merion- 
ethshire) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to 
the  Board  of  Education  whether  he  can 
jbtate  the  grounds  upon  which  the  whole 
of  the  education  grants  payable  to  the 
local  education  authority  of  Merioneth- 
shire, in  the  months  of  March  and  April 
last,  have  been  withheld ;  and  for  how 
long  it  is  proposed  to  withhold  such 
grants. 

The  parliamentary  SECRE- 
TARY TO  THE  •  BOARD  OF  EDUCA- 
TION (Sir  William  Anson,  Oxford  Uni- 
versity) :  No  March  grants  have  been 
withheld ;  all  grants  which  normally 
matured  for  payment  during  the  finan- 
cial year  1904-5  have  been  paid.  The 
instalments  of  fee  grant  due  in  April 
last  have  been  paid,  less  the  sums  de- 
ducted for  expenses  properly  incurred 
by  managers,  and  for  which  provision 
should  have  been  made  by  the  local 
education  authority  during  the  period 
from  30th  September  1903,  to  30th 
October  1904.  No  annual  grants  fall 
<lue  for  pa3rment,  as  regards  Merioneth 
schools,  during  the  month  of  April  owing 
to  the  incidence  of  the  school  years. 
The  aid  grant  under  Section  10  of  the 
Act  of  1902  is  paid  in  respect  of  the 
financial  year,  or  rather  for  so  much 
of  it  as  a  school  is  open.  It  may  be  paid 
by  instalments  in  advance  from  April 
1st  onwards,  and  the  Board  are  now 
considering   what   payments   they  may 


properly  make  in  respect  of  the  county 
of  Merioneth. 

Names  and  QualificationB  of  Innecton 
in  the  Xriah  Department  of  Agricmture. 

Mb.  DELANY  (Queen's  County,  Os- 
sory) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  ho^ 
many  agricultural  inspectors  are  em- 
ployed by  the  Irish  Department  of 
Agriculture,  what  are  their  names,  what 
are  the  qualifications  of  those  officials 
for  their  present  duties,  and  what  was 
their  occupation  before  they  received 
the  appointment  of  agricultural  inspec- 
tors. 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND  (Mr.  Walter  Long,  Bristol,  S.) : 
Detailed  information  in  these  matters 
will  be  printed  with  to-night*s  Votes. 

Trinity  Ctolleie  Estates. 

Mr.  JOHN  O'CONNOR  (Kildare,  N.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he 
is  aware  that  the  sale  of  certain  estates 
in  the  county  of  Kildare  has  been  de- 
layed and  hampered  owing  to  ignorance 
on  the  part  of  ^e  parties  as  to  the  terms 
upon  which  the  Trustees  of  Trinity 
College,  Dublin,  are  willing  to  sell  the 
head  rents  of  the  same;  can  he  say 
whether^  the  Trinity  College  Estates 
Commission  appointed  to  inquire  into 
the  sale  of  the  Trinity  CoU^e  estates 
has  yet  reported ;  and  whether  it  will 
deal  with  the  question  of  the  terms 
on  which  such  head  rents  will  be  sold. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG:  I  have  no 
information  to  the  effect  stated  in  the 
first  part  of  the  Question.  The  estates 
referred  to  have  not  come  before  the 
Estates  Commissioners.  As  to  the  re- 
mainder of  the  Question,  I  would  ask 
the  hon.  Member  to  await  the  Report 
of  the  Trinity  College  Commission,  which 
has  been  received  and  will  shortly  be 
laid  on  the  Table. 

Mr.  JOHN  O'CONNOR :  Is  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  the  sale 
of  certain  estates  in  county  Elildare 
cannot  be  completed  until  the  Report 
has  been  received  ? 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG:  There  will 
be  no  delay  in  laying  the  Report. 
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Bingham  Estate,  Connty  Mayo. 
Mb.  O'KELLY  (Mayo,  N.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether,  before 
authorising  the  employment  of  a  special 
police  force  to  carry  oat  the  eviction 
of  Antony  Loftos  on  the  Bingham 
Estate,  at  Doolough,  Belmullet,  county 
Mayo,  on  April  26th  last,  he  had  made 
himself  acquainted  with  the  facts  of 
the  case ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
landlord  had  given  time  to  the  tenant  for 
the  x>ayment  of  the  one-and-a-half  year's 
rent  due,  together  with  the  costs,  till  May 
12th  ;  that  the  tenant  had  only  just  been 
supplied  with  seed  potatoes  by  the  local 
bosxd  of  guardians  in  consequence  of  the 
failure  of  his  crop  the  previous  year ; 
and  that  the  full  amount  due  was  ten- 
dered to  the  sheriff  immediately  before 
the  eviction  took  place,  and  was  refused  ; 
and  wiU  he  say  whether  any  negotiations 
for  the  sale  of  this  property  passed  be- 
tween the  Estates  Commission  or  the 
Congested  Districts  Board  and  the  land- 
loid ;  and,  if  not,  will  he  suggest  to  the 
Congested  Districts  Board  the  advisa- 
bility of  opening  n^otiations  with  the 
landlord,  with  the  object  of  purchasing 
this  property  and  restoring  the  evicted 
tenant  to  his  former  status  thereon. 

Mb.  WALTER  LONG :  This  eviction 
was  carried  out  by  the  sheriff,  for  whose 
protection  and  upon  whose  requisition, 
a  force  of  four  police  attended  in  the 
ordinary  and  necessary  discharge  of  their 
duty.  The  Executive  have  no  power  to 
refuse  such  protection.  I  have  no  in- 
formation as  to  the  facts  of  the  case.  I 
understand  that  on  March  7th  the  tenant 
received  a  supply  of  seed  potatoes,  as 
stated.  So  far  as  the  police  are  aware, 
the  amount  due  was  not  tendered  to  the 
sheriff.  No  negotiations  for  the  sale  of 
this  property  have  passed  between  the 
landlord  and  the  Estates  Commissioners 
or  Congested  Districts  Board.  The  Board 
are  prepared  to  consider  any  offer  which 
may  be  made  to  them. 

Lord  Longford's  Estate,  Westmeath. 

Mb.  JOSEPH  DEVLIN  (Kilkenny,  N.): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  will 
state  whether  it  is  on  his  instructions  that 
the  Estates  Commissioners  are  acting  in 


peremptorily  requiring  the  tenants  oa 
Lord  Longford's  Estate,  in  Westmeath, 
to  sign  agreements  to  purchase  their 
holdings  not  at  the  value  of  the  landlord'^ 
interest  in  those  holdings,  but  in  excess  of 
the  joint  value  of  the  landlord's  and 
tenants'  interest  added  together,  and 
threatening  penalties  upon  those  tenants 
if  they  refuse  to  sign  such  agreements- 
within  a  week. 

Mb.  WALTER  LONG  :  The  estate  is- 
being  sold  by  direct  agreement  between 
the  landlord  and  tenants.  One  tenant 
refused  to  purchase  on  the  same  terms- 
as  the  other  tenants.  The  inspector 
reported  that  this  refusal  was  unreason- 
able,  and  the  tenant  was  accordingly 
informed  that  unless  he  should  agree  to- 
buy  his  holding  would  be  omitted  from 
the  estate  to  be  sold, 

Bligh  Estate,  Oonnty  Heath. 

Mb.  JOSEPH  DEVLIN:  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is- 
aware  that  in  the  case  of  Mr.  O'Keefe, 
on  the  Bligh  Estate,  county  Meath,  and 
other  cases  which  have  been  brought 
under  the  notice  of  the  Estates  Com- 
missioners, pressure  by  writs  and  other 
contrivances  has  been  applied  to  tenants, 
for  the  purpose  of  compelling  them  to 
sign  agreements  to  purchase  at  prices  in 
excess  of  the  entire  value  of  their  holdings*, 
including  the  landlord's  interest  and 
their  own ;  and  whether  he  will  instruct 
the  Estates  Commissioners  to  have  the 
landlord's  interest  in  all  holdings  so- 
affected  valued,  irrespective  of  any  agree- 
ments signed  under  duress,  as  a  guarantee 
that  the  land  so  affected  would  be  suffi* 
cient  security  for  the  moneys  advanced 
by  the  State. 

Mb.  WALTER  LONG:  The  appU- 
cation  for  sale  includes  the  holding  of 
Mr.  P.  O'Keefe,  who,  it  is  stated,  refuses 
to  purchase,  and  the  vendor  has  asked 
that  the  holding  be  excluded  from  the 
sale.  Before  deciding  the  matter,  the 
Conmiissioners  will,  through  their  in- 
spector, inquire  as  to  the  reasonableness 
of  Mr,  O'Eeefe's  refusal  to  buy.  If  any 
tenant  has  been  forced  by  duress  to  enter 
into  any  agreement  to  purchase  he  has 
a  cheap^and  easy^method  under  Section 
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10  of  the  Act  of  1885  of  having  the 
-agreement  revoked.  If  he  does  not  take 
that  course  the  sale  of  the  holding  must 
~be  dealt  with  under  the  ordinary  practice. 

IriBh  Education— Bole  127  (b). 
Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  will 
lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  the 
Jifinutes  of  all  meetings  of  the  Com- 
missioners of  National  Education  at  which 
Bule  127  (b)  was  considered. 

Mb.  WALTER  LONG  :  This  question 
will  be  considered  by  the  Commissioners 
At  their  next  meeting,  on  the  23rd  instant. 

Gavan  School  Taacher^s  Salary. 
Mb.  SAMUEL  YOUNG  (Cavan,  E.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he 
^san  say  on  what  date  the  claim  of  the 
principal  teacher  of  school,  Roll  No. 
11,041,  Circuit  9b,  county  Cavan,  to  an 
increment  of  good -service  salary  was 
made ;  and  whether  any  unsatisfactory 
report  was  made  upon  the  school  during 
the  triennial  period ;  and,  if  so,  on  what 
<date. 

Mb.  WALTER  LONG:  The  claim 
^as  made  on  April  15th,  1904.  An 
unsatisfactory  report  had  been  made 
on  July  14th,  1903.  The  claim  is  now 
being  reconsidered  in  connection  with  a 
recent  representation  received  from  the 
manager  on  behalf  of  the  teacher. 

Domiciliary  Visits  by  Irish  Police  at 

Athenry. 

Mb.  DUFFY  (Galway,  S.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
Athenry  the  police  have  been  in  the  habit 
•of  visiting  the  houses  of  the  people  at 
night,  forcing  the  people  to  get  out  of 
bed  to  be  inspect^  and  interrogated ; 
and  will  he  say  by  what  authority  such 
•domiciliary  visits  are  carried  out. 

Mb.  WALTER  LONG :  The  poUce 
have  visited  certain  houses  in  the  dis- 
iirict  of  Athenry  for  the  purpose  of  ob- 
taining information  in  respect  to  the 
prevention  and  detection  of  crime.  This 
4     a   fundamental   duty   of   the   police 


which,  as  peace  officers,  they  are  bound 
to  discharge.  There  is  not  the  smallest 
foundation  for  the  suggestion  that  they 
have  forced  people  to  get  out  of  bed 
to  be  inspected  and  interrogated.  The 
visits  of  the  police  were  not  made  at 
times  when  the  inmates  of  houses  were 
in  bed,  and  they  have  always  been  care- 
ful not  to  cause  inconvenience  in  any 
way  to  the  persons  visited. 

Mb.  DILLON :  My  information  is 
that  the  people  were  compelled  to  get 
out  of  bed,         i.v 

Mb.  WALTER  LONG  :  I  have  no  in- 
formation as  to  the  precise  hours,  but 
I  am  informed  that  tiie  visits  were  not 
made  at  times  at  which  the  people  ought 
to  be  in  bed. 

Mb.  DILLON  :  What  was  the  hour  ! 
By  what  right  do  the  police  insist  upon 
entering  people's  houses  without  war- 
rant? 

Mb.  WALTER  LONG:  I  wiU  en- 
deavour  to  ascertain  whether  there  is 
any  further  information  as  to  the  hour 
at  which  these  proceedings  were  taken. 

Ck>lonel  Dopping  Hepenstall's  Derrycassan 

Estate. 

Mb.  J.  P.  FARRELL  (Longford,  N.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  any 
negotiations  have  yet  been  set  on  foot 
or  opened  with  Colonel  Dopping  Hepen- 
stall  for  the  purchase  of  his  estate  at 
Derrycassan  by  the  Estates  Commis- 
sioners ;  and,  if  so,  whether  the  applica- 
tions of  the  thirteen  evicted  tenants 
on  this  estate  for  restoration  to  their 
former  or  equivalent  holdings  will  be 
favourably  considered. 

Mb.  WALTER  LONG  :  No  proceed- 
ings for  the  sale  of  this  estate  have  yet 
been  instituted  before  the  Commissioners. 

Evicted  Tenant's  Holding  on  the  King 
Harman  Estate. 

Mb.  J.  P.  FARRELL :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  he  can  state 
when  the  Estates  Commissioners  pro- 
pose to  admit  William  Fox,  an  evicted 
tenant's  son  on  the  King  Harman  (county 
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Longford)  Estate,  to  the  possession  of  that 
part  of  his  father's  former  holding  which 
they  have  decided  to  allow  him  to  pur- 
chase under  the  Land  Act  of  1903. 


Mr.  WALTER  LONG:  The  Com- 
missioners are  awaiting  the  decision  of 
the  Judicial  Commissioner  on  certain 
legal  points  which  have  been  raised, 
before  deciding  whether  they  will  make 
an  advance  in  this  case. 

Irish  Police  and  Witness  Summonsef . 

Mr.  J.  P.  FABBELL :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that 
at  a  recent  petty  sessions' Court,  held  at 
Longford,  the  county  inspector  of  police 
there,  Mr.  Henry  B.  M'Dermott,  refused 
to  obey  a  witness  summons  issued  by  order 
of  the  Court,  and  duly  served  upon  him 
with  the  usual  viaticum ;  whether,  before 
refusing  to  obey  the  sunamons,  Mr. 
M'Dermott  took  the  advice  of  the  law 
officers  of  the  Crown  or  the  Constabulary 
authorities  ;  and  whether  the  poUce  code 
provides  any  special  exemption  in  the 
case  of  police  officers  any  more  than  in 
that  of  other  persons  for  such  obedience. 

Mr.  WALTEB  long  :  The  county 
inspector  did  not  attend,  because,  owing 
to  an  informality  in  the  proceedings, 
it  had  been  decided  to  withdraw  ^e 
case  in  which  he  was  summoned  as  a 
witness.  He  explained  the  reasons  for 
his  absence  to  the  magistrates,  who  did 
not  deem  his  attendance  necessary. 
The  county  inspector  did  not  consiUt 
either  the  law  officers  or  the  Constabulary 
authorities.  The  reply  to  the  concluding 
inquiry  is  in  the  negative. 

Mr.  J.  P.  FABBELL :  Did  not  the 
inspector  himself  decide  that  the  pro- 
ceedings were  not  in  order,  so  that  he 
might  evade  the  summons  ? 

fNo  Answer  was  returned.] 

Ireland  and  the  Income-Tax. 

Mr.  O'MABA  (Kilkenny,  S.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
if  he  will  state  the  proportion  which  the 
income-tax  assessment  on  which  taxes 
were  contributed  by  Ireland  bears  to  that 


of  Great  Britain,  averaged  for  the  last 
'  five  years  available. 

Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBEBLAIN  :  The 
percentage  of  income-tax  contributed 
by  Ireland,  as  compared  with  that  con- 
tributed by  Great  Britain,  is,  after  making 
the  necesisary  a^djustments  in  accordance 
with  the  practice  followed  in  preparing 
''Financial  Belations"  Beturns,  as 
foUows : — 

Ireland.        Great  Britain. 


1899-1900  3-77 

1900-1901  3-54 

1901-1902  3-32 

1902-1903  3-31 

1903-1904  3 -75 


96-23 
96-46 
96-68 
96-69 
96-27 


Mr.  O'MABA :  Ought  not  these  to  be 
the  figures  on  which  the  taxation  is  levied, 
seeing  that  they*  represent  the  taxable 
capacity  of  the  two  countries  ? 

[No  Answer  was  returned.] 

Irish  Trade  Statistics. 

Mr.    O'MABA:  I    beg    to    ask    Mr. 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether  he 

will  state  what  proportion  the  total  trade 

I  imports  and  exports  of  Ireland  bears  to 

I  that  of  England  as  suggested  by  Article  7 

I  of  the  Act  of  Union,  1800. 

Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBEBLAIN :  As 
I  stated  last  year,  in  answer  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  West  Islington,  no  machinery 
exists  for  collecting  complete  statistics 
of  goods  removed  from  port  to  port  within 
the  United  Eindom,  and,  in  the  absence 
of  the  requisite  data,  the  proportion 
between  Ireland  and  England  cannot  be 
stated. 

Mr.  O'MABA  was  understood  to  say 
that  according  to  the  Act  of  Union 
these  statistics  were  to  be  issued  every 
twenty  years,  and  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  infringing  the  Act  by 
not  issuing  them. 

Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBEBLAIN:  I  can. 
not  give  figures  which  are  not  available 

Lough  Neagh  Drainage. 
Mr.  MACVEAGH  (Down,  S.) :  I  beg 
t(»  ask    the  Secretary  to  the    Treasury 
whether  he  will,  before  the  forthcoming 
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debate  on  arterial  drainage,  cause  to  be '  part   in   Orange   disturbances    in    this 
circulated    amongst  the    Parliamentary !  locality ;  and  whether  he  will  consider 
Papers  the   instructions   to,   and   other  j  the  advisability  of  relieving  him  of  his 
correspondence  with,  Sir  William  Binnie,  -  present  public  duties, 
who  has  been  commissioned  to  report  | 

on  the  Lough  Neagh  drainage  question.  '     Lord  STANLEY :  I  have  no  informa- 
tion on  the  subject,  but  I  am  making 

Mr.  victor  CAVENDISH  :    I  have   inquiry  and  will  communicate  the  result, 
not  seen  the  correspondence  referred  to,  '  to  the  hon.  Member, 
but  I  understand  that  my  right  hon.  ; 

friend  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-      Military  Traffic  on  the  Roads   near 
Lieutenant  has  been  in  communication  I  OroeahavMi 

with  Sir  Alexander  Binnie.  Any  Ques-  [  Mr.  CREAN  (Cork,  S.E.)  :  I  beg 
tions  on  that  subject  should  therefore  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
be  addressed  to  him.  whether   he   is   aware   that    complaint 

I  has  been  made  to  the  War  Office  of  the 

Mr.  MACVEAGH  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  damage  done  to  the  roads  near  Croes- 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether  his  •  haven,  county  Cork,  by  tiieir  con- 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  trial  of  tractor  in  the  conveyance  of  material 
processes  last  week  at  the  Be^ast  Quarter  '  to  the  Government  works  by  traction. 
Sessions  against  certain  occupiers  of  {  engines  ;  and  whether,  seeing  ^lat  Croes- 
Hooded  lands  in  Lough  Neagh  district,  '  haven  is  a  health  resort,  and  in  view 
in  the  course  of  which  the  drainage  |  of  the  present  condition  of  the  roads,. 
trustees  admitted  that  the  lands  were !  orders  will  be  given  to  have  thenk 
flooded  although  the  actions  were  brought ;  immediately  put  in  proper  repair, 
for  the  cost  of  maintaining  them  drained ; 


and  whether,  pending  the  forthcoming  re- 


Mr.    ARNOLD'FORSTER  :      Orders 


port  from  Sir  William  Binnie,  he  will  take   have  already  been  given  for  the  repair 
steps  to  suspend  further  proceedings  in  |  of  the  roads  at  Crosshaven  which  have 

been   damaged,  and   these   repairs   are 
already  well  advanced. 


such  cases. 

Mr.  VICTOR  CAVENDISH:  I  am 
informed  that  processes  have  been  served 
and  judgment  given  against  several  per 


Mr.  CREAN  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  hurry  up  the  contractors  ? 
sons  liable  for  the  payment  of  Lough  |  At  the  rate  they  are  going  on  at  present 
Neagh  drainage  maintenance  rates,  but  i  the  season  will  be  over  before  the  roada 
I  have  no  knowledge  that  any  such  ad- 1  are  repaired, 
missions  as  that  indicated  in  the  Question  ' 


Oavan  Army  Pensioner. 

Mr.  VINCENT  KENNEDY.  (Cavan, 

W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 

for  War  whether  he  will  inquire  into  the 

case  of  James  Nolan,  of  Cavan,  No.  241,. 

Army  pensioner,  who  is  in  a  state  of 

destitution ;    and,  seeing  that  this  man 

[  has  had  eleven  and  a-half  years  foreign 

Mr.  VICTOR  CAVENDISH :    I  shall  |  service  and  was  discharged  on  account 

be  delighted  to  read  anything  the  hon.  j  of  disease  contracted  whilst  on  active 

Member  sends  me.  I  service,   will   his   present  condition   be 

I  alleviated  by  the  Government. 
Charge  against  an  Armagh  Postman. 


were  made  by  the  trustees.  In  any  case, 
the  Government  have  no  authority  to 
intervene  as  suggested. 

Mr.  MACVEAGH  :  If  I  send  the  hon. 
Member  newspaper  reports  containing 
these  admissions,  will  he  read  them  ? 


Mb.  JOHN  CAMPBELL  (Armagh,  S.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster-General 
whether  h^  is  aware  that  on  25th  March 
last  a  postman  called  Henderson,  of 
Vernersbridge,  county  Armagh,  dis- 
charged a  revolver  at  a  boy  named 
Hamill;  that  Henderson   always   takes 


Mr.  ARNOLD-FORSTER  :  This  man 
served  for  eleven  years  and  three  months,, 
of  which  nine  years  one  month  were 
spent  abroad.  He  was  discharged  in  1861> 
for  phthisis  and  epilepsy,  and  was  granted 
6d.  a  day  pension,  the  maximum  rate 
permissible  under  the  regulations.    The 
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CommiBsioDers  of  Chelsea  Hospital  have 
reconsidered  his  case,  but  state  that 
he  cannot  be  awarded  any  increase  of 
pension. 

Proclaimed  Meeting  in  Oalway- 

Mr.  ROCHE  (Galway,  E.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware 
tha^at  a  public  meeting  held  at  Cappa- 
tagle,  county  Galway,  on  Sunday  the 
7th  instant,  the  Member  for  thatDivisioja, 
while  addressing  his  constituents,  was 
dragged  and  pulled  about  by  the  police  ; 
and  whether  they  were  authorised  to 
do  so  without  serving  him  with  a  copy 
of  the  proclamation  or  giving  him  any 
notice  that  the  meeting  was  proclaimed 
before  he  commenced  to  address  his 
constituents. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG  :  The  proclama- 
tion in  the  case  of  this  meeting  was 
issued  on  the  6th  May.  Copies  of  it  were 
extensively  placarded  in  the  districts 
and  served  on  the  promoters  and  many 
other  persons  likely  to  attend  the'  meet- 
ing. An  unsuccessful  attempt  was  made 
to  serve  a  copy  upon  the  hon.  Member 
at  Woodford.  On  the  following  day  he 
endeavoured  to  address  a  meeting,  not- 
withstanding the  proclamation,  which 
was  known  to  everyone  in  the  locality. 
The  county  inspector,  I  believe,  handed 
him  a  copy,  and,  according  to  a  newspaper 
report  which  I  have  seen,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber "  tore  the  copy  and  threw  the  frag- 
ments on  the  road."  The  police  were 
authorised  to  prevent  any  meeting,  and 
in  carrying  out  their  instructions  no 
violence  whatever  was  used  towards  the 
hon.  Member; 

Mr.  DILLON :  Ace  we  to  understand 
that  it  is  lawful  for  the  police  in  Ire- 
land to  seize  a  Member  of  this  House 
and  drag  him  about,  using  violence 
when  no  resistance  is  offered  ? 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG:  I  am  in- 
formed that  no  violence  was  used.  If 
the  police  had  instructions  to  prevent 
the  meeting,  their  duty  was  obviously 
to  prevent  it. 

Mr.  ROCHE:  As  the  Member  for 
the  Division,  may  I  be  permitted  to  state 
that  I  was  coUaied  by  two  policemen 
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Mr.  T.  L.  CORBETT  (Down,  N.) 
rose,  as  if  to  a  point  of  order,  his  rising 
being  followed  by  loud  and  continued 
cries  of  "Sit  down,"  "Order/'  and 
"  Name  "  from  the  Nationalist  Benches. 

Mr.  DEPUTY-SPEAKER  intervened, 
and  in  response  to  Nationalist  cries  of 
"  A  personal  explanation,"  said :  The 
hon.  Member  must  put  his  personal  ex- 
planation in  the  shape  of  a  Question. 

Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND  (Waterford) : 
On  the  point  of  order,  may  I  ask  whether, 
where  an  Answer  such  as  that  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  given,  directly 
contravening  the  statement  of  an  hon. 
Member  as  to  his  o^n  action  in  his  own 
constituency,  it  is  not  the  invariable 
practice  of  the  House  to  allow  the 
hon.  Member  to  make  a  personal  explan- 
ation ?  , 

Mr.  DEPUTY-SPEAKER:  If  the 
hon.  Member  will  postpone  his  explan- 
ation to  the  conclusion  of  Questions,  I 
have  no  doubt  that  the  House  will  listen 
to  him.  There  are  a  number  of  Questions 
on  the  Paper  still  to  be  answered,  and 
it  would  be  most  unfair  to  shut  them  out 
by  the  hon.  Member's  personal  explan- 
ation. 

Mr.  KILBRIDE  (Kildare,  S.) :  Was 
a  copy  of  the  proclamation  served  on 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Galway 
previous  to  the  meeting  or  after  the  hon. 
Member  had  been  dragged  along  the 
road  by  the  police? 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG:  I  am  told 
that  every  effort  was  made  to  serve  the 
hon.  Member  before  the  meeting ;  and  I 
am  also  informed  that  before  the  meeting 
took  place  the  proclamation  was  visible 
in  that  part  of  the  district.  Whether 
the  police  were  successful  or  not  in  serving 
the  proclamation  is  not  a  matter  of 
importance,  because,  as  hon.  Members 
know,  the  police  have  power  to  prevent 
a  meeting  from  being  held,  whether  it 
has  been  proclaimed  or  not. 

The  AUens  Bill. 

Mr.  LOUGH  (Islington,  W.) :    I  beg 

to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 

whether,  in  view  of  the  declaration  of  a 

member  of  the  Cabinet  at  Bristol  that 
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the  Aliens  Bill  had  been  introduced  to 
prevent  the  displacement  of  British 
labour,  and  his  promise  not  to  proceed 
with  the  policy  of  protection  in  this 
Parliament,  he  still  intends  to  go  on  with 
the  measure. 

The  prime  MINISTER  and  FIRST 
LORD  OF  THE  TREASURY  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour,  Manchester,  E.) :  We  certainly 
intend  to  proceed  with  the  Bill ;  and  my 
right  hon.  friend  tells  me  that  the  speech 
to  which  reference  is  made  in  the  Ques- 
tion does  not  bear  the  interpretation 
which  the  hon.  Member  puts  upon  it. 

Escape  from  Fire. 
Sir  THOMAS  DBWAR  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury*,  having  re- 
gard to  the  importance  of  facilities  for 
escape  from  fire,  as  disclosed  in  the 
evidence  at  the  recent  inquiry  into  the 
causes  of  the  telephone  fire  at  Mansion 
House  Chambers  and  Oxford  Court, 
Cannon  Street,  can  he  see  his  way  to 
facilitate  legislation  on  the  lines  outlined 
in  the  City  of  London  (Meant  of  Escape 
from  Fire)  Bill  now  before  Parliament. 

Hr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  Home  Secre- 
tary has  consented  to  the  appointment  of 
a  Select  Committee  to  consider  the  sub- 
ject, a0  that  is  the  best  way  of  dealing 
with  it. 


A  PERSONAL  EXPLANATION. 

Mr.  ROCHE  said  he  desired  to  make 
a  personal  explanation  as  to  what  had 
occurred  in  relation  to  the  proclaimed 
meeting  in  his  constituency.  On  the 
7th  inst.,  when  he  was  addressing  his 
constituents,  the  district  inspector 
ordered  the  poUce  to  drag  him  down 
immediately.  Two  of  them,  acting  on 
the  orders  of  the  district  inspector, 
caught  him,  one  on  each  side,  and 
dragged  him  to  the  road.  Not  satisfied 
with  that,  they  dragged  him  along  the 
road  for  at  least  fifty  yards  or  more.  He 
repeatedly  asked  them  to  let  him  go  and 
not  drag  him  in  that  manner,  and  he 
demanded  what  authority  they  had  for 
doing  so.  He  called  for  the  county 
inspector  and  asked  him  what  right 
these  people  had  to  insult  him  in  this 
fashion  and  drag  him  about,  and  he 
requested  him  to  direct  them  to  let  go  of 


him.  The  county  inspector  did  direct 
them,  and  they  immediately  let  go  of 
him.  After  that  incident  the  proclama- 
tion was  served  upon  him,  and  natuiallv 
in  the  circumstances  he  gave  vent  to  his 
feelings  and  tore  it  up.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  stated  that  he  had  read 
the  account  of  these  proceedings  in  the 
Press.  He  challenged  him  to  stand  up 
there  and  deny  that  in  that  repoi;^  the 
statement  was  made  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Division  had  been  assaulted 
by  the  police.  [At  this  stage  there  were 
loud  Nationalist  cries  of  "  Long.'*] 

Mr.  CHURCHILL  (Oldham) :  On  a 
point  of  order.  Sir,  th6  House  having 
listened  to  the  personal  explanation  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  spoken, 
are  we  not  entitled  to  hear  the  personal 
explanation  of  the  Chief  Secretary  on  the 
new  situation  created  by  the  hon.  Mem* 
ber's  statement  ? 

Mr.  deputy-speaker  :  There  can 
be  no  debate  or  Answer  upon  a  personal 
explanation.  By  the  leave  of  the  House 
the  hon.  Member  made  a  personal  ex- 
planation, and  the  House  accepts  it.  It 
would  be  a  most  improper  thing  to  con- 
tradict the  hon.  Member. 

A  NATIONALIST  MEMBER :  Some- 
body is  a  liar.    Who  is  it  ? 

Mr.  DEPUTY-SPEAKER  :  That  ia  a 
most  improper  observation. 

Mr.  DILLON  :  On  the  point  of  order. 
Sir,  when  a  Minister  or  any  Member  of 
the  House  makes  a  personal  statement 
in  reference  to  any  hon.  Member,  and 
when  that  hon.  Member  of  his  own  know- 
ledge contradicts  that  statement,  is  it  not 
customary  in  this  House  for  the  Grentle- 
man  who  originally  made  the  statement 
to  withdraw  ? 

Mr.  deputy-speaker  :  I  have  no 
recollection  of  a  personal  explanation 
being  debated  or  contradicted  in  any  way. 
[An  Hon.  Member  :  Accepted.]  The 
House  at  once  accepts  the  explanation 
made  by  the  hon.  Member. 

Mr.  CHURCHILL:  On  a  point  of 
order,  Sir,  I  understand  that  you  would 
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not  refuse  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
right  to  make  a  personal  explanation  if 
he  should  desire  to  do  so,  and  if  the  House 
did  not  desire  to  put  any  impediment  in 
his  way. 

Mb.  deputy-speaker  :  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  anxious  also  to  make 
a  personal  explanation,  and  the  House  is 
ready  to  listen  to  him,  of  course  I  shall 
not  interfere.  All  that  I  am  concerned 
to  do,  as  for  the  moment  the  guardian 
of  the  rules  of  the  House,  is  to  protect  the 
House  against  a  debate  being  raised. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG  :  There  is  no 
personal  explanation  to  be  made,  so  far 
as  I  am  concerned.  In  answer  to  the 
Question,  I  stated  the  information  I  had 
received,  which  included  a  statement  that 
no  personal  violence  had  been  used.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  has  made  his  statement, 
which,  of  course,  I  accept,  as  everybody 
else  accepts  in  this  House  any  statement 
made  by  an  hon.  Member  on  a  matter 
in  his  own  personal  knowledge.  In 
reference  to  the  hon.  Member's  Question 
to  me  as  to  what  appeared  in  the  Press, 
I  think  he  misunderstood  me.  I  only 
referred  to  a  quotation  which  appeared 
in  the  newspapers,  and  in  regard  to  the 
general  account  that  I  gave,  I  gave 
what  I  had  received  from  the  police,  who 
were  responsible  for  what  took  place.  I 
submit  to  the  House  that  I  have  no 
personal  explanation  to  make. 


MOTION  FOR  ABJOURNMBNT. 

Mr.  OSMOND  WILLIAMS  (Merion- 
ethshire) :  I  beg  to  ask  leave  to  move  the 
adjournment  of  the  House  in  order 
to  caU  attention  to  a  definite  matter 
of  urgent  public  importance  —  namely, 
the  declaration  by  the  Board  of  Educa- 
tion of  the  default  of  the  coimty 
of  Merioneth  under  the  provisions  of 
the  Defaulting  Authorities  Act. 

Mr.  DEPUTY-SPEAKER :  This  seems 
to  be  the  first  occasion  on  which  the 
matter  has  been  brought  to  the  at- 
tention of  the  House,  and  therefore  I 
think  it  may  fairly  be  considered  one  of 
urgent  pubUe  importance.  But  I  think 
it  necessary  to  enter  a  caveai  that,  in  case 
of  similar  Motions  being  brought  forward 


in  relation  to  other  counties,  they  can 
hardly  be  considered  as  proper  ground  for 
adjournment  Motions. 

The  pleasure  of  the  House  not  having 
been  signified,  Mr.  Deputy -Speaker 
called  on  those  Members  who  suppoited 
the  Motion  to  rise  in  their  places,  and  not 
less  than  forty  Members  having  accord- 
ingly risen, 

The  Motion  stood  over,  under  Stand- 
ing Order  No.  10,  until  this  Evening's 
Sitting. 


SELECTION  (STANDING  COMMITTEES). 

Mr.  Halsby  reported  from  the  Com- 
mittee of  Selection ;  That  they  had  dis- 
charged the  following  Member  from  the 
Standing  Committee  on  Law  and  Courts 
of  Justice,  and  Legal  Procedure,  in  re- 
spect of  the  Town  Tenants  (Ireland)  Bill : 
Mr.  Charles  Craig ;  and  had  appointed 
in  substitution :  Idr,  Seymour  Ormsby- 
Gore. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


NEW  BILLS 


VALUATION  (IRELAND)  BILL 

**To  make  provision  with  respect 
to  a  Revision  under  the  Irish  Valuation 
Acts  in  case  of  a  Revaluation  under 
Section  65  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment (Ireland)  Act,  1898,"  presented 
by  Mr,  Attorney-General  for  Ireland ; 
to  be  read  a  second  time  to-morrow,  and 
to  be  printed.    [Bill217.J 

SUNDAY  TRADING  (SCOTLAND)  BILL 
"To  regulate  and  control  Sunday 
Trading  in  Scotland,"  presented  by  Mr. 
Cameron  Corbett ;  supported  by  Mr. 
Hunter  Craig,  Sir  Mark  Stewart,  and 
Mr.  John  Wilson  (Glasgow) ;  to  be  read 
a  second  time  upon  Thursday,  and  to 
be  printed.    [Bill  218.] 

ELEMENTARY      EDUCATION     (SCHOOL 
ATTENDANCE)    BILL. 

*'  To  alter  the  age  of  Exemption  from 
Attendance  at  School,"  presented  by 
Mr.  Yoxall;    supported  by  Mr.  Crooks, 
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Sir  Jolm  Goxst,  Mr.  Corrie  Grant,  Mr. 
Ernest  Gray,  Mr.  Alfred  Hatton,  Mr. 
Brynmor  Jones,  and  Dr.  Macnamara ; 
to  be  read  a  second  time  upon  Monday, 
29th  May,  and  to  be  printed.    [Bill  219.] 


ARCHITECTS     (REGISTRATION)      BILL. 

"  To  provide  for  the  Registration  of 
Architects,"  presented  by  Mr.  Atherley- 
Jones;  supported  by  Sir  William  Cod- 
dington,  Mr.  Wallace,  and  Sir  Christop>her 
Fumess ;  to  be  read  a  second  time  upon 
Thursday,  25th  May,  and  to  be  printed. 
[Bill  220.] 

ISALMON  FISHERY  LAW  AMENDMENT 

BILL. 

"  To  amend  the  Salmon  and  Fresh- 
water Fisheries  Acts,  1861  to  1892," 
presented  by  Mr.  W.  H.  Grerfell ;  sup- 
ported by  Sir  Herbert  Maxwell,  Sir 
Henry  Seton-Earr,  and  Mr.  Charles 
Hobhouse ;  to  be  read  a  second  time 
upon  Monday,  29th  May,  and  to  be 
printed.     [Bill  221.] 


FINANCE  BILL. 
[Seoond  Rbadinq.] 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time. 


>» 


*Mr.  CLANCY  (Dublin  County,  N.) 
said  he  regretted  they  had  not  the  ad- 
vantage of  having  before  them  on  that 
occasion  the  usual  Financial  Relations 
Return,  on  the  basis  of  which  previous 
discussions  on  that  subject  had  been 
carried  on.  He  did  not,  however,  pro- 
pose to  suggest  that  the  Government 
were  to  blame  in  that  matter,  because  he 
admitted  that  the  Return  had  on  previous 
occasions  been  moved  for  by  a  private 
Member,  and  he  did  not  know  that  any 
Member  had  moved  for  it  up  to  the 
present  time  that  session.  Therefore, 
he  made  no  complaint  of  the  fact  that 
the  Return  had  not  been  issued,  nor,  indeed, 
was  he  inclined  to  regret  that  fact.  It 
was  extremely  doubtful  whether  that 
particular  Return  with  which  they 
were  [annually  presented  by  the  author- 


ities at  the    Treasury  did  not  do  more 
harm  than  good.      In  his  experience  he 
had  found  that  the  basis  on  which   the 
Return  was  made  was  being  continually 
altered  and  new  principles  were    being 
introduced  from  time  to   time.    Several 
years  ago  the   Treasury — in  the  time  of 
Mr.    Gladstone — discovered    that    there 
were  very  serious  errors  in  the  Return, 
and,  accordingly,  it  had  to  be  revised 
and  made  up  on  different  lines.     The 
latest  error  had  been  admitted  by   the 
right  hon.  Grentleman  the  present  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  who    last  year 
said  that  a  new  principle  of    collating 
certain  items  in  the  Return  would  have 
to   be   adopted.    So   long   as   they    did 
not  know  beforehand   the   principles  on 
which  the  Returns  were  to  be  based,  he 
for  one,   objected  to   allowing   the  de- 
fendant in  the  case  to  prepare  the  evi- 
dence on  which   the   verdict  was  to  be 
given.    In  the  next  place  he  was  afraid 
that  the  form  in  which  the  Return  was 
at  present  framed,  and  in  which  it  had 
been  framed  in  the    past,  justified    the 
suggestion  that  it  perpetuated  misrepre- 
sentations    and      fallacies.     The    form 
in   which    they     now    received    it   also 
seemed  to  him  calculated  to  perpetuate 
those  evils  to  which  he  would  allude  later 
on.     However  that    might   be,   passing 
from  the  fact   that  they  had  no  Return 
of  the  usual  kind  this  year  before  them 
for  the  purpose  of   that  debate,  it  was 
obvious  it  was    not    so  necessary  now 
as  on  previous  occasions.    For  that  the 
reason  was  clear.     It  was  that  the  changes 
made  in  the   Budget   of  this  year  were 
very  few  and  trifling,  and,  in    fact,   the 
only  change  of    any   importance  which 
would  a£Eect  the  general   Return  on  the 
question  they  were  discussing  had  been 
the  reduction  in   the  duty  on  tea.    He 
believed  that  no   other  material  change 
had  been  made  since  last  year,  and  he 
thought  it  might   be  taken  for  granted 
that    the  figures    which    were  available 
for  last  year,  therefore,  were  practically 
sufiicient  for  the  purposes  of  the  present 
debate. 

He  did  not  propose  to  occupy  the 
time  of  the  House  for  more  than  a  brief 
period  that  evening.  The  Amendment 
said  that  the  Bill  did  not  contain  pro- 
posals for  effectually  remedying  their 
grievance  in  regard   to   unjust  financial 
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treatment.  In  that  respect  the  Amend- 
ment was  literally  true,  and   he  would 
at    once   put    it    to    the    House   that, 
if    there    weie    an    injustice,    it    was 
not    conected   in   the    £udget   of   this 
year.    The  real   question  was  whether 
an    injustice    did    exist.    He    did    not 
think    there    could    be    any    necessity 
to  go  into  that  matter  to  the  extent 
to   which   they  had   done  in   previous 
years.    To  his  mind   every  debate   on 
the  subject  for  several  years  past  had 
not   only    been    practically   one-sided ; 
but  the  few  persons    who  had   spoken 
against  the  Irish  demand  had  given  no 
answers  to  the  arguments  in  favour  of 
that  demand.    They  had  merely  repeated 
the  usual  shallow  parrot  phrases  which 
time  after  time  had  been  demonstrated 
to  have  Pot  the  slightest  possible  found- 
ation.   Last  year  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
treated  them  in  a  rather  cavalier  manner, 
considering  the  great  importance  of  the 
subject.    He    contented    himself    with 
making  two  answers,  and   he  did  not 
think  he  would  be  misrepresenting  the 
speech    of    the   right    hon.    Gentleman 
when  he  said  that  those  two  answers 
were,    broadly   speaking,  as    follows  : — 
In  the  first  place,  he  asked  the  familiar 
question,   what  remedy   did   they   pro- 
pose ?     It   was   apparently   in   vain   to 
tell  him,  as  Chancellors  of  the  Exchequer 
had  been  told  on  many  occasions,  that 
the  Irish  Members  had  not  the  power  them- 
selves to  apply  a  remedy,   and  there- 
fore the  responsibility  did  not  rest  with 
them   to   discover   the   proper  remedy. 
It  was  a  very  easy  thing  for  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  and  his  predecessors  to 
say,  **  What  remedy  have  you  to  pro- 
pose ? "    but    if    they    had    attempted 
to  put  one  forward  it  would  have  been 
equally  easy  for  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  criticise  and  reject  it,  and  there 
upon  he  presumed  the  whole  question 
would  have  been    shelved,  at  any  rate 
by  many  of  the  right  hon.  Crentleman's 
supporters.    He    was   even    inclined    to 
think  that  that  suggestion  was  not  put 
forward  in  a  bona  fide  manner.     Did  any- 
one believe  that  the  proposed  remedies 
would  be  accepted  ?     Did  anyone  in  his 
senses  imagine  that  any  number  of  Irish 
Members  in  that  House  who  had  con- 
sidered the  matter  carefully  and  in  a 
moderate  spirit,  would  have  their  opinion 


taken  into  account  for  five  minutes 
if  any  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
chose  to  disagree  with  them  ?  He  con- 
fessed he  did  not. 

Next  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  gave 
them  an  answer  with  which  they 
were  equally  familiar,  and  that  was 
to  ask  what  grievance  had  they 
when  their  proportionate  contribu- 
tion to  the  Empire  was  steadily 
going  down;  He  despaired  when  he 
Gstened  to  replies  of  that  nature,  be- 
cause it  had  been  pointed  out  time  after 
time  how  absurd  such  a  suggestion 
was.  Last  year  they  were  able  to 
quote  in  proof  of  their  contention  a 
statement  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's fellow  Minister  who  had  now 
ceased  to  hold  office,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Dover,  who 
had  entirely  taken  their  view  of  the  case, 
viz.,  that  when  taxation  went  up  all 
over  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  as  a 
whole,  and  when  one  of  these  two  divisions 
of  the  Kingdom  decreased  in  every 
element  of  wealth,  while  the  other 
advanced  by  leaps  and  bounds  in  the 
opposite  direction,  the  contribution  of 
the  weaker,  though  it  absolutely  in- 
creased, must  necessarily  get  less  in 
proportion.  This  seemed  to  be  obvious, 
but  in  this  matter  it  often  happened 
that  the  more  obvious  the  truth  was 
the  less  it  was  realised  by  those  who  had 
authority,  and  he  presumed  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  would  continue  to  be  blind  to 
that  truth  even  this  session. 

The  real  point  for  them  to  con* 
sider  was  whether  their  contribution 
was  actually  going  up  or  absolutely 
going  down,  and  he  had  some  figures 
to  submit  to  them  on  that  point. 
For  ten  years  before  1900  it  was,  on  an 
average,  under  £2,000,000,  it  was  now 
going  up  to  £3,000,000.  What  a  contrast 
was  there  between  the  promise  and  the 
performance ;  between  the  promise  made 
at  the  time  of  the  Union,  and  the  per- 
formance of  to-day.  At  the  time  of  the 
Union  their  taxation  altogether  amounted 
to  £2,500,000  a  year,  and  Lord  Castle- 
reagh  in  his  Hpeecjhes  in  the  Irish  House 
of  Commons  recommended  the  |  Union 
to  the  Irish  people  on  the  grounds  that 
there  would  oe  no  augmentation  of 
the  debt,  and  no^  increase  of  ^taxation. 
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But   their   total  contribution  had   gone 
up,  their  actual  payments  to  the  Trea- 
sury had  gone  up  to  £12,000,000  in  one 
hundred    years.     Let   him   say,    before 
he  went  any  further,  that  he,  for  one, 
believed   that  the  contributions   as  set 
down  in  the  Treasury  Return  were  far 
short  of  the  figure  at  which  they  ought 
to  stand.    Some  sessions  ago  the  then 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  West  Bristol, 
when  he  was  making  a  somewhat  similar 
comment,  suggested  that  he  was  attacking 
certain  Treasury  officials.     He  was  doing 
nothing    of    the    kind ;  he    was    simply 
attacking  their    masters,    who    directed 
them   to   make   the  Ketum   on   certain 
lines.    He  said  now  frankly  his  belief 
was  that  this  was  done  with  the  express 
purpose  of  showing  that  they  were  not 
paying  as  much  to  the  Empire  as  they 
actually,  were  contributing.    There  were 
in  the  Return  two  columns  showing  the 
revenue  extracted  from  Ireland,  one  was 
headed,  "  Revenue  collected  in  Ireland," 
the    other     "the    true    revenue."    He 
thought  Mr.  Gladstone  was  right  when  in 
1886,  in  the  debate  on  the  Home  Rule 
BiU,   he  admitted  that  in  justice  and 
fairness  the  revenue  collected  in  Ireland 
ought    to    be    entirely    attributed    to 
Ireland.      He   really   could   not  under- 
stand why    it   should   not    be.      What 
was  the  revenue  of  Prance  or  of  Germany? 
It  was  the  revenue  collected  in  France 
or  in  Germany  as  the  case  might  be. 
The   revenue   collected   in   the    British 
Empire  was  the  revenue  of  the  British 
Empire.     But   in  the   case   of   Ireland 
alone,  Ireland   which,    notwithstanding 
all  they  might  say  to  the  contrary,  was 
divided  from  them  in  such  a  way  that  it 
could  never  be  part  of  the    Empire  in 
the  same  way  as  Wiltshire  was — in  the 
case  of  Ireland  alone  they  adopted  the 
device  of  deducting  what  was  paid  by 
consumers  in  England,  and  the  invariable 
result  was  of  course  to  make  out  that 
they  paid  two  millions  less  than  they 
really  did. 


Again,  the  usual  Return  utterly 
misrepresented  the  expenditure  account. 
The  object  seemed  to  be  to  attribute 
to  Ireland  all  expenses  which  could 
by  any  possibility  be  regarded  as 
incurred  for  Ireland,  and  to  take  off 
England  every  penny  sp^nt  in  England 

Mf'  Clancy, 


that  could  by  any  possibility  be  said 
to  be  collected  for  Imperial  purposes. 
It  was  assumed — ^as  if  there  could  be 
no  doubt — ^that  the  charge  for  the  Army 
and  Navy  was  an  Imperial  one,'  charge- 
able to  the  Empire  at  large.    He  could 
understand   the   charge   for   the   main- 
tenance of  the  Army  being  thus  treated, 
but  it  was  different  in  the  case  of  the 
millions  upon  millions  spent  upon  the 
cpnstruction  of  ships,  guns,  and  armour- 
plate.    That  money  was  spent  in  five 
or  six  English  and  Scotch  shipbuilding 
ports  and  dockyards,  it  was  spent  upon 
English,  Scotch,  and    Welsh  ^workmen, 
it  went  into  English,  Scotch  and  Welsh 
pockets,    and   with   it   were    purchased 
food    and   clothing — ^the    necessaries   of 
life— in     English,    Scotch     and    Welsh 
establishments.     In  what  way  could  that 
be    called     Imperial    expenditure  ?     It 
ought  to  be  set  dojvn,  not  to  the  account 
of  the  Empire,  but  to  the  account  of  Eng- 
land, Scotland,  and  Wales.     Look  at  the 
way  in  which  the  charge  for  the  Con- 
stabulary in  Ireland  was  treated.    Really 
it  was  a  strictly   Imperial  charge,  and 
evidence  was  given  before  the  Financial 
Relations  Commission  to  the  effect  that 
Mr.    Goschen,  hard  as  he  was  towards 
Ireland  himself,  stated   that  the  Con- 
stabulary charge  amounting  to  £1,600,000 
a  year    ought  to  be   set  down   to  the 
account    of    the   Empire,    and  [not    to 
the  account  of  Ireland  only.      Having 
regard    to     these    facts    the    Returns 
were  seriously  at  fault,  and  the  sooner 
they    were    abandoned   altogether    the 
better,  unless  steps  were  taken  by  the 
Government  to  put  them  on  a  proper 
basis. 

T*i  was  absolutely  plain,  neverthe- 
less, that  Ireland  was  paying  too  much  in 
proportion  to  the  other  parts  of  the 
United  Kingdom.  He  had  no  intention 
to  debate  this  question  at  great  length. 
It  seemed  to  him  to  have  been  settled 
for  ever  by  the  Royal  Commission  of 
1894.  That  Commission  had  been 
assailed  on  the  ground  that  it  was 
appointed  with  a  view  to  the  Home 
Rule  Bill,  and  the  proposals  made  by 
Mr.  Gladstone  for  the  settlement  of 
Ireland.  But  really  he  did  not  see  how 
that  was  an  answer  at  all.  The  question 
was — were  the  figures  presented  by  that 
pomp^ission  correct   or  not?     and   not 
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whether  they  were  prepared  with  the 
view  to  this  or  that  scheme  of  Govern- 
ment policy.  The  question  farther  was 
whether  from  the  figures  correct  deduc- 
tions were  made  ?  It  seemed  to  him  on 
this  point  that  there  was  no  answer  at  all, 
and  no  answer  had  ever  been  given. 
None  of  the  figures  given  by  the  Com- 
mission had  ever  been  assailed ;  in  fact,  he 
challenged  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
get  up  and  point  to  any  single  set  of 
figures  in  the  Report  of  the  majority 
which  had  been  assailed  at  all. 

The  old  familiar  argument  had  been 
used  that  there  could  not  be  financial  in- 
justice inflicted  on  Ireland,  because  under 
the  piesent  system  of  taxation  every  man 
in  the  three  kingdoms  was  taxed  alike.  In 
the  firstplaoe,  he  wanted  to  safeguard  him- 
self by  stating,  as  one  who  took  his  stand 
in  this  matter  on  the  Act  of  Union — there 
were  too  many  Unionists  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House  who  seemed  to  think  it 
obsolete  and  of  no  account — ^that  this 
plea  was  not  pertinent.  It  was  like 
a  piece  of  evidence  which  might  be 
offered  at  a  trial,  which  might  be  true 
or  might  be  false,  but  was  ruled  out  by 
the  Judge  because  it  was  not  relevant  to 
the  issue.  What  was  the  use  of  advancing 
this  plea  when  the  principle  of  separate 
treatment  for  Ireland  was  embodied  in 
the  Act  of  Union  as  the  only  principle  on 
which  the  taxation  of  Ireland  ought  to  be 
regulated  ?  It  was  embodied  again  in 
the  Act  of  1816,  which  amalgamated  the 
Exchequers  of  Ireland  and  Great  Britain. 
The  Act  of  1816  declared  that  the  taxation 
of  Ireland  and  of  Scotland  was  subject  to 
certain  exemptions  and  abatements.  That 
principle  wa?  actually  recogniEcd  for  a 
great  pirt  of  the  first  half  of  last  century 
by  successive  British  Ministers.  In  1842, 
and  again  in  1845,  Sir  Robert  Peel  re- 
fused to  extend  the  income-tax  t^o  Ire- 
land on  the  very  ground  that  Ireland 
was  entitled  to  exemption  from  this  tax ; 
he  did  eo  on  account  of  the  enactments 
of  1800  and  1816.  It  was  nonsense  to 
say  that  this  theory  of  separate  treat- 
ment was  either  new-fangled  or  wrong. 
It  was  recognised  in  1864  by  a  Conserva- 
tive Administration  when  they  appointed 
a  Committee  on  the  subject.  It  was 
recognised  by  the  Chairman  of  that 
Committee,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote,  who 
made  a  remarkable  Report,  in  which  he 


said  that  Ireland  was  the  most  heavily- 
taxed  and  Great  Britain  the  most  lightly 
taxed  country  in  Europe,  notwithstand- 
ing that  both  were  nominally  subject  to 
the  same  taxation.  Sir  Stafford  North- 
cote did  not  repudiate  the  obligations 
laid  upon  British  Ministers  and  British 
politicians  by  the  Acts  of  1800  and  1816, 
nor  did  the  Government  who  appointed 
the  Committee.  Even  so  late  as  1890  the 
very  work  which  the  Royal  Commission 
was  Eet  to  do  a  few  years  later  by  Mr. 
Gladstone,  namely,  to  take  account  of 
what  way  Ireland  ought  to  be  separately 
treated,  was  entrusted  by  Mr.  Goschen, 
the  Unionist  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
to  a  Committee,  in  the  reference  framed 
to  aid  the  Committee  which  was 
appointed,  but  never  met,  to  in* 
vestigate  this  question.  The  answer, 
therefore,  that  no  injustice  was  done 
because  everybody  was  taxed  alike  was 
not  pertinent  to  the  issue.  But  more 
than  that,  it  was  not  true. 

He  would  take  those  who  urged  this 
argument  on  their  own  ground.  It  was 
obvious  that  it  could  not  be  true  as  long  as 
Ireland  and  Great  Britain  were  dissimilar 
in  circumstances  and  in  resources.  He 
thought  he  was  stating  the  case  as  plainly 
and  correctly  as  possible  when  he  said  that 
a  common  system  of  taxation  as  applied 
to  countries  dissimilar  in  circumstances 
and  resources  did  not  necessarily  mean 
equality  of  burden.  Take  the  case  of 
rates  on  property.  When  a  common 
system  was  applied  to  countries  dis- 
similar in  circumstances  and  resources — 
great  properties  the  rule  in  the  one, 
small  in  the  other — equal  rates  on  both 
pressed  more  heavily  on  the  latter  than 
on  the  former,  because  they  took  away 
a  greater  proportion  of  the  surplus 
income.  Surely  that  was  perfectly  plain. 
He  would  read,  for  the  information  of 
anyone  who  doubted  this,  the  statement 
made  by  Sir  Robert  Giffen  before  the 
Financial  Relations  Commissic  n — 

**  It  18  not  the  same  thing  to  take  £2  from 
the  man  who  has  £40  a  year,  as  to  take  £4 
from  a  man  who  has  £80,  or  £40  from  a  man 
who  has  £800.  The  sacrifice  is  greater  upon 
the  man  from  whom  you  take  £2  out  of  £40 
than  it  in  upon  the  man  from  whom  you  take 
£40  out  of  £800,  although  the  proportion  is  the 


same. 


» 


In  the  case  of  taxes  on'  dutiable  com- 
modities the  case  was  absolutely  worse 
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for  they  aoted  withont  any  regard  at 
all  to  disparity  in  income.  If  t]i6 
poor  consumed  as  mach  as  the  rich 
they  paid  actually  as  much  as  the  rich ; 
the  poorer  country  gave  up  a  larger  part 
of  its  income  than  the  richer,  because  it 
had  less  surplus  income.  Therefore,  he 
contended  that  this  system,  so  far  from 
equalising  taxation,  might,  and  as  a  mat- 
ter of  fact  did,  work  the  greatest  possible 
injustice  to  Ireland.  Under  the  system 
of  indiscriminate  taxation  the  man  living 
in  Mayfair  paid,  forsooth,  the  same  as  the 
unfortunate  Connaught  peasant  for  his 
tobacco,  though  the  one  had  £10,000  a 
year,  while  the  other  had  to  support 
himself  ard  his  family  on  ten  shillings  a 
week.  Yet  it  was  said  that  no  injustice 
was  done  to  the  Connaught  peasant.  In 
his  opinion  the  unfortunate  peasants  in 
the  West  of  Ireland  ought  not  to  be 
taxed  at  all.  Every  frank  economist 
admitted  that  what  ought  to  be  taxed 
was  the  surplus  income,  and  that  the 
people  must  be  allowed  enough  to  live  on 
before  their  taxation  begfin;  otherwise 
they  would  not  live  and  there  would  be 
no  taxation  at  all.  What  a  monstious 
thing  it  was  that  the  unfortunate  peasants 
in  the  West  of  Ireland,  labourers  who  on 
an  average  earnet}  ten  shillings  a  week, 
shouM  be  put  on  a  par  in  regard  to  taxa- 
tion with  the  millionaires  in  Park  Lane 
and  Mayfair !  But  that  was  the  neces- 
sary result  of  FO-called  equal  and  indiscri- 
minate taxation ;  and  the  reason  why  it 
hit  Ireland  more  heavily  than  England 
was  perfectly  obvious,  namely,  that  Ire- 
land contained  a  vastly  larger  number 
of  poor  than  England. 

Again,  if  the  articles  selected  for 
taxation  were  used  only  in  one,  or  were 
used  in  one  more  generally  than  in  the 
other,  that  one  country  was  hit,  and 
the  other  escaped,  though  both  were 
nominally  liable  to  the  same  taxation. 
That  was  exactly  what  had  happened  in 
the  case  of  Ireland  as  compared  with 
Great  Britain.  From  1853  down  to  1860 
what  was  done  ?  The  House  of  Commons 
selected  whisky,  which  was  the  national 
beverage  of  Ireland,  for  taxation,  and 
left  out  beer,  which  was  the  national 
drink  of  England.  There  were  the  same 
duties  on  whisky  and  beer  in  both,  but 
would  any  candid  man  say  that  they 
hit  the  two  countries  in  the   same  way  ? 

~  Mr.  Clancy, 


This  equal  and  indiscriminate  taxa- 
tion argument  seemed  to  be  infected 
with  the  essential  vice  that  so  long  as 
the  circumstances  of  the  country  on 
which  it  was  imposed  were  not  taken 
into  account,  it  ever  touched  the  poor 
and  let  the  rich  get  ofi.  The  result  was 
— and  he  thought  that  this  fact  ought  to 
be  really  conclusiye  as  to  the  injustice 
of  the  present  system  of  taxation — that, 
according  to  the  admission  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  in  answering  a  Question 
put  to  him  on  the  subject  of  the 
taxation  raised  in  England,  one  -  half 
was  borne  by  indirect  taxation  and 
one-half  by  direct  taxation;  but  in 
Ireland  the  figures  were  72  percent*  from 
indirect  taxation  and  27  from  direct 
taxation. 

Well,  the  general  trend  of  all  this 
was  summed  up  in  a  passage  which  he 
would  take  the  opportunity  of  reading 
from  the  Beport  of  the  Financial  Belations 
Commission — he  meant  the  Report  signed 
by  the  majority  of  the  Conmiissioners. 
It  was  a  passage  whk^h  any  candid 
Englishman  ought  to  be  ashamed  of.  It 
was  as  follows — 

"  The  general  effect  of  the  change  in  fiscal 
policy  has  been  to  abolish  nearly  all  duties  on 
raw  material  of  manufacture  and  articles  of 
food,  and  to  substitute  direct  taxation  upon  in- 
come and  property,  together  with  duties  on  a 
small  number  of  imported  articles  and  on 
alcoholic  drinks.  The  articles  selected  for  these 
duties — ^tobacco,  tea,  and  spirits,  are  those  most 
largely  used  by  the  population  of  Ireland,  while 
the  articles  freed  from  duty  were  so  freed 
mainly  for  the  benefit  of  the  inhabitants  of 
Great  Britain." 

That  passage  remained  on  record,  and 
could  not  be  contradicted;  and  yet  the 
English  Government  went  on  piling 
taxation  on  Ireland,  relying  on  the 
assumption  that  so  long  as  each  man 
paid  the  same  rate  of  duty  on  tea, 
tobacco,  and  spirits,  there  could  not  bo 
any  injustice  done,  in  spite  of  the  fact 
that  the  one  country  presented  a  totally 
diiferent  set  of  circumstances  from  the 
other.  He  heard  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  or  the  Prime  Minister  last 
year  declare  that,  large  as  was  the 
taxation  which  this  country  was  called 
upon  to  bear  in  consequence  of  the  South 
African  War,  it  was  better  able  to  bear 
it  than  even  the  taxation  of  forty  years 
ago.    Could  anybody  pretend  that  that 
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could  be  said  of  Ireland  ?  Its  population 
had  been  reduced  by  one*liaU  in  fifty 
years,  until  now  it  was  leas  tban  it  was 
at  the  beginning  of  the  nineteenth 
century,  and  only  what  it  was  at  the 
time  of  the  Union.  He  doubted  if,  in 
the  dominions  of  the  Turic,  there  could 
be  found  a  single  country  of  which  that 
could  be  said.  And  the  Irish  people 
were  still  going.  A  Return  appeared  a  few 
weeks  ago,  from  which  it  appeared  that 
the  emigration  of  labourers  nrom  Ireland, 
during  the  first  four  months  of  this  year, 
was  1,000  more  per  month  than  in  the 
corresponding  four  months  last  year. 
And  why  did  they  go  ?  Surely  they 
would  not  go  if  they  could  earn  their 
bread  at  home.  It  was  because  there 
was  no  hope  of  their  attaining  to  pros- 
perity in  their  native  land.  Curiously 
enough,  the  fact  that  Ireland  was  not 
improving,  but,  on  the  contrary,  going 
back,  was  proved  by  the  Answer  of  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  to  a  Question  put  to  him 
that  very  day  as  to  the  receipts  from  the 
income-tax  during  the  past  five  or  six 
years.  He  had  not  hed  time  to  examine 
the  figures  very  carefully,  but  it  was 
plain  that,  notwithstanding  the  increase 
in  the  rate  of  the  income-tax,  the  actual 
produce  of  the  tax  had  decreased.  That 
clearly  showed  that  the  resources  of 
Ireland  were  declining.  Now,  he  really 
thought  that  treatment  of  this  kind,  and 
under  these  circumstances,  betrayed  a 
hard-heartedness  and  callousness  which 
could  not  be  too  severely  condemned. 
For  his  part,  he  had  not  words  in  which 
he  could  sufficiently  condemn  it  by  the 
use  of  Parliamentary  language. 

Before  he  sat  down  he  wanted  to 
mention  a  fact  which  he  had  discovered 
from  the  Inland  Revenue  Returns  of 
last  year.  The  fact  concerned  the  repay- 
ment into  the  local  taxation  account 
from  the  Imperial  Exchequer  of  the 
proportion  of  the  Excise  license  duties. 
Many  years  ago  Mr.  Goschen,  when 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  made  a 
Return  showing  that  the  amount  given 
back,  proportionate  to  income,  to  the 
three  countries,  was  80  per  cent,  to 
England,  11  per  cent,  to  Scotland,  and 
9  per  cent,  to  Ireland.  He  was  inclined 
to  think  at  the  time  that  Ireland  was,  as 
usual,  being  cheated ;    and  he  was  not 


yet  sure  that  Ireland  was  not.  But 
Ireland  had  been  treated  worse  since. 
The  system  of  repayment  had  been 
changed  and  the  three  countries  got  back 
the  produce  of  certain  Excise  duties. 
England  got  back  at  the  same  rate 
as  before ;  but  it  turned  out  that  the 
licences  which  were  selected  for  that 
purpose  were  most  fruitful  in  England 
and  least  fruitful  in  Ireland.  The  result 
was  that,  whereas  Ireland  was  getting 
9  per  cent,  before  of  what  was  paid  in, 
she  was  now,  under  the  revised  system, 
only  getting  4^  per  cent,  instead  of  9  per 
cent.  He  would  like  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer to  explain  why  that  should  be 
so. 

There  were,  he  warned  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  other  Questions  to  be 
answered;  because,  if  he  was  rightly 
informed,  England  was  getting  a  great 
deal  too  much  and  Scotliand  a  great  deal 
too  little  even  under  the  law  as  it 
stood.  What  he  had  been  saying 
was  but  the  latest  chapter — not  the  last, 
he  supposed — of  a  disgraceful  story  more 
than  a  century  old.  One  hundred  and 
five  years  ago  one  of  the  fraudubmt 
devices  by  which  it  was  sousjht  fo  im- 
pose the  Union  project  upon  the  intellect 
of  Ireland  was  a  series  of  promises 
that  it  would  be  of  vast  material 
benefit  to  Ireland,  inasmuch  as, 
amongst  other  reasons,  Ireland  would  be 
equitably  taxed.  It  was  to  be  taxed, 
according  to  Lord  Castlereagh  and  Mr. 
Pitt,  in  the  proportion  then  prevailing. 
Then  the  British  taxpayers  in  Great 
Britain  paid  annually  about  £3  per  head, 
the  Irish  taxpayers  only  lOs.  The 
British  rate  had  since  declined  to  £2  Is. 
per  head,  while  that  of  Ireland  had 
increased  from  lOs.  to  all  but  £2  per  head, 
and  this,  too,  though  in  the  same  time 
the  population  and  resources  of  Ireland 
had  both  declined,  while  the  popuLition 
of  Great  Britain  had  more  than  trebled, 
and  her  wealth,  in  all  its  various  forms, 
had  far  outstripped  that  advance.  No 
wonder  that  Ireland's  connection  with 
Great  Britain  by  means  of  the  Union  had 
brought  Ireland,  not  the  increase  of 
wealth  which  was  to  follow  in  the  wake 
of  the  Union,  but  ever  increasi'^g  poverty. 
No  wonder  that  Irish  induatriecj  had  been 
well  nigh  extinguished.     No  wonder  that 
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itB  people  fled  from  their  own  land  as  1  begged  to  traverse  that  statement  alto 


from  a  plague  spot.    No  wonder  that  the 
last    century    witnessed   two   or  three 
famines    and    many    periods    of    acute 
distress.    No  wonder  that  many  Irish- 
men,    knowing     the     real    causes    of 
those      calamitiod,     should     think     it 
blasphemy  to    style    them    visitations 
of  Providence.    No  wonder  they  should 
be  inclined  to  think    of    some  British 
statesmen    as  more  deserving   of  such 
denunciations    as     those     uttered     by 
Cicero  of  the  plunderer  of  Sicily  than 
was  Yerres  himself.    For  his  own  part,  he 
thought  less  hardly  of  the  direct  and 
brutal  suppression  of  Irish  industries  200 
years    ago  than  he  did  of  the  various 
indirect,  ingenious,  underhand,  and  mean 
devices  by  which  the  same  end  had  been 
attained  in  more    civilised  times.    Nor 
could  he  view  without  disgust  the  ex- 
pression by    British    statesmen  at  the 
present  time  of  a  vicarious  repentance 
for    the     injustice    inflicted     by   their 
predecessors  who  were  long  s'nce  dead, 
while  they  seem    utterly  blind  to  the 
equally  gross  injustice  inflicted  by  them- 
selves. 

Mb.  JOHN  O'CONNOR  (Kildare,  N.) 
formally  seconded  the  Amendment. 


Amendment    proposed — 

"To  leave  out  from  the  word  *That*  to 
the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  'this  House,  haying  regard  to  the  un- 
just financial  treatment  to  which  Ireland  has 
been  for  many  years  subjected,  with  disastrous 
results  to  that  country,  declines  to  read  a 
second  time  this  Bill,  which  contains  no  pro- 
posal for  effectually  remedying  that  grievance, 
and  does  contain  provisions  which  would 
continue  it." — {Mr,  Ckmcy.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  pait  of  the 
Question." 

i  Mr.  ELLIOT  (Durham)  said  the  mover 
of  the  Amendment  had  denounced  the 
financial  relations  between  Ireland  and 
England.  He  had  talked  as  if  Irish- 
men were  leaving  their  country 
as  a  pest  -  house,  as  if  everything 
was  failing,  the  country  going  down 
hill;  as  if  there  was  no  prosperity 
anjrwhere ;  as  if  it  were  all  due  to  the 
gross  and  unjust  treatment  in  financial 
matters  of  Ireland  by  Great  Britain.    He 

Mr.  Clancy, 


gether.  Every  Return  showed  that 
Ireland  was  advancing.  Savings  Bank 
balances  were  increasing,  and  although 
the  income-tax  did  not  show  the  rise 
that  it  ought  to  show  that  was  due  to 
the  change  from  big  to  small  proprietors. 

Mr.  CLANCY  retorted  that  that  point 
was  answered  last  year,  when  it  was 
argued  that  the  money  must  be  invested, 
and  the  income-tax,  if  not  paid  out  of 
property,  was  payable  out  of  dividends. 


Mr.    ELLIOT    mamtained    that   his 
point  was  a  good  one,  and  asked  where 
the  moneys  were  now  invested.    He  ad- 
mitted that  the  population  of  Ireland 
was  less  now  than  it  was  &.ty  years  ago, 
and  he  regretted  that  should  be  the  case, 
but  if  he  had  to  choose  between  seeing 
Ireland  with  a  population  of  10,000,000 
of  people,  hving  as  they  used  to  live,  and 
a  smaller  population  living  in  a  certam 
degree  of  comfort,  he  should  assuredly 
choose  the  latter.    The  hon.  Member  had 
fallen  into  the  mistake  of  regarding  the 
whole  question  of  taxation  as  one  between 
Irishmen  and  Englishmen,  whereas  it  was 
one  between  the  rich  and  the  poor  man. 
It  was  not  a  geographical  question,  but 
rather  one  between  the  occupant  of  a 
mansion  in  Mayf air  and  an  inhabitant  of 
the  slums  of  London.    The  last  Returns 
of  1903-4   showed  that  whilst  Irishmen 
paid    in    taxation  into    the    Imperial 
Exchequer  £2  4s.,  the  Englishman  paid 
£3  12s.     Hon.  Members  ought  frankly  to 
face  the  situation.    That  proportion  had 
been  going  on  year  after  year,  and  yet 
they  were  told  "Uiere  was  an  unfair  treat- 
ment of  Ireland  by  England.    Taxes  to 
the  amount  of  £4,000,000  or  £5,000,000  a 
year  were  raised  in  England  and  Scotland 
on  articles  from  which  Ireland  was  ex- 
empt.    For  instance,  there    was  house 
duty.     A  man   living    in  Dublin  came 
over  to  Liverpool  and  had  to  pay  a  tax 
which,  he  had  never  paid  before.     Then 
there  was  the  railway  passenger   duty, 
which  with  other  duties  falling  on  Scot- 
land and  England,  and  not  on  Ireland, 
amounted  to  £4,000,000  or  £5,000,000  a 
year. 

Mr.    CLANCY   pointed  out  that  Ire- 
land's proportion  of^t^e  £4,000,000  or 
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£5,000,000  wa9  so  small  that  it  would 
not  pay  for  costs  of  collection. 

Hb.  ELLIOT  agreed  with  that  view, 
but  repeated  that  Ireland  escaped  duties 
which  had  to  be  paid  by  England  and 
Scotland. 

Mb.  CLANCY:  Yes,  we  are  saved 
from  paying  taxes  on  armorial  beariogs. 
There  are  none. 

Mr.  HEBIFHILL  (Tyrone,  N.)  asked 
who  paid  the  railway  passenger  duty 
in  England. 

Mr.  ELLIOT  agreed  that  the  dpty 
was  paid  by  the  railway  companies,  but 
the  money  was  extracted  from  the 
pockets  of  English  taxpayers  and  not 
from  Irish  pockets.  In  all  Ihose  ex- 
empted taxes  amounted  to  £4,000,000 
or  £5,000,000,  and  he  put  that  forward 
as  a  point  to  be  considered.  The  hon. 
Member  had  astounded  him  when  he 
talked  about  the  waste  of  the  revenue, 
and  the  injustice  in  Ireland  being  called 
upon  to  contribute  to  the  Imperial  Navy. 

Mr.  CLANCY:  I  might  have  said 
that,  but  I  did  not  say  it. 

Mb.  ELLIOT  said  the  hon.  Member 
could  not  deny  that  the  Irish  taxpayers 
were  interested  in  the  Imperial  Navy 
inasmuch  as  they  received  the  benefit  of 
the  services  of  that  Navy.  They  doubt- 
less were  perfectly  loyal  citizens  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  and  as  such  enjoyed 
the  benefits  of  the  Navy  and  the  Army. 
He  therefore  failed  to  see  why  they 
should  not  contribute  to  the  mainten- 
ance of  the  Imperial  Forces.  He  could 
quite  conceive  that  a  proportional  system 
fixing  the  amount  of  revenue  might  be  a 
reasonable  view  if  they  were  going  to 
recur  to  the  old  system  of  making  the 
United  Kingdom  a  federation  of  States, 
but  tbe  very  basis  of  the  Treaty  of  Union 
looked  forward  to  putting  an  end  to  a 
system  of  proportionate  contribution  as 
absolutely  unsuited  to  a  state  of  things 
where  men  were  citizens  of  the  same 
State  and  subject  to  the  same  Imperial 
Government  and  taxing  authority.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  as  between  man  and 
man  there  was  no  case  whatever  for  the 
contention  of  the  hon.  Gentleman. 


Let  them  regard  it  for  a  moment  from 
thepointfofviewofthdmperijil'Exchequer. 
Was  it  right  that  Ireland  should  con- 
tribute to  the  Imperial  Exchequer  for 
anything  save  Irish  expenditure.    Surely 
she  ought.    She  ought  to  contribute  to 
the  Imperial  expenditure  just  as  much 
as  England  and  Scotland  had  to  contri- 
bute to  it.    If  the  Report  of  the  Royal 
Commission  was  carried  out  and  the  sum 
of  £2,250.000  or  £2,500,000  a  year  was 
paid  from  the  Imperial  Exchequer  to 
Ireland  the  result  would  bo  that  Ireland 
would  contribute  nothing  to  the  Imperial 
Exchequer ;  but,  on  the  contrary,  because 
at  present  she  only  contributed  £2,200,000 
to  the  Imperial  expenditure  outside  purely 
local  Irish  expenditure.      It  was  of  no 
use  to  come  to  an  Imperial  Assembly  like 
this  and  suggest  that  we  should  subsidise 
Imperial  expenditure  in  Ireland,  because 
that  was  what  it  came  to  when  it  was 
suggested  that  the  Imperial  Exchequer 
should  pay  a  contribution  of  £2,500,000 
to    Ireland,     which    only     contributed 
£2,200,000  to  our  Imperial  expenditure. 
The  most  valuable  part  of  the  Report  of 
the    Royal  Commission,  which   showed 
great  industry  and  ability  on  the  part  of 
those  who  framed  it,  was  the  recom- 
mendations as  to  what  should  be  done  to 
remedy  this  state  of  things.     If  ever 
there  was  a  reductio  ad  abiurdum  in  this 
world    it  was  those   recommendations. 
One  was  to  take    ofE    the   taxation  of 
Ireland  and  put  it  on  to  England  and 
Scotland,  the   second  was   to  alter  the 
duties  on   the  commodities   as   against 
the  other  two  countries.    If  that  were 
done,  it  would  necessitate  the  revival 
of    the   old    system    of    Custom-houses 
between    Ireland^  Scotland,    and  Eng- 
land,   and     surround    Ireland   with    a 
great  wall.    Did  anyone  suppose  it  was 
possible,  even  if  it  was  desirable,  to  go 
back  to  such  a  S3rstem  ? 

Mr.  O'MARA  (Kilkenny,  S.)  paid  the 
system  of  Custom-houses  was  only 
abolished  in  1858. 

Mr.  ELLIOT  said  his  point  was  it 
was  not  possible  to  revive  the  system, 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  at  all  events,  would 
agree  that  it  was  highly  undesirable. 

Mr.  O'MARA  said  he  certainly  did 
not  agree  to  anything  of  the  sort. 
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Mr.  ELLIOT  said  then  the  hon. 
Member  would  find  himself  in  a  minority 
when  they  came  to  vote  upon  the 
matter. 

Mr.  O'MARA  said   so  long  as  he  had 
.  eat  in  the  House  he  always  had  been  in 
a  minority. 

Mr.  ELLIOT  said  he  had  no  desire  to 
argue  with  the  hon.  Member.  All  he 
said  ^as  that,  first  of  all,  hon.  Members 
opposite  had  to  make  out  a  ca^^e  of 
gross  injustice,  and  that,  in  h*s  opinion, 
they  had  failed  to  do.  Coming  to  the 
special  remedies,  he  tl.oup'ht  it  would 
be  quite  impossible  to  revive  the  system 
of  Custom-bouses  between  Ireland  and 
England ;  the  more  communication 
there  was  between  the  two  countries, 
the  better  for  both.  When  this  question 
was  looked  into,  item  by  item,  they 
found  that  Iieland  gained  considerably 
by  her  financial  relations  with  Great 
Britain.  If  they  locked  up  the  Returns 
they  would  find  that  th<^  postal  and 
telegraphic  system  in  Ireland  was  run  at 
a  loss,  which  meant  that  the  penny  post- 
age and  the  sixpenny  telegraphic  system 
was  only  rendered  possible  in  Ireland  by 
her  interests  being  bourd  up  with  those 
of  a  richer  country  than  herself.  What 
was  one  of  the  most  valuable  gifts 
which  the  United  Kingdom  could  make 
to  other  parts  of  the  Empire  which  were 
poor,  as  Ireland  was,  unfortunately  ?  It 
was  the  advantage  of  her  credit.  And 
that  Ireland  had,  and  enjoyed  the 
full  benefit  of,  quite  as  much  as,  if 
not  more  than,  any  other  part  of 
the  United  Kingdom.  The  great  sys- 
tem of  loans  to  the  peasantry  was 
only  made  possible  by  the  cr^it  of 
Great  Britain,  and  the  fact  that  there 
was  only  one  system  of  taxation.  Ire- 
land might  have  been  unjustly  treated 
in  the  past,  but  he  did  not  think  her 
grievances  were  due  to  any  closeness  or 
niggardliness  on  the  part  of  Great  Britain. 
He  denied  that  the  United  Kingdom  had 
ever  shown,  in  her  relations  with  Ireland 
or  Scotland,  or  her  Colonies,  anything 
like  stinginess.  The  principles-  adopted 
in  Ireland  were  the  only  principles  that 
could  be  adopted  between  man  and  man, 
and  it  was  because  he  believed  that  those 
wire  the  only  principles  fhat  could  be 
adopted  towards  Ireland    that  he  said 


that  when  they  abrogated  those  principles 
and  dealt  instead  with  the  principle  of 
the  financial  entity  of  Great  Britain  and 
the'  financial  entity  of  Ireland  that  they 
left  the  straight  and  solid  path  which  led 
to  good  results.  The  system  suggested 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  might 
be,  and  probably  was,  the  best  that 
might  be  adopted  in  the  case  of  feder- 
ated States,  but  it  was  quite  unsuitable 
in  the  case  of  Ireland  and  this  country. 
While  we  remained  one  people  and  re- 
mained subject  to  one  Imperial  taxing 
authority,  and  wished  to  have  Justice 
done  between  man  and  man,  and  to  base 
finance  on  sound  financial  lines,  we 
must  look  at  the  true  facts,  and  must 
see  that  Ireland,  Scotland,  and  England, 
the  rich  countries  and  the  poor,  all  got 
justice.  Those  were  the  lines,  and  the 
sole  lines,  upon  which  we  could  make  any 
bargain. 

♦Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.)  said  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down  had 
given  the  House  the  usual  stereotyped 
argument  which  ignored  all  facts  and 
figures.  He  had  heard  that  kind  of 
argument  over  and  over  again.  Accord- 
ing to  the  hon.  Member  they  had  to 
ignore  (everything,  the  findings  of  the 
Royal  Commission,  the  history  of  the 
case,  and  all  the  facts  of  recent 
history.  It  seemed  almost  hopeless  to 
address  any  argument  to  an  otherwise 
alert  mind  like  that  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man when  he  ignored  and  befogged 
everything  that  had  been  done.  Did 
the  hon.  Member  or  any  hon.  Member 
opposite  mean  to  revive  the  exploded 
fallacy  which  was  published  in  the 
Unionist  Press  when  the  findings  of  the 
Royal  Commission  were  published; 
namely,  that  it  was  the  extravagant  ex- 
penditure which  was  the  justification  for 
the  existing  t.ixation.  If  that  were  so, 
if  the  argument  in  favour  of  quoting  a 
figure  as  a  contribution  was  a  just 
one,  all  that  they  would  have  to  do 
would  be  to  double  the  number  of 
Judges  in  Ireland,  to  increase  the 
numbers  of  the  Constabulary,  to  make 
extravagant  increases  in  salaries  and  so 
forth  all  over  the  place,  and  the  question 
was  solved.  But  the  hon.  Member 
opposite  was  not  alone  in  that  line  of 
argument,  because  in  the  debate  of  last 
year  the    Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
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bombarded  the  House  with  a  set  of  new  I  1893-94  the  amount  of  tir  revenue 
fijures,  drawn  from  nobody  knew  where,  ,  drawn  from  Great  Britain  was  £75, 796,000, 
ba^ed  upon  an  absolutely  fallacioos  I  and  from  Ireland  £7,568,000,  or  9*08  per 
argument,  and  from  that  day  to  this  the  '  cent,  as  compared  with  Great  Britain ; 
righb  hon.  Gentleman  had  done  nothing !  six  years  later  the  amounts  were 
whatever  to  substantiate  the  figures  he  £117,385,000  and  £8,664,000  respec- 
then  put  forward.  The  last  Treasury  !  tively,  or  a  percentage  of  7*38  from 
Ketuin  was  one  which  the  Irish  people    Ireland;   in  1902-3,  Great  Britain's  con- 


tribution was  £146,400,000,  a  ad  Ireland's 
£10,205,000,  or  698  per  cent.,  while 
according  to  the  last  published  lieturns, 
the  amount  drawn  from  Great  Britain 
£137,184,000    and     from    Ireland 


could  not  accept,  and  in  regard  to  which 
the  House  ought  to  be  sceptical,  inasmuch 
as  there  were  no  means  of  testing  it. 

A  large  portion  of  the  Irish  case  must 
depend  on  the  Report  of  the  Royal  Com- 
mission, which  hon.  Members  oppoiite 
desired  to  discredit  because  it  was 
appointed  in  connection  with  the  question 
of  Ireland's  contribution  in  a  possible 
scheme  of  Home  Rule.  But  the  fact  that 
the  Commission  wa3  appointed  ad  hoc  in 
reference  not  to  a  political  issue,  but  to 
the  financial  side  of  that  issue,  did  not 
invalidate  its  testimony  or  discredit  its 

findings,  or,  above  all,  displace  the  in-    ^  .«         ,  ,        i 

valuable  evidence  given  by  Treasury  !  ??,t^^^  at  all,  as  they  were  based  on  a 
officials  themselves.  The  figures  upon '  J?i^^??^  doctrme  long  since  exploded, 
which  eleven  out  of  the  thirteen  Com-    ^^^  Commission  reported  that  Ireland 

raissioners  based  their  findings  were  !?*  ""X^a  ^"""^  ^"^  the  extent  of 
suppUed  by  men  of  the  type  of  Sir  Edward,  ^2,500,000   per   annum,    and  until  the 

Hamilton  and  Sir  Robert  Giifen,  and  they    Tjeasury  appointed  another  Commission 


was 

£9,748,0J0,  a  percentage  of  7-35.  Whence, 
then,  did  the  hon.  Member  for  Durham 
get  his  2'3  per  cent  ? 

Mr.  ELLIOT  siid  the  2*3  would  be 
found  on  page  19  of  Return  No.  225.       , 

♦Mr.   FLYNN  repUed  that  the  Irish 
people  could  not  accept  the  figures  of  that 


had  never  been  disproved.  The  Govern 
ment  did  not  accept  the  fiadings  of 
that  Commission,  but  promised  to  appoint 
another  body  to  inquire  how  the  ex- 
penditure onlrish  local  services  contrasted 
with  similar  expenditure  in  England  and 


of  financial  expert3  and  upset  the  figures 
upon  which  that  finding  was  based,  the 
House  was  boucd  to  accept  it.  According 
to  the  figure3  he  had  just  given,  Irish 
taxation  in  ten  years  had  increased 
by  £2,500,000,    though    the  percentage 


Scotland,  and  to  what  exemptions  and  i ""}  ^er  contribution  had  fallen  by   1-73 


abatements  Ireland  might  be  entitled. 
Surely  that  was  a  recognition  of  the 
doctrme  of  a  fiscal  entity. 

The  figures  given  by  the  Treasury 
last  July  simply  brought  the  sad 
story  up  to  date,  showing  a  steady 
and  constant   increase  in   the    amount 


According  to  the  income-tax  returns 
for  the  last  financial  year,  the  amount 
charged  in  England  was  £29,554,000,  and 
in  Scotland  £3,101,000,  a  total  of 
£32,655,000,  while  Ireland  was  charged 
£1,207,536,  representing  only  3*7  per 
cent.  Therefore  on  the  most  favourable 
basis    of     taxation,    the     utmost    that 


drawn     from    Ireland,     but     revealing .  Ireland  ought  to  be  called  upon  to  pay 
the    alarming   anomaly  that  the   more    was  3*7  per  cent,  of  the  revenue.     Und'^r 


Ireland  contributed  in  tax  revenue  the 
smaller  was  her  percentage  of  the  total 
contribution.  That,  however,  was  largely 
dne  to  the  enormous  and  increasing  ex- 
penditure of  Great  Britain  to  which  the 
Irish  people  had  never  given  their  assent. 
It  was  unnecessary  to  discuss  whether  or 
not  the  South  African  War  was  justifiable, 
he  thought  it   was  most  unjustifiable; 


Schedule  D,  which  more  accurately 
reflected  the  resources  of  the  people  than 
the  statement  as  a  whole,  England  was 
charged£16,828,000,  Scotland  £2,078,000, 
and  Ireland  only  £497,000,  or  2*63  per 
cent,  of  the  whole.  If  2*63,  which 
approximately  represented  Ireland's 
ability  as  compared  with  Great  Britain, 
were  contrasted  with  the  7*35  which  wa3 


the  fact  remained  that  it  cost  between  extracted  from  her,  the  case  for  over- 
£200,000.000  and]  £300,000,000,  of  which  taxation  was  disclosed  in  overwhelming 
Ireland  had  had  to  bear  her  share.    In  \  strength  and  clearness.       He  hoped  tho 
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Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  his 
reply,  instead  of  repeating  old  and 
exploded  fallacies,  would  give  the  House 
something  more  enlightning  and  in- 
forming  than  he  did  last  year.  Ireland's 
case  was  unanswerable,  and  some  serious 
attempt  ought  to  be  made  to  redress  her 
grievance.  He  defied  hon.  Members  to 
name  any  other  country  of  equal  fertility 
which  was  losing  its  population  by  tens 
of  thousands,  whose  fields  were  going  out 
of  cultivation,  and  whose  peasantry  were 
flying  as  from  a  plague-stricken  land. 
Such  a  state  of  tlungs  was  surely  ab- 
normal and  alarming ;  to  the  Irish  people 
it  was  sickening  and  heartbreaking.  Over- 
taxation was  one  of  the  causes  of  the 
depopulation  and  impoverishment  of 
Ireland,  and  steps  ought  at  once  to  be 
taken  to  remedy  the  financial  grievance 
under  which  that  country  laboured. 


Sir     JOHN      60JIST      (Cambridge 
University)  eaid  it  was  no  use  talking 
about  Irish  contributions.    They  had  got 
a    United    Kingdom,  and    under    that 
government  it  was  possible  to  have  a 
system   of   taxation    which    would   be 
perfectly  fair  to  the  Irish  people.    He 
was    ready  to  grant  that   the  existing 
system  of  taxation  was  not  fair  to  the 
Irish  people,  but  its  unfairness  was  not 
because  they    were  Irish,  but  because 
they  were  poor,  and  the  same  system  was 
equally  unfair  to  poor  Scotchmen  and 
Englishmen.    [A  Nationalist  Member  : 
There    is    nothing     in    that.]      There 
was  something  in  it,  because  it  enabled 
a  national  grievance  to  be  made  out  of 
what  was  really  only  a  class  grievance. 
Ireland    was  the    poorest  part  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  and  when  they  summed 
up  the  taxation  they  found  that  it  was 
an  unreasonable  amount.    The  illustra- 
tion given  by  the  hon.    Member  who 
moved  this  Amendment,  of  a  poor  man 
in  Connaught   who    smoked    his    pipe 
contributing  more  than  hia  fair  share  as 
compared  with   the  rich   man   in   Pall 
tUsM  who  smoked  his  cigar,  was  quite 
true,  but   it  was  equally  true  of  poor 
Englishmen  and  Scotchmen.    As  long  as 
they  remained  a  United  Kingdom,  the 
only  way   in    which  justice   could    be 
done  was  by  so  regulating  the  taxation 
of  the  whole  of  the  United  Kingdom, 
that  the  rich  classes  should  pay  their 
fair  proportion  and  the  poor  should  not 

Mr.  Flynn, 


pay  more  than  their  fair  share.  Many 
of  the  indirect  taxes  which  were  imposed 
upon  commodities  were  imposed  in  a 
way  which  was  very  unfair  to  the  poor, 
and  therefore'  it  was  unfair  to  Ireland, 
I  and  that,  he  understood,  was  the  ar8:u- 
j  ment  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Durham. 

What  they  required  waa  that  indirect 
taxation    should    be   fairly    distributed 
throughout  the  Unitod  Kingdom.    There 
was  an  idea  that  whisky  was  taxed  more 
than  beer,  and  if  that  could  be  proved  he 
should  be  willing  to  see  that  injustice 
redressed.    He  thought  all  hon.  Members 
agreed  that  at  the  present  moment  indirect 
taxation  formed  too  great  a  pioportion 
of   the   revenue  raised  in    the    United 
Kingdom.      Twenty   years  a^,   before 
all  these  wars  and  high  expenditure  upon 
the  Army  and  Navy,  no  man  could  juatly 
be  said  to  be  oppresised  by  indirect  taxa- 
tion, because  then  no  working  man  paid 
indirect   taxation   unless   he  drank,   or 
smoked,  or  indulged  in  that  pernicious 
fluid  tea.    If  he  abstained  from  all  those 
luxuries  then  he  paid  nothing  at  all,  and 
he  did  not   pay  much   now  except  in 
regard  to  sugar.    What  [the  Irish  repre- 
sentatives ought  to  demand  was  a  reduc- 
tion of   induect  taxation  and   farther 
relief  on  those  articles  which  were  the 
subject  of  food  and  consumption  by  the 
Irish  people  and  the  poor  Scotch  and 
English  people.    That  could  only  be  done 
by  a  great  reduction  in  the  general  ex- 
penditure of  the  country,  and  after  the 
speech  of  the  Prime  Minister  he  thought 
they  would  all  be  looking  forward  with 
some  hope  towards  a  very  great  reduc- 
tion in  their  military  expenditure.    Then 
they  would  be  able  to  take  the  tax  ofi 
sugar,  reduce  the  tax  on  tea,  and  possibly 
on  whisky,  and  thus  the  poor  Inshman, 
as  a  member  of  the  United  Ejngdom, 
would  obtain  an  alleviation  of  the  injustice 
from  which  he  was  now  sufiering,  without 
any  disturbance  of  tke  present  Constitu- 
tion under  which  England,  Scotland,  and 
Ireland  were  bound  together. 

Mr.  FIELD  (Dublin,  St  Patrick)  said 
that  what  the  Irish  Members  complained 
of  was  that  Ireland  had  been  overtaxed 
since  the  Union.  It  was  not  only  a  ques- 
tion of  the  immediate  present,  but  they  had 
also  to  consider  the  immense  restitution 
which  was  d^^  to  them  from  the  past. 
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At  the  time  of  the  Union  Ireland  was  per- 
haps the  moBt  lightly-taxed  country  in 
Europe,as  she  was  notconcemedin  foreign 
wars.  Under  the  terms  of  the  Union  it 
was  definitely  stipulated  that  she  should 
be  always  recognised  as  a  separate  taxable 
entity,  to  be  taxed  only  in  ratio  to  her 
resources,  with  certain  exemptions  to  be 
allowed.  This  f ict  had  been  proved  by 
the  Financial  Relations  Commission 
inquiry,  and  was  also  further  sub- 
stantiated by  the  pamphlets  and  proceed- 
ings of  the  All  Irdand  Financial  Reform 
Lef  g  le.  Therefore  he  would  not  trouble 
the  House  with  details,  as  the  contract 
terms  could  not  be  denied.  Under  the 
Act  of  Union  it  was  distinctly  laid  down 
that  the  Irish  and  British  Exchequers 
were  to  be  kept  separate  until  such  time 
as  a  certain  ratio  was  reached,  when  the 
Exchequers  might  be  amalgamated  and 
another  system  would  more  conveniently 
allow  the  over  taxation  of  Ireland  to  any 
extent  desired  by  the  English  Chancellors. 
This  increase  m  what  was  called  the 
National  Debt  of  Ireland  was  easily 
managed  by  the  expert  financiers  of  the 
British  Treasury,  so  that  after  the  expen- 
sive Napoleonic  wars  it  was  accomplished. 

In  order  to  explain  the  motives  and 
manipulations  which  led  up  to  the 
amalgamation  of  the  Irish'  and  British 
Exchequers^  it  was  necessary  to  quote 
the  official  figures  of  the  intervening 
years  that  elapsed  between  the  Union  ana 
amalgamation.  On  January  5th,  1801,  the 
British  debt  was  £450,504,984,  and  the 
annual  charge  £17,718,134;  the  Irish 
debt  was  £28,545,134,  and  the  annual 
charge  £1,244,463.  On  January  6th,  1817, 
after  amalgamation,  the  British  debt  was 
£734,527,104,  and  the  annual  charge 
£28,238,416;  the  Irish  debt  was  then 
£112,7(H,514,  and  the  annual  charge 
£4,094,514.  This  showed  whilst  the 
Imperial  Gh>vernment  did  not  double  the 
British  debt  they  quadrupled  the  Irish 
debt  By  this  manipulating  amalgama- 
tion the  Irish  debt  which  in  1801 — even 
after  adding  the  cost  of  conveying 
the  Union  —  had  been  as  to  the 
British  one  to  sixteen  and  a-half,  was 
forced  up  to  bear  to  the  British  debt 
the  ratio  of  one  to  seven  and  a-haU. 
It  was  difficult  to  understand  upon  what 
grounds  the  Irish  people  were  compelled 
to  share  in  the  liability  for  this  enormous 


National  Debt  now  amounting  to 
£800,000,000.  The  Irish  people  were 
not  consulted,  and  they  derived  no  advan- 
tage from  foreign  wars  to  which  they 
were  generally  opposed,  and  they  did  not 
receive  any  benefit  from  naval  or  military 
expenditure.  All  that  money  was  spent 
outside  Ireland,  where  they  had  not 
even  a  receiving  depdt,  and  all  that 
now  was  mainly  utilised  to  protect  the 
mercantile  marine,  which  reduced  the 
price  and  demand  for  Irish  produce,  and 
yet  they  had  to  pay  more  than  their 
share  to  maintain  the  Navy  and  Army. 
Meantime  the  colonists,  who  supplied  our 
markets  and  took  our  manufactured 
goods,  contributed  scarcely  any  appreci- 
able amount  for  their  defence.  Why  not 
ask  them  to  pay  their  fair  share  towards 
the  ever-increasing  coat  of  the  Army  and 
Navy,  and  relieve  Ireland  to  the  extent 
of  their  contribution  1  He  submitted 
this  practical  suggestion  to  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer.  The  Colonies  had 
prospered  because  they  controlled  their 
own  finances.  India,  and  Ireland  had 
been  plundered  and  pauperised  be- 
cause the  power  of  the  purse  re- 
mained in  the  British  Parliament. 
Just  as  in  India,  the  systematic  and 
continuous  policy  of  over-taxing  the 
Irish  people  and  sending  the  money  out- 
side the  country  obviously  created  an 
insurmountable  obstacle  to  progress  and 
prosperity. 

Men  and  money  were  the  twin  wheels 
upon  which  progression  proceeded.  Irish 
money  was  absorbed  by  investments,  and 
their  men  were  leaving  the  land  of  their 
birth  where  God  intended  they  should  re- 
side, if  permitted  by  equitable  laws  and 
paternal  administration.  About  the  period 
of  the  Union  the  population  of  Ireland  to 
that  of  Great  Britam  was  as  two  was  to 
five.  Now  it  was  not  much  over  one- 
ninth.  England  was  jealous  of  the 
prosperity  of  Ireland  under  a  native 
Parliament  even  though  it  was  com- 
posed of  Protestants.  But  when 
the  amalgamation  of  the  Exchequers 
was  proposed  and  passed,  certain 
safeguards  were  inserted,  and  officials 
to  look  after  Irish  interests  were  to 
be  appointed.  He  would  quote  from 
Statutes  at  Large,  56  George  III.,  1816, 
Vol.  56,  an  Act  which  was  j^aseed  on  July 
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Ist.    It  contained  the  following  provi- 
flionfl — 

*<  Consolidated  Funds  of  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland  shall  become  one  Consolidated  Fund  ; 
offices  of  Trea8urer  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland 
shall  be  united,  and  may  be  executed  by  Com- 
miasioners  ;  Vice-Treasurer  for  Ireland  to  have 
salary  of  £2,000— with  power  to  appoint 
deputy  ;  money  shall  be  issued  out  of  the 
-    la    '         -  -  .     -      .    . 


Treasury  of  Ireland  on  the  warrant  of  the  Lord  , 
Lieutenant,  signed  by  the  Vice-Treasurer  and  I 
Auditor-General  of  Ilis  Majesty's  Exchequer 
of  Ireland  ;  quarterly  accounts  of  Consolidated 
Fund  in  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  shall  be 
transmitted  from  each  country  to  the  other 
and  deposited  in  the  several  Exchequers  ;  two 
additional  Commissioners  of  the  Treasury  to  be 
appointed  for  Irish  business;  annual  account 
to  be  laid  before  Parliament  b;^  the  Vice- 
Treasurer ;  books  and  records  of  Irish  Treasury  i 
to  remain  with  Vice-Treasurer.*' 

Would  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  , 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  or  the  Chief  • 
Secretary  enlighten  the  House  as  to 
what  had  been  done  regarding  those 
provisions.  One  never  heard  of  any- 
thing but  the  British  Treasury. 
Two  short  amending  Acts  were  passed  in 
1817,  but  none  of  the  main  provisions 
were  changed,  and,  so  far  as  he  could 
lean,  the  exemptions  made  under  the 
Aot  of  Union  had  been  disallowed,  and 
the  regulations  and  safeguards  provided 
by  the  Act  of  1816  had  been  disregarded. 
Ireland  had  been  involved  in  the 
payment  of  tremendous  Imperial  tax- 
ations far  in  excess  of  the  proportions 
laid  down  by  Pitt  and  Oastlereagh,  who 
foretold  increased  trade  and  prosperity, 
but  Ireland  had  not  participated  in  her 
share  of  the  Imperial  expenditure. 

Of  course  they  would  be  told  about 
grants.  Let  an  international  account  be 
prepared  showing  over- taxation  and 
grants.  The  Union  ratio  was  entirely 
ignored  by  Mr.  Gladstone  in  his  1853 
Budget.  Although  there  was  a  surplus  he 
levied  income-tax  in  Ireland,  nominally  for 
a  short  period,  to  repay  an  amount  lent  to 
meet  famine  exigencies.  He  did  this  in 
opposition  to  the  opinion  of  Sir  Robert 
Peel  and  other  eminent  English  Chan- 
cellors, who  maintained  that  Ireland  was 
too  poor  to  pay  income-tax.  Although 
the  amount  lent  had  been  repaid  many 
times  over,  restitution  had  not  been  given 
by  an  equivalent  reduction.  On  the 
contrary,  the  taxation  was  stil  rising. 
He  was  not  arguing  for  the  remission  of 
income-tax  in  Ireland,  but  he  did  advo- 
cate the  necessity  of  introducing  a  fair 

Mr.  Field. 


system  of  graduated  assessments — and 
also  the  need  of  reform  in  the  existing 
mode   of    valuations,   assessment,    and 
collection  in  Ireland,  where  the  income- 
tax  payers,  especially  business  and  pro- 
fessional men,  were  often  exorbitantly 
assessed,    and    consequently    harassed, 
whilst  the  owner  of  land  values,  who  did 
nothing,    practically   escaped   taxation. 
Mr.  Gladstone  enormously  increased  the 
burden  of  taxation  in  Ireland  before  the 
country  had    recovered    from  the   evil 
effects  of  the  terrible  famine,  and  just 
at  the  time  that  what  was  falsely  called 
free  trade,  but  which  in  reality  was  a 
sjrstem  of  free  imports,  was  coming  into 
operation    and  telling  against   Ireland. 
This  system  not  alone  reduced  the  value 
of  Irish  agricultural  produce  generally, 
but  it  gradually  helped  to  deteriorate  the 
climate  and  make  it  more  humid,  so  that 
the  yield  of  crops  or  live  stock  was  not 
so  good  as  formerly.    Some  hon.  Mem- 
bers might  not  quite  appreciate  the  con- 
nection  between  wet  seasons  and  free 
imports.      But    it    was   recognised   by 
meteorologists  that  if  a  country  was  not 
properly  drained,  was  nearly  all  under 
grass,  especially  without  a  due  clothing 
of   wood,  such  a  grassy    area  induced 
atmospheric  moisture,   and   often  rain, 
and  it  must  be  acknowledged  that  as  a  rule 
a  cultivated  country    enjoyed    a    drier 
climate.    However,  let  them  get  away 
froo;  atmospheric  influence,  and  come  to 
the  figures. 

He  would  briefly  put  the  case  from  the 
beginning.  The  King's  revenue,  or  what 
was  now  termed  Imperial  taxation,  was  in 
the  fourteenth  century  £11,000  per 
annum.  This  snowball  had  in  the  roll  of 
ages  increased  to  an  avalanche  of  nearly 
£11,000,000.  He  would  briefly  trace  its 
growth.  In  the  seventeenth  century, 
mainly  by  subsidies,  £300,000 ;  eighteenth 
century,  mainly  by  subsidies,  £650,000  ; 
1801,  beginning  of  nineteenth  century. 
Union,  £1,244,000  ;  1817,  amalgamation. 
Exchequer,  £4,004,5U ;  1829,  amal- 
gamation Exchequer,  £4,460,000.  In  the 
Victorian  era  the  figures  were — 1837,  taxa- 
tion, £6,175,000 ;  population,  8,024,000  ; 
per  head,  12s.  lid.;  1901,  taxation, 
£9,505,000;  population,  4,456,546;  per 
head,  43s.  In  the  present  King's  reign 
the  figures  were  — 1905,  taxatioa, 
£10,200,003 ;  population,  4,420,000 ;  por 
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head,  448.  Since  1837  the  population 
that  was  the  productiTe  factor  of  taxa- 
tion had  been  reduced  by  nearly  one- 
half,  whilst  the  taxation  per  head  had 
been  almost  quadrupled.  Sometimes  it 
was  alleged  by  sophistical  surface 
observers  that  Ireland  was  over-popu- 
lated. Let  him  compare  the  density  of 
population  per  square  mile  in  European 
countries.  England,  505 ;  Scotland,  135 ; 
Ireland,  132  (Scotland  did  not  contain 
anything  like  the  area  of  arable  land 
that  Ireland  did) ;  France,  320;  Germany, 
233;  Italy,  260;  Switzerland,  a  moun- 
tainous land,  190 ;  Holland,  350 ;  Belgium, 
530,  more  than  four  times  the  popula- 
tion per  square  mile,  and  in  addition  Ire- 
land had  been  depopulated  to  make  room 
for  cattle.  Yet  Belgium  carried  three 
times  as  many  beasts  per  acre  as  Ireland, 
althoagh  Ireland  had  a  richer  soil.  The 
difference  was  in  the  home  government. 

In  Ireland  emigration  continued,  and 

the  result  was  that  the  marriage  and 

birth  rate  had  decreased  far  below  those 

of  any  other  civilised  country.    The  death 

rate  was  increasing,  and  the  proportion  of 

the  children  and  aged  to  population  had 

increased  to  such  an  extent  that  even  if 

emigration    were   stayed  the  future  of 

the    Irish   race   was  threatened.      The 

ratio  of  infirm  and  insane  was  far  greater 

than  that  in  any  other  country  in  the 

world.     The    land    was    going   out    of 

tillage,  and  the  number  of  persons  in 

receipt   of    pauper    relief    was  growing 

greater,    although   the  population   was 

diminished.     So    that    the    increasing 

burden  of  taxation  had  to  be  borne  by 

a  smaller  number  of  producers,  who  were 

also  weighted  with  hea^y  local  rates,  which 

amounted  to  over  £4,000,000  sterling  per 

annum.    He  submitted  that  produce  was 

the    measure  of   national  wealth,    and 

further,  that   the  wealth   of  a   nation 

consisted  in    its  natural   products,  the 

skill  and  number  of  its  inhabitants,  and 

the    possession     of     transit     facilities. 

Great   Britain,  as  they  were    told    by 

geologists,  owing  to  the  displacements  of 

the  glacial  period,  had  more  iron  and 

coal  and  consequently  manufactures  than 

Ireland.    England  had    more   skill,    as 

technical   education    was    unknown    in 

Ireland  until  recently.    The  population 

of   England    had    treVed;    of    Ireland 

it  had  been  reduced    almost    one-half. 

VOL,  CXLVI.    [PouBTH  Seribs.] 


England  had  ten  times  more  shipping  than 
all  the  rest  of  the  world,  and  compati- 
tive  railways ;  in  Ireland  they  had  neither, 
yet  from  the  poverty-stricken  populatioi 
of  Ireland  upon  whom  indirect  taxation 
fell  most  heavily  the  English  Gt)vemment 
extorted  72  per  cent,  of  indirect  taxation, 
whibt  in  Great  Britain  it  averaged  only 
about  27  per  cent. 

Measured  by  income-tax  returns  Great 
Britain,    especially  England,    was    rich 
beyond  all  proportion  as  compared  with 
Ireland.    As  the  pa3rment  of  income-tax 
was  dependent  on  valuation,  let  him  point 
out  here  that  in  England  and  Scotland 
there  was  a  local   authority  assessment 
committee  co-operating  with  the  Govern- 
ment official.    In  Ireland  there  was  a 
Valuation  Commissioner  appointed  by  tho 
Crown,  altogether  beyond  the  influenoo 
of  the  taxpayer.    If  Ireland  was  to  be  re- 
valued   under   this  authority  probably 
£1,000,000  a  year  would  be  added  to  the 
overtaxation     of     Ireland.       Although 
identity  of  taxation  had  now  proved  to 
bo  unjust  in  application,  yet  identity  of 
method  should  be  followed  under  what  was 
called  Union  constitutional  Government. 
It  was  admitted  that  Great  Britain  drew 
a  yearly  profit  of  over  £2,000,000  per 
annum    from    Ireland.      Yet,  notwith- 
standing the  verdict    of  the    Financial 
Resolutions  Commission  that  they  were 
over-taxed  by  nearly  £3,000,000  sterling 
per  annum,  still  the  over- taxation  tribute 
was     even     more    rigorously    exacted, 
and  when  the  complaint  was  annually 
brought  on  for  discussion  they  received 
only  flippant  replies  and  taunts  about 
grants — which  were  mainly  taken  from 
Irish     money.      Why,    everything    in 
Ireland  was  starved  and  stunted  from  the 
want  of  a  paternal  yet  economic  Govern- 
ment.   Money  was   wasted  on  soldiers 
who  got  their  supplies  outside  Ireland.  It 
was  the  same  with  officials,  Constabulary, 
policemen,  coercion  proceeding  from  law 
officers,  and  secret  service.     This  House 
would  grant  many  thousands  of  pounds 
for  a  denominational  University  for  the 
Soudanese  and  refuse  a  necessary  grant 
for  the  establishment  of  a  University  for 
those  who  constituted  the   majority  of 
the  Irish  people.    At    the    same    time 
arterial     drainage    and     fisheries,     re- 
afioresting,  and  cheap  transit,  harbours, 
canals — all  the  factors  of  intellectual  and 
commercial  prosperity— ^were   neglected 
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foreign  trade  was  insignificant,  whilst 
her  enforced  enormous  coiU7ibatM>n 
to  Imperial  taxatiofi  together  with 
remittances  to  absentee  iapdlprda  were 
stupendous  in  relation  to  her  commerce 
and  capacity.  He  would  remind  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  the  Chief 
Serretary  that  in  modem  days  op|>r^sion 
was  mostly  financial,  and,  if  it. were  true 
that  the  inveterate  enmities  which  em- 
bittered the  Irish  question  were  moderat- 
ing, let  the  Government  and  this  House 
prove  it  by  adopting  measures  for  the  re- 
vision of.  valuation  methods,  the  restitu- 
tion of  past  overtaxation  and  the  re- 
adjustment of  future  levies  from  Ireland. 
Lord  Brougham,  an  English  Lor4  Chan- 
cellor, declared  that  the  tiue  test  of  good 
government  was  the  le^t  cost  in  money 
and  siibjection.  Ireland  cost  more  to 
govern  than,  any  country  of  an  almost 
similar  sixe  and  population  in  the  world. 
It  was  subject  to  a  perpetual  coercion, 
and  the  people  were  deprived  of  the 
use  of  arms  which  belonged  to  every 
free  people.  If  England,  was  unable 
to  govern  Ireland  economically  con- 
stitutionally let  her  grant  Home  Rule, 
and  an  Irish  Parliament  would  govern 
a  prosperous  and  progressive  people. 


i    Let  it  be  granted  that  Ireland  was  natu- 
rally wealthy  in  agricultural  resources,  and 
under  fair  economic  conditions  her  people 
would  Uve  in   plenty  and  have  ample 
provision  during  ordinary  seasons  against 
any  probable  diminution  of  her  produc- 
tive output  in  unfavourable  years.     But 
she  was  governed   and  controlled  by  a 
Power  that  financially  and  industrially 
absorbed  her  earnings  in  an  insidious 
fashion  by  the  financial    drainage    of 
overtaxation.      It  had   been  said  that 
Ireland  was  drained  of  everything  except 
water   by  England.    A  simple  analogy 
would  explain  the  situation.    Suppose  a 
farm  of  land  which  was  naturally  very 
fertile,   if    its  produce  was  continually 
exported    and  consumed    abroad,  with 
nothing  returning .  to  its    soil,  in   due 
course  of  time  that  farm  must  become  im- 
poverished.   Now,  the  Irish  people,  as  a 
whole,  were  almost  in  the  position  of  such 
a  holding — Ireland  had  been  designated 
the  drain-farm  of  England.    No  country 
could  sustain   such   a  steady  drain    of 
wealth  without  becoming  impoverished. 
That  was  their  position.    He  recognised 
that  high  taxation  might  even  in  some 
cases  be  beneficial, provided  it  was  so  levied 
that  it  drew  contributions   from    those 
who  would  not  otherwise  assist  in  sus- 
taming  public  welfare  and  expense.    The 
death  duties  afiorded  a  notable  example. 
But  a  further  special  proviso  should  be 
maintained  that  the  taxes  must  be  spent 
within  the  country  from  which  they  were 
raised  and  not  lavishly  expended  in  pay- 
ing extravagant  salaries  to  unnecessary 
offioials,or  in^maintaining  unconstitutional 
rule.     Under  those  conditions  taxation 
expended  in  the  country  in  which  it  was 
levied  again  returned  to  the   working, 
distributing,    professional,    and     official 
classes.    But  taxes   exported  from  the 
country  in   which    they  were   collected 
must  be  reckoned  as  an  absolute  financial 
loss  to  the  community  which  paid  the 
taxes  so  abstracted.    It  was  recognised 
by  eminent  economists  that  the  obliga- 
tion to  make  heavy  payments  abroad 
had  the  efiect  of  placing  a  country  at  a 
disadvantage  throughout  its  foreign  trade. 
The    prA^ent   commercial   depression  of 

Ireland     confirmed   that     theory.     Her  \  it   did   to  the  agricultural   and'  poo^x 
Mr.  Fidd. 


Mr.  PARKER  SMITH  (Lanarkshire, 
Partick)  thought  a  very  real  and  grievous 
burden  as  afieoting  Ireland  had  been 
brought  forward,  and  he  asserted  that 
the  just  treatment  of  that  country 
must  depend  upon  fiscal  principles.  He 
was  sure  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Durham  would  agree  that  tiie  present 
system  of  indirect  taxation  on  the 
necessities  of  life  threw  too  heavy  a 
burden  upon  the  poorer  classes  and  left 
the  more  prosperous  classes  without  their 
fair  share.  Then  it  was  assumed  that 
a  system  of  taxation  which  was  good  for 
one  community  was  good  for  another,  and 
it  was  assumed  that  the  present  system 
of  taxation  which  was  adopted  as  being 
good  for  this  country — a  rich,  prosperous 
and  industrial  community — was  neces- 
sarily good  for  a  community  where  the 
circvmstances  were  entirely  different. 
That  did  not  at  all  foUow.  It  might 
very  well  be  argued  that  the  present 
system  of  taxation  wps  so  much  .to  the 
advantage  of  our  manufactories  and 
industries  in   England  that    any   harm 
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classes  was  quite .  overborne  by  the 
advantage  it  conferred  by  developing  the 
general  and  larger  interests  of  the 
comninnity.  It  did  not  follow,  how- 
ever, that  such  would  be  the  case  in  a 
country  which  depended  almost  entirely 
up3n  agriculture.  In  this  respect  Ireland 
had  suffered  and  was  now  suffering  from 
our  comm^cial  policy.  We  had  chosen  a 
compaercial  policy  which  was  good  for 
this  country,  aud  Ireland  had  to  take  its 
chances  of  success.  That  policy  was 
initiated  in  the  seventeenth  century ;  it 
was  carried  through  the  eighteentfi  cen- 
tury, when  we  prevented  the  growth  of 
industry  in  Ireland  for  the  benefit  of  this 
country ;  and  in  the  nineteenth  century, 
whatever  was  the  effect  of  free-trade 
measures  in  England  it  certainly  was 
damaging  to  Ireland.  Along  with  that 
came. the  passionate  desire  for  symmetry 
which  marjked  the  Ministers  of  the  last 
century.  There  was  no  attempt  to  get 
too  large  a  share  from  Ireland,  but  there 
was .  the  question  of  the  very  greatly 
increased  burden  resting  upon  England 
which  marked  the  years  following  the 
famine—when  Ireland  was  unfit  and 
incapable  of  having  fresh  burdens  put 
upon  her.  It  was  this  attempt  at  sim- 
plicity which  was  Procrustean — which 
made  taxes  the  same  in  all  countries 
without  consideration .  of  the  circum- 
stances of  the  people^  which  made  the 
consequences  so  severely  felt  in  Ireland. 

The  suffering  of  Ireland  during  the  last 
century  in  ttie  matter  of  its  commercial 
prosperity  was  the  real  foundation  of  the 
whole  movement  in  favour  of  Homo 
Rule.  In  Scotland  the  Union  when 
carried  through  was  every  bit  as  unpopu- 
lar as  ever  it  was  in  Ireland.  It  might 
have  led  to  relations  between  the  two 
countries  as  difficult  as  thos3  existing 
between  England  and  Ireland,  but  for- 
tunately the  Scottish  people  discovered 
the  commercial  advantages  which  the 
Union  gave  them.  It  was  discovered 
that  the  Union  opened  to  them  a  vista  of 
prosperity  in  the  commer.  e  with  the  West 
Indies  and  other  places,  and  that  took 
away  the  whole  rodtof  bitterness  and  led 
to  the  happier  state  of  feeling  which  had 
ever  since  prevailed.  The  policy  chosen 
for  England  was  not  that  which  Ireland 
would  have  chosen  for  itself.  Had  that 
country   been   left  free  it  would  have 


developed  it^  own  industries,  and  by 
following  the  same  path  as  had 
been  taken  by  our  Colonies  it  would  have 
developed  them  to  its  own  advantage. 

The  present  policy  of  the  Treasury  of 
raising  enormous  sums  by  heavy  taxaibion 
of  the  masses  was  one  which  threw  upon 
those  classes  a  burden  far  heavier  than 
was  borne  by  a  protectionist  count]  7 
like  Germany,  which  stood  inamasement 
at  our  bearing  taxation  on  articles  of 
universal  consumption.  The  question 
had  been  raised  as  to  how  this  hardship 
was  to  be  removed,  and  whether  it  could 
be  removed  by  reducing  the  taxation 
upon  those  articles  whieh  formed  the 
integral  p:\rts  of  food  consumed  by  the 
poor  of  Ireland  and  reducing  them  to  the 
level  of  protectionist  Germany.  At 
present  the  taxation  on  tea,  tobacco, 
sugai',  and  spirits  was  too  high,  but  if 
that  taxation  were  to  be  reduced  to  one-* 
half  or  one-third  the  grievance  of  Ireland 
would  be  vety  largely  removed.  The 
question  was  how  could  such  alteration 
be  made.  It  had  been  suggested  that  it 
could  be  done  by  a  general  reduction  of 
the  expenditure  of  the  nation,  but  he  felt 
not  at  all  sanguine  that  such  a  reduction 
would  ever  take  place,  as  the  tendency 
was  rather  to  increase  than  to  reduce 
expenditure.  It  would  be  rather  by  recon- 
sidering the  whole  system  of  taxation 
and  ascertaining  whether  it  could  not  be 
put  on  a  wider  basis ;  whether  we  could 
not  raise  large  sums  by  indirect  taxation 
on  articles  which  were  luxuries  of  the 
rich  and  which  were  consumed  by  those 
classes  who  oould  better  afford  to  pay 
the  taxation  than  could  the  mass  of  con- 
sumers.  It  was  to  that  solution  that  he 
looked  for  a  possible  diminution  of  the 
Irish  grievance. 


•  4 


u 


Mr.  SWIFT  MACNBILL  (Donegal,  S.) 
said  he  was  not  prepared  to  address  the 
House,  but  he  felt  that  he  would  not  beac  t- 
ing  justly  to  his  constituents  if  he  omitted 
to  raise  his  voice  against  the  overtaxation 
of  Ireland.  He  represented  a  constituency 
which  included  the  poorest  people  in  a 
poverty-stricken  country.  Before  entering 
upon  the  subject  he  wished  to  direct  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  that  durmg  the  discussion 
no  Ulster  Unionist  Members  had  been 
present.  There  was  an  allegation  that 
Ireland  was  being  merciles*?!)'^  robbed  in 
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the  matter  of  taxation,  but  even  the 
Act  of  Union  had  failed  to  ensure  the 
attendance  of  the  Ulster  Unionists.  If 
it  had  only  been  the  case  of  Constable 
Anderson,  the  level-crossing  at  Portadown, 
the  medical  officership  of  Ballinasloe,  or 
if  they  could  have  had  a  hit  at  Sir 
Antony  MacDonnell,  they  would  have 
been  in  theb  places.  Those  were  matters 
which  would  have  appealed  to  them,  but 
when  it  came  to  matters  affecting  the 
very  life  of  the  poor  and  the  comfort  of 
all  who  lived  in  Ireland,  the  Ulster 
loyalists  were  not  present.  He  had 
watched  these  financial  relations  very 
carefully,  and  he  recollected  perfectly 
well  the  sensation  produced  in  June,  1896, 
by  the  publication  of  the  Report  of  the 
Royal  Commission,  and  how  these 
Gentlemen  acted  then.  They  were  all  to 
be  united  to  get  justice  for  Ireland. 
They  used  almost  to  tumble  over  one 
another  to  find  a  place  in  the  debate,  and 
he  recollected  how  all  the  Resolutions  were 
framed  in  order  that  no  violence  should 
be  done  to  the  opinions  of  Ulster 
Unionism.  Those  Gentlemen,  who  did 
not  really  care  anything  about  the 
financial  relations  of  Ireland,  had  by  the 
agitation  managed  very  well  to  secure 
benefits  in  their  own  financial  relations. 
They  had  secured  by  that  a^tation,  by 
the  Act  of  1898,  £350,000  of  the  rates 
being  taken  off  the  shoulders  of  the 
landlords.  Mr.  Rentoul  was  now  a 
Judge,  Mr.  Dane  was  made  a  Judge, 
and  Mr.  Horace  Flunkett  had  had 
justice  done  to  him  to  the  extent  of 
£2,000  a  year,  and  they  now  had  in 
the  empty  benches  opposite  the  proof 
of  the  interest  taken  in  this  matter  by 
the  Ulster  Unionists.  He  hoped  all  this 
would  be  seen  in  Ireland,  and  that  it 
would  teach  her  a  lesson  that  if  they  had 
to  agitate  a  question  that  agitation  should 
be  carried  through  by  those  who  were 
prepared  to  agitate  it  through  thick  and 
thin,  and  that  they  should  have  no  deal- 
ings with  any  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite. 

He  agreed  in  the  main  with  everything 
which  the  hon.  Member  who  had  pre- 
ceded him  had  said.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man's impression  of  the  historic  aspect 
of  the  question  was  true  and  correct. 
The  only  person  who  ought  to  be  satisfied 
with  this  debate  and  with  the  complaints 
and  the  statements  of  Nationalist  Mem- 

Mr.  Suift  MacNeUl 


hers,  which  could  not  be  impugned,  as  to 
the  financial  ruin  that  had  been  brought 
about  in  Ireland  by  the  Union,  was  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  of  the  Em- 
pire. From  that  right  hon.  Gentlemin's 
point  of  view  the  disclosures  they  had 
had  were  a  tremendous  success.  From 
the  British  point  of  view  they  were  a 
great  success,  though  the  whole  question 
of  the  financial  relations  from  the  Irish 
point  of  view  might  be  summed  up  in  the 
one  sentence  that  they  were  a  vile, 
cowardly,  gigantic,  financial  swindle.  The 
question  they  were  now  discussing  was  a 
very  large  one  indeed..  These  thingi 
began  in  the  time  of  Charles  II.,  when  the 
cattle  trade  was  ruined,  and  continued  all 
through  the  eighteenth  century,  when 
every  industry  that  Ireland  possessed 
was  destroyed.  The  woollen  trade  was 
destroyed,  with  the  residt  that  it  went  to 
America,  and  when  the  Irish  Parliament 
succeeded  in  getting  freedom  of  trade, 
which  it  had  for  eighteen  years,  because 
they  began  to  get  prosperous  the  British 
Government  determined  to  destroy  that. 
A  great  deal  had  been  heard  recently  of 
the  wonderful  revelations  in  the  Mac- 
Donnell-Wyndbam  correspondence.  He 
thought  there  were  quite  as  wonderful 
revelations  in  the  Castlereagb-Cook 
correspondence.  The  Irish  Members  who 
carried  the  Act  of  Union,  with  the 
exception  of  seven,  carried  it  through 
metallic  bribes  given  to  them  by  Mr. 
Cook. 

As  regards  the  financial  relations, 
the  House  must  recollect  the  Union  as  it 
was  carried  in  1800  was  not  a  financial 
union.  Ireland  had  her  own  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  at  that  time ;  she  had 
her  own  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
until  1816,  the  reason  being  that  the 
I  ish  Parliament  in  accepting  the  Union 
could  not  and  would  not  saddle  their 
country  with  English  debt.  At  the 
time  of  the  Union  the  English  debt  was 
£446,000,000  and  the  Irish  debt  was 
£28,000,000,  and  no  one  except  a  fool 
would  enter  into  a  relationship  with  a 
partner  who  owed  so  much  when  he, 
comparatively,  owed  so  little.  But  even 
in  1800  everything  was  predicted  which 
had  since  occurred.  Sheridan  said  that 
the  carrying  of  the  Union  would  cause 
the  emigration  of  every  person  of  wit  and 
wisdom,  of  worth,  intellect,  and  abihty, 
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and  that  it  would  mean  the  imposition  upon 
Ireland  of  British  taxes  without  British 
prosperity  and  trade;  a  conclusion  al- 
most arrived  at.  Mr.  Gladstone's  name 
had  been  much  referred  to  in  the  debate, 
aid  they  all  knew  that  Mr.  Gladstone 
clearly  saw  the  evil  condition  of  poverty 
to  which  Ireland  had  been  reduced  by 
England's  commercial  poUcy.  Before 
the  Report  of  the  Royal  Commission  was 
published,  in  March,  1888,  Mr.  Gladstone 
wrote  an  article  on  the  commercial 
relations  of  England  and  Ireland,  and  he 
concluded  that  article  by  saying  that 
Irishmen  considered  that  they  were 
robbed,  and  that  all  that  he  could  say  for 
himself  was  that  when  Dr.  Johnson  asked 
Iriahmen  not  to  pass  the  Act  of  Union, 
because  if  they  did  Ireland  would  be 
robbed  by  England,  that  advice  was  sub- 
stantially right  and  true.  That  had  no 
reference  to  what  took  place  in  the  time 
of  the  Stuarts. 

He  was  surpris3d  not  to  sse  the 
Chief  Secretary  in  his  place,  as  in 
his  opinion  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
should  be  on  a  question  like  this  afiect- 
ing  the  life  of  the  people  in  Ireland. 
What  did  Englishmen  really  think  of 
this  matter  ?  In  1896,  to  the  satisfaction 
of  a  Royal  Commission  on  which  there 
was  not  a  single  Nationalist  leader 
except  that  financial  genius  Mr.  Sexton, 
it  was  proved  that  Ireland  was  over- 
taxed to  the  extent  of  £2,750,000  a  year, 
but  from  that  day  to  this  not  the 
slightest  reUef  had  been  given.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Partick  had  spoken  of  "  our  " 
taxation. '  The  taxatbn  was  by  English 
Members,  and  the  imposition  of  burdens 
in  defiance  of  Irish  votes  would  in  itself 
constitute  an  admirable  cause  of  war.  It 
was  simple  and  utter  plunder.  When  the 
income-tax  wa^  first  imposed  seventy- 
four  Irish  Members  Voted  against  it,  only 
five  or  six,  who  were  paid  S3rvitors  of 
the  Administration,  voting  in  its  favour. 
In  an  Irish  Parliament  a  majority  of  one 
would  have  destroyed  it.  The  Boer 
War,  against  which  the  Irish  people  all 
along  protested,  had  added  an  extra 
£1,500,000  to  their  taxation.  They  had 
no  power  over  their  finance ;  the  Irish 
Parliament  was  destroyed  in  order  that 
that  power  might  be  taken  from  the 
Irish  people.  Viewed  in  that  way, 
the  existing  financial   relations  were  the 


most  damning  condemnation  of  the 
Union.  He  had  not  yet  made  up  his 
mind  whether  he  was  a  protectionist  or  a 
free-trader,  but  he  was  certainly  a  pro- 
tectionist in  the  sanse  that  he  would 
protect  Ireland  with  all  his  strength 
against  the  robbery  of  England.  This 
was  a  weighty  and  momentous  question. 
The  appearance  of  the  House  while 
matters  so  vital  to  the  Irish  people  were 
being  discussed  was  most  disheartening. 
It  proved  what  a  fraud  the  Union  was. 
The  Act  was  not  administered  for  the 
benefit  of  the  Irish  people.  For  years 
everything  in  the  Union  favourable  to 
England  had  been  pressed  to  the  ut- 
most, and  everything  which  told 
in  favour  of  Ireland  had  been  ignored. 
The  whole  proceeding  was  so  contemptible 
and  heartrending  that  there  were  very 
few  Irishmen  but  felt  that  if  the  oppor- 
tunity came  it  would  he  their  bounden 
duty  to  get  rid  of  a  system  which  had  been 
a  complete  tissue  of  fraudulent  transac- 
tions between  a  strong  country  and  a 
poor  people  who  had  been  torced  into  an 
abominable  and  degrading  bondage. 


Mr.  EMMOTI  (Oldham)  said  it  was 
very  satisfactory  to  him  as  an  English 
Member  who  sympathised  in  a  general 
way  with  the  Irish  view  of  this  case  lo 
find  how  differently  it  was  treated  by 
hon.  Members  opposite,  and  what  a  con- 
flict of  opinion  there  was  in  regard  to  it. 
The  Member  for  Partick  advocated  a 
policy  of  protection  for  Ireland.  With  a 
good  deal  that  he  said  about  the  history 
of  the  question  he  was  in  cordial  agree- 
ment. He  did  not  propose  to  follow  him 
in  his  argument  for  protection,  but 
would  merely  point  out  that  when 
evenings  were  set  apart  for  the  discus- 
sion of  the  protectionist  question  it  would 
be  just  as  well  that  he  should  be  in  his 
place  to  take  part  in  the  debate  and 
show  how  that  question  affected  Ire- 
land. He  was  sincerely  sorry  to 
hear  the  tone  of  the  hon.  )Iember  for 
Durham's  speech.  '  The  substance  of 
his  remarks  was  that  individuals  were 
taxed,  and,  if  the  same  tax  was  levied  on 
different  individuals  it  must  be  fair; 
that  Ireland,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  was 
not  quite  so  heavily  taxed  as  England, 
because  in  Ireland  there  were  no  house 
duties,    and    no    establishment  licences 
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and  other  taxes*  and,  so  far  as  could  be 
judged  from  his  argument,  he  really 
believed  that  Ireland  ought  to  be  more 
heavily  taxed  than  it  waa  at  the  present 
time.  The  Member  for  Cambridge 
University  took  a  very  different  and  a 
much  wiser  line.  He  paid  that  whilst 
he  agreed  it  was  a  question  of 
the  taxation  of  the  individual,  be 
believed  the  present  taxation  of 
Ireland  was  unfair,  simply  because 
the  individuals  in  Ireland  were  poor, 
and  because,  relatively  to  them,  the 
individuals  in  this  country  were  rich. 
Reargued  that  the  system  of  taxation 
ought  to  be  altered,  so  that  more  would 
fall  upon  the  rich  and  less  upon  the 
poor.  He  (the  speaker)  admitted 
that  if  more  taxation  were  levied 
upon  the  rich  and  less  upon  the  poor, 
Ireland  would  inevitably  benefit.  But 
there  was  the  geographical  question  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ignored.  There 
was  also  the  question  of  the  enormous 
increase  of  taxation  in  Ireland  between 
1850  and  1860,  and  there  was  further  the 
other  side  of  the  accounb-^the  question 
of  expenditure.  That  was  really  the 
question  affecting  Ireland  as  to  which 
there  ought  to  be  a  very  serious  reduc- 
tion. Relatively  there  was  far  more 
spent  in  Ireland  on  government  than  in 
England  or  Scotland.  In  regard  to  these 
mattets  different  opinions  were  held  by 
Gentlemen  opposite,  and  if  this  question 
were  more  pressing  it  would  prove  ano^ht- r 
bone  of  contention  among  the  Unionist 
Party.  He  considered  that  was  a  favour- 
able omen  for  those  who  sympathised 
with  the  Irish  view  of  the  question. 

^  Coming  to  his  own  view  of  the  question, 
he  was  struck  firstly  by  the  enormous 
weight  of  financial  authority  behind  the 
Report  of  the  Commission  of  1896.  Ex- 
cluding altogether  Irish  opinion,  whether 
Unionist  or  Nationalist,  and  even  Mr. 
Hunter,  the  late  Member  for  Aberdeen, 
a  strong  advocate  of  the  principle  of 
taxable  capacity,  there  still  remained 
recognised, financial  authorities  such  as 
the  late  Mr.  Childers,  the  late  Lord  Farrer, 
Lord  Welby,  the  late  Mr.  Bertram  Currie, 
and  Sir  David  Barbour,  all  of  whom 
agreed  that  Ireland  was  overtaxed  under 
the  then  existing  conditions. 

Mr.  ELLIOT :  Not  Sir  David  Barbour, 
I  think.  ^ 

Mr,  Emmott, 


Mr.  EMMOTT:  I  think  be  agreed 
that  Ireland  was  overtaxed,  but  be 
thought  the  expenditure  was  a  setoff. 

Mr.  ELLIOT :  He  said  that,  looldng 
at  both  sides  of  the  revenue,  Ireland  was 
well  off. 

Mr.  emmott  said  that  was  really 
the  set-off  argument,  but  for  the 
moment  he  was  dealing  with  the  one 
side.  The  only  authority  who  took  tbe 
opposite  view  was  Sir  Thomas  Suther- 
land, and  he  was  a  business  man  rather 
than  a  financial  expert.  According  to 
every  sign  by  which  the  prosperity  of  a 
nation  could  be  judged,  Ireland  was 
either  advancmg  much  more  slowly  than 
England  or,  indeed,  actually  going  back. 
The  income-tax  returns  bore  testimony 
to  the  slow  progress  of  assessments  in 
Ireland  as  compared  with  this  country, 
while  in  the  matter  of  population  there 
was  admittedly  an  enormous  decrease. 

Mr.  ELLIOT  said  he  had  never  sug- 
gested that  the  progress  in  Ireland  was 
equal  to  the  progress  in  England. 

Mr.  emmott  suggested  that  if  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  who  was  a  good  free- 
trader, would  look  up  his  free-trade 
arguments  and  apply  them  to  Ireland, 
he  would  probably  find  it  much  more 
difiicult  to  sustain  his  cas^;  he  would 
have  to  call  in  another  set  of  arguments 
altogether.  With  regard  to  the  set-off 
argument,  England  dictated  the  expendi- 
ture of  Ireland  and,  therefore,  had  no 
right  to  throw  it  in  the  teeth  of  Ireland 
that  a  great  deal  more  was  spent  in 
that  country.  The  expenditure  was  not 
only  dictated  by  England,  but  ad- 
ministered by  Dublin  Castle,  by  the 
forty-one  detached  and  semi-detached 
boards,  and  very  often  in  opposition  to 
Irish  wishes.  As  to  the  depopulation 
argument,  it  was  no  answer  to  say  that 
in  the  rural  districts  of  England  the 
population  was  much  less  than  it  used 
to  be.  In  England  there  were  compensa- 
tions. The  men  who  left  the  rural  districts 
often  went  to  the  towns,  earned  better 
wages,  ,and  made  a  much  larger  return 
to  the  revenue  of  the  countrvthan  before. 
In  Ireland  they  did  iiotgo  into  the  towns, 
but  crossed  the  seas,  and  ceased  to  make 
any  contribution  to  the  revenue  pf  the 
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country.  In  highly-protected  France 
and  free*  trade  Denmark  this  depopulation 
had  not  taken  place^  and  therefor^  they 
must  l<k)k  for  some  other  reason. 

As  there  were  other  speakers  desirous  of 
following  him,  he  would  not  intrude 
farther  upon  the  time  of  the  House,  In 
conclusion,  however,  he  wished  to  ask 
what  was  the  Government  going  to  do  t 
The  Chancelbr  of  the  Exchequer  last 
year  said  that,  if  economies  could  be 
made  in  Ireland,  he  was  perfectly  willing 
that  the  money  saved  should  be  devoted 
to  Irish  purx>oseB.  But  how  could  lavish 
expenditure  be  got  rid  of  and  such  sayings 
be  made  until  they  called  in  the  Irish 
people  to  take  part  in  the  administration 
of  Iridi  affairs?  With  regard  to  the 
Dunzaven  scheme,  that  had  been  described 
by  the  SoUcitor^Oeneral  as  a  fatuous 
scheme,  but  at  any  rate  the  kind  of 
opinion  which  was  at  the  back  of  that 
scheme  was  a  healthy  sign  of  the  times, 
and  it  had  the  advantage  of  being  an 
increasing  opinion*  while  the  opinion  of 
the  Solicitor-Oeneiral'  upon  this  subject 
was  a  decreasing  one. 

Mr.  T.  L.  CORBETT  (Down.  N.): 
There  is  no  opinion  behind  it  now. 


Mr.  EMMOTT  said  he  was  speaking  of 
the  temperate  mind  in  which  that  scheme 
was  formed,  and  the  desire  to  cease 
useless  wrangles  and  endeavour  to  do 
something  useful  for  Ireland  in  which  the 
Irish  people  themselves  could  take  a 
part.  In  this  country  they  were  getting 
sick  of  these  eternal  wrangles.  The 
misgovemment  of  Ireland  was  abundantly 
proved  from  year  to  year  on  the  floor 
of  this  House*  but  they  would  never 
remedy  it  until  they  got  rid  of  the 
lavish  and  extravagant  expenditure 
in  Ireland,  and  until  they  called  in 
Irish  opinion  and  Irish  sentiment  to  help 
them.  He  agreed  with  the  mover  of  this 
Amendment  that  it  was  not  for  them  to 
propose  any  specific  settlement.  The 
point  was :  did  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
acknowledge  ~  the  grievance  ?  Some  of 
them  did,  and  some  did  not,  but  if  more 
of  them  would  acknowledge  it,  then  they 
misrht  be  able  to  put  their  heads  together 
and  endeavour  to  find  some  efiective 
remedy. 


The  chancellor  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Austen  Chamberlain,  Wor- 
cestershire, £.)  said  he  thought  that, 
without  any  disrespect  to  the  hon.  Ijl^m- 
ber  who  moved  the  Amendment,  gome  of 
the  most  interesting  speeches  that  had 
been  made  upon  it  had  come  from  Eng- 
lish Members.  He  did  riot  think  the 
contribution  made  by  the  hoi.  Member 
who  had  just  spoken  had  helped  them 
much ;  he  gathered  that  the  hon.  Member 
was  not  so  much  concerned  with  the 
financial  relations  which  iBxisted  between 
the  difieren't  parts  of  the  United  Kingdom 
as  with  the  proposal  to  return  to  that 
separation  of  political  interests  which  had 
twice  been  before  that  House,  but  which 
the  majority  in  this  country  had  never 
been  willing  to  support. 

Mil.  EMMOTT  said  he  did  not  deal 
with  the  figures  as  he  should  have  liked, 
being  anxious  to  compress  his  remarks. 

Mb.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN  said  he 
recognised  the  difficulty  under  which  the 
hon.  Member  had  been  speaking.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Donegal  told  them 
that  on  this  occasion  he  would  speak  from 
his  heart  rather  than  from  his  head ;  that 
perhaps  accounted  for  some  of  the  views 
of  history  which  he  sketched,  but  he 
hoped  it  did  not  account  for  the  rather 
violent  language  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man addressed  to  other  hon.  Members 
who  represented  the  sister  isle.  The 
most  remarkable  feature  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  speech  was  the  sympathy  he 
expressed  with  the  very  interesting  speech 
of  his  hon.  friend  the  Member  for  Partick, 
and  it  was  a  curious  and  noticeable  fact 
that,  as  far  as  he  was  awa^e,  that  was  the 
only  speech  made  by  an  English  Member 
which  had  received  any  approval  from 
the  Irish  Benches  opposite.  Other  hon. 
Gentlemen  and  rij^t  hon.  Gentlemen 
representing  English  constituencies  had 
contributed  to  the  discussion,  but  they 
had  not  in  the  solution  they  had  put 
forward  been  fortunate  enough  to  win  the 
support  of  the  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite. 

The  hon  .Member  for  Dublin,  in  moving 
his  Amendment,  departed  somewhat  from 
the  course  he  had  usually  followed  in  dis- 
cussing this  question  by  challenging  the 
whole  basis  of  the  Returns  known  as  the 
Fnancial  Relations  Returns.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  alluded  to  the  fact  that  they 
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were  discussing  this  question  ^his  year 
too  early  for  the  Return  to  be  in  the 
hands  of  Members,  but  said  that  was  of 
the  less  consequence  since,  in  the  first 
place,  the  principle  on  which  the  Return 
was  constructed  had  varied  from  year  to 
\ear,  and  had  been  varied,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  was  inclined  to  think,  by 
Treasury  officials  or  by  Gentlemen 
utting  on  the  Treasury  Bench,  always 
to  the  detriment  of  Ireland  and  in 
such  a  way  as  to  mak^  the  case 
against  the  United  Kingdom  less  strong 
or  more  weak  than  it  would  otherwise 
appear.  The  hon.  Gentleman  spoke  of 
there  having  been  a  change  from  the 
principle  on  which  it  was  constructed  last 
year ;  that  was  an  entire  misconception. 
There  was  a  change  in  the  proportions  of 
cc  nsumption  of  certain  dutiable  articles 
allocated  between  the  two  countries,  and 
a  change  in  the  proportions  of  taxation, 
but  there  was  no  change  in  the  principle 
on  which  the  Return  was  made.  More 
accurate  information  had  been  obtained 
than  was  previously  available,  and  they 
hud  modified  the  proportions  between 
the  two  countries  accordingly.  He 
thought  the  hon.  Gentleman  himself 
would  see  that,  even  if  the  Returns 
obtained  in  1893-4  showed  what  was 
the  true  consumption  in  Ireland,  or  the 
true  proportion  of  direct  taxation  paid 
by  the  people  domiciled  in  Ireland,  those 
proportions  would  not  be  likely  to 
lemain  exactly  true  for  the  space  of 
more  than  ten  years,  especially  with  the 
failing  population  which  had  been  alluded 
to.  But  that  was  not  all.  At  that  time 
the  returns  were  hurriedly  collected,  for 
the  information  was  required  in  haste, 
and  the  observations  extended  over  only 
a  short  portion  of  the  year.  Accord- 
ingly, in  taking  new  returns  a  couple  of 
years  ago  the  observations  were  extended 
over  the  whole  year,  and  in  other  ways 
greater  efforts  made  to  secure  accuracy. 
That  was  the  change,  end  the  only 
change,  which  had  been  made  in  the 
Return ;  it  was  not  a  change  in  principle. 
Then  the  hon.  Gentleman  contended 
that  the  true  contribution  of  Ireland  to  the 
Exchequer  was  the  amount  of  revenue 
collected  in  Ireland,  just  as  the  revenue 
of  France  or  Germany  was  the  revenue 
collected  in  France  or  Germany.  It 
must  be  clear,  he  thought,  to  every  one 
who^  considered  fol  a  moment,  that  as 

^    Mr.  Austen  Chamberlain* 


long  as  we  were  the  United  Kingdom^ 
with  a  single  fiscal  nolicy,  a  single  Ex- 
chequer, and  a  single  system.  Customs 
and  every  revenue  duty  which,  if  we  had 
two  separate  systems,  would  be  paid  by 
people  dweUing  in  this  country  might 
now  be  collected  in  Ireland.  There  wa"^, 
for  instance,  duty  paid  on  tobacco  which 
was  manu&M3tured  in  Ireland,  but  which 
was  smoked  by  people  living  in  this 
country.  If  the  hon.  Gentleman  were 
successful  in  dividing  our  finances  and 
fiscal  system,  of  course  the  payment  of 
that  due,  now  collected  in  Ireland,  would 
be  transferred  to  this  country.  But 
there  was  another  side  to  the  account 
in  following  the  hon.  Gentleman's  cal- 
culation ;  they  would  reduce  the  amount 
which  was  now  got  as  Irish  contribu- 
tion instead  of  increasing  it.  It  had 
always  been  known,  for  instance,  that 
income-tax  was  collected  in  England 
on  certain  dividends,  interest  on  certain 
stocks  and  securities  which  were  owned 
in  Ireland,  and  in  making  this  Financial 
Return  on  the  present  basis,  which  he 
believed  was  a  fair  one,  they  allocated 
as  far  as  Ireland's  contribution  to  the 
Exchequer  was  concerned  a  proportion  of 
income-tax  which  was  really  paid  by 
Ireland,  although  actually  collected  in 
other  portions  of  the  United  Kingdom. 

Then  the  hon.  Gentleman  said  that 
Army  and  Navy  expenditure  as  an  Imperial 
charge  common  to  every  portion  of  the 
United  Kingdom  was  unjust  and  unfair 
in  so  far  as  the  money  spent  on  the 
Army  or  Navy  was  spent  in  England, 
and  he  called  attention  to  the  amount  of 
money  spent  in  dockyards  in  this  country. 
If  he  understood  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
arguments,  he  said  that  money  spent  in 
this  country,  even  though  spent  on  the 
'  Navy  for  general  purposes  of  national  or 
Imperial  defence,  ought  to  be  considered 
as  specially  chargeable  to  England, 
because  English  workpeople  were  em- 
ployed. 

Mb.  CLANCY :  Because  England  gets 
the  benefit  of  it. 

Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN  said 
that  every  portion  of  the  British  Empire 
got  the  benefit  of  the  Imperial  Navy 
and  Army.  But,  taking  it  on  its  nar- 
rowest lines,  it  seemed  to  him  that  it 
was  absurd  to  try  to  weigh  the  relative 
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contributions,  or  what  should  be  the 
relative  contributions,  between  these  two 
portions  of  tha  United  Kingdom  on  any 
such  principle  as  that  suggested  bj  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  and  certainly,  whatever 
sympathy  might  be  felt,  from  no  other 
quarter  of  the  House  had  any  agreement 
been  expressed  with  those  proposals. 
He  should  say,  with  his  hon.^friend  the 
Member  for  Durham  and  his  right  hon. 
friend  the  Member  for  the  University  of 
Cambridge,  that  it  was  a  very  material 
fact,  though  its  relevance  was  denied  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  that  the  taxes 
paid  by  any  individual  citizens  in  Ireland 
were  in  no  case  in  excess  of,  and  in 
some  cases  were  less  than,  the  taxes  paid 
by  similar  citizens  in  this  country.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Dublin 
said  the  argument  was  neither  pertinent 
nor  true.  It  was  not  pertinent  because, 
he  said,  it  was  contrary  to  the  spirit  and, 
indeed,  to  the  letter  of  the  Act  of  Union, 
which  provided  for  ''particular  exemp- 
tions and  abatements"  if  they  should 
be  required  by  the  special  circumstances 
of  Ireland.  If  they  had  none  but  those 
words  to  guide  them,  it  would  be  perfectly 
obvious,  he  thought,  that  special  exemp- 
tions and  abatements  did  not  mean  such 
a  large  and  general  exemption  from 
taxation  as  the  hon.  Gentleman  sought 
to  secure.  But  the  same  formula  was, 
in  the  same  words  if  he  remembered 
rightly,  repeated  in  the  Act  of  Union 
with  Scotland — ^it  was  certainly  repeated 
as  towards  Scotland  in  the  Act  of  Union 
between  Great  Britain  and  Ireland.  The 
language  in  regard  to  both  countries  was 
the  same ;  but  there  was  no  such  general 
difference  between  the  taxation  of 
England  and  Scotland  and  no  such  claim 
as  the  hon.  Gentleman  based  on  these 
words  put  forward  on  behalf  of  Scotland 
prior  to  the  Act  of  Union  with  Ireland. 
When  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  quoted 
the  authors  of  that  Act  in  support  of 
their  contentions,  he  must  be  permitted 
to  read  two  short  extracts,  one  from 
Lord  Castlereagh  and  the  other  from 
Mr.  Pitt,  bearing  on  this  subject.  Lord 
Castlereagh,  speaking  in  the  Irish  House 
of  Commons  on  February  5th,  1800,  said — 

*'  Wen  oar  expenditure  comtnon  (which 
would  happen  if  neither  kingdom  had  any 
eeparate  debta,  or  if  their  debts  were  in  pro- 
portion to  their  ability),  by  no  system  what- 
ever oould  they  be  made  to  contribute  so 
strictly  according  to  their  means  as  by  being 


subject  to  the  same  taxes  equally  l^earing 
upon  the  great  objects  of  taxation  in  both 
countries.  Such,  however,  is  the  disproportion 
of  debts  of  the  two  kingdoms  to  each  other 
at  the  present  time  that  a  common  system 
for  the  present  is  impossible." 

That  lent  no  support  to  the  suggestion 
that  Lord  Castlereagh  attached  to  the 
phrase,  "particular  exemptions  and 
abatements/'  such  a  meaning  as  was 
sought  to  be  affixed  to  it  in  Ireland. 
Here  were  Mr.  Pitt's  words.  Speaking  in 
the  British  House  of  Commons  on  April 
21st,  1800,  he  said—  ^  •  ' 

"  The  object  of  the  financial  arrangement  is 
to  effect  the  gradual  abolition  of  all  diitinc- 
tion  in  finance  and  revenue  between  the  two 
countries,  and  to  accelerate  the  time  when  both 
countries  form  but  one  fund  and  pay  one  uniform 
proportion  to  taxes  throughout  each.*' 

He  thought  that  was  conclusive  as  to 
the  view  taken  by  the  authors  of  the  Act 
of  Union  and  destructive  of  the  allega- 
tion that  they  intended  that  these 
*'  particular  exemptions  and  abatements," 
which  they  contemplated  as  a  possibility* 
were  to  result  in  any  such  general  differ- 
entiation in  the  system  of  taxation  in 
Ireland  from  that  in  the  rest  of  Great 
Britain  as  had  been  suggested  that  day. 

The  hon.  Gentleman  went  on  to  argue 
that  this  common  system  of  taxation 
bore  with  special  harshness  upon  Irish 
consumers,  because  it  hit  certain  articles 
which  were  specially  articles  of  Irish  con- 
sumption. He  did  not  know  whether  the 
hon.  Gentleman  felt  that  the  Irish 
grievance  would  really  be  reduced  if  they 
halved  the  whisky  duty.  That  was  sn 
article  which  he  described  as  of  special 
Irish  consumption. 

Mr.  CLANCY :  I  mentioned  tea  also. 

Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN :  Tea 
is  not  more  largely  consumed  than  in 
this  country. 

Mr.  CLANCY ;  It  is  in  proportion. 

Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN  said 
the  consumption  of  tea  per  head  was  prac- 
tically the  same  in  the  two  countries. 
Whisky,  he  thought,  was  more  largely  the 
national  beverage  of  Irishmen  than  it 
was  of  Englishmen,  but  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man knew  that  the  taxation  on  whisky 
was  imposed  not  purely  on  fiscal  grounds. 
There  were  what  they  called  social  and 
moral  reasons  which  had  governed  the 
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amount  of  taxation  on  that  article,  wbich 
had  not  been  regarded  eolely  from  the 
financial  point  of  view. 

The  honl  Member  suggested  that  the 
mere  fact  that  Ireland  contributed 
a  much  larger  proportion  of  the  revenue 
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to  twenty.  What  was  she  actually  con- 
tributing at  the  present  time  to  our 
common  Imperial  Durdens  ?  The  actual 
contribution  was  one-forty-fifth  of  that 
of  Great  Britain.  In  1893-4,  whbn  the 
Royal  Commission  was  inquiring    into 


»  uiwvu  ABi^t^i  I'lupurbiuu  oi  xne  revenue    **v/"*   v/viiixuu»iwu   woo  luuuuui^    miv 
collected    in    that  country  by  indirect    ^^^  subject,  it  was  one-thirtieth,  and  in 


than  by  direct  taxation  was  in  itself 
sufficient  to  show  that  Ireland  had 
a  grievance,  and,  as  he  understood, 
paid  too'  much.  That  might  be  an 
argument  as  to  whether  the  focal  system 
common  to  the  United  Kingdom  had  been 
always  in  the  past,  or  was  even  now,  that 
which  Ireland,  if  she  were  left  to  herself, 
would  choose  as  her  own,  or  the  best 
which  could  be  conceived  by  a  dispassion 


the  eleven  years  which  had  since  ebtpeed 
it  had  fallen  to  one-forty-fifth.  Could  it 
be  pretended  that  such  a  contribution  to 
the  common  ex|>ense8  was  too  much,  or, 
if  they  looked  at  the  flnant;ial  question 
only^  if  they  had  regard  only  to  the  letter 
of  the  Act  of  Union,  could  it  be  contended 
th'at  the  rest  of  the  United  fiUngdom  had 
not  taken  upon  its  shoulders  not  merely 
as  much  of  the  common  expenditure  as 


ate  inquirer  investigating  her  situation ;    i*  ^^^  its  business  to  benr,  but  had  not 


but  he  ventured  to  say  that,  whether 
that  was  the  best  system  or  not,  whether 
the  amount  contributed  by  d^ct  tax- 
payers in  Ireland  was  in  due  proportion 
to  that  contributed  by  indirect  tax- 
payers or  noti  it  had  no  bearing  on 
tixe  amount  of  the  contribution  that 
Ireland  ought  to  make  to  the  com- 
mon expenses  of  the  Um'ted  Kingdom. 

He  was  bound  to  say  that,  on  this  point, 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  speech  was  remark- 
able tot  a  very  curious  omission.    The 
hon.  Member  argued  that  Ireland  paid  a 
great  deal  too  much.    He  very  largely 
based  Tiimself  on  tlie  Report  of  the  Royal 
Commission  on  the  financial  relations  of 
the  two  countries ;  but  he  gave  no  hint 
or  indication  of  what  was,  in  his  opinion, 
the  amount  she  ought  to  contribute  or 
whether  he  accepted  any  of  the  theories 
which  were  put  before  that  Commission. 
This   was  a    matter   of   some  interest, 
because  they   had  had  a  good  deal  of 
strong  denunciation  of  the  present  system 
and  a  good  deal  of  declamation  about 
the  hardship  and  wrong  which  Ireland 
suffered,  but  they  had  not  had  a  state- 
ment of  what  it  actually  was  that  Ireland 
contributed  to  the  general  expenditure 
of    the    two    countries.    The     taxable 
capacity  of  Ireland  was  estimated  by  the 
Royal  Commission  as  being,  he  thought, 
one  to  twenty. 


—   _  — y  — 

contributed  greatly  more  than  its  due 
proportion  ?    He    would  •  endeavour   to 
forestall   an  objection   which  the  hbii. 
Gentleman  foreshadowed  in  his  speech 
when    he   said  that    he   was   counting 
a^      Irish     expenditure     'much      that 
ought  not  to  be  charged  to  Irish  account. 
If,  to  meet  tha;t  objection,  he  deducted 
from  Irish  expenditure  the  salary  of  the 
Lord-Lieutenant,  half  of  the  present  cost 
of   the   Constabulary   and    the    Dublin 
metropolitan  police,  and  a  third  of  the 
cost  of  the  judiciary,  still  the  contribution 
which  Ireland  would  make  to  our  common 
Imperial  expenditure  would  be  only  one- 
thirty-fourth.    The  hon.  Member  for  St. 
Patrick  Division    complained  last   year 
that  his  only  answer  was  to  giv^  flippant 
figures.    He  did  not  know  what  the  hon. 
Member  meant  by  flippant  figures ;  but 
whatever    adjective  tiie    hon.     Member 
might  apply  to  those  figures  he  thought 
they  were  a  better   test  of  the   actual 
state  of  things  than  much  of  the  language 
that  had  been  used,  and  were  worthy  of 
the  serious  consideration  of  the  House. 


f  Mr.  CLANCY :  Not  exceeding  one  to 
twenty. 

Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN:  As 


rhe  hon.  Gentleman  who  spoke  last 
alluded  to  the  fact  that  last  year  ho 
expressed  his  concurrence  in  the  proposal 
that  the  then  Chief  Secretary  made  to 
him,  following  a  precedent  set  in  x>ast 
years,  that  if  further  economy  could  be 
made  in  the  Irish  judiciary,  the  sum  so 
allocated  should  be,  as  it  were,  re-spent  in 
Ireland  on  purposes  of  development  or 
administration  which  might  commend 
themselves  to  the  Government  and  to  the 
people  of  that  country.     He  thought  that 


not  being  m  greater  proportion  than  one  I  m  more  branches  tban  one  of  the  Irish 
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Administration  it  was  probable  ihat,  with 
the  goodwill  of  the  Irish  Members,  con- 
siderable economies  could  be  made.  But 
Irish  Members  were  not  so  anxious  to 
help  the  Government  in  the  saving  of 
Irish  expenditure  as  they  were  to  secure 
further  grants  from  the  common  Ex- 
chequer  to  be  employed  in  that  country. 
[A  Nationalist  Member  :  That  is  not  so.] 
The  hon.  Gentleman  denied  that,  but  in 
his  short  experience  as  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  he  had  had  more  commands  to 
*' stand  and  deliver''  fresh  money  from 
the  public  purse  than  suggestions  from 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  as  to  the  manner 
in  which  money  might  be  saved.  It 
would  be  impossible  for  any  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  to  undertake^  that  the 
whole  benefit  of  every  economy  made 
should  always  go  to  Ireland,  and  that  no 
economy  should  ever  result  to  the  common 
Exchequer.  If  that  system  was  adopted 
in  Ireland  it  must  be  applied  also  to 
Scotland  and  other  f parts  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer would  no  longer  have  power  to 
make  any  economy  at  all.  He  could  not 
make  that  promise  in  that  unqualified 
form,  although  he  had  promised  in  regard 
to  the  savings  in  connection  with  the 
judiciary  contemplated  by  his  right  hon. 
friend  the  Member  for  Dover  that  he 
would  seriously  consider  with  the  Chief 
Secretary  proposals,  if  he  was  able  to 
put  them  forward,  with  a  view  to  inter- 
esting the  representatives  of  Ireland  in 
securing  those  econonues  by  devoting  at 
least  a  portion  of  the  accruing  money  to 
the  development  of  purposes  which  had 
their  sympathy  and  support.  He  thought 
they  might  do  much  practical  good  if 
they  had  the  goodwill  and  support 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  irrespec* 
tive  of  politics.  But  to  the  argument 
for  a  system  of  separate  national  finance, 
which  was  based  upon  separatist  grounds 
and  had  its  birth  in  a  separatist  measure, 
and  which  was  supported  as  the  first 
step  towards  that  end,  he  and  those  who 
thought  with  him  could  give  nothing  but 
the  strongest  opposition. 

Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  K)  said  he  would 
not  attempt  to  enter  into  the  historical 
portion  of  the  subject  nor  to  go  into 
details  of  the  figures  which  had  been 
submitted.  The  main  argument  wa^  a 
familiar  one  and  could  be  disposed  of 


briefly.  It  was  that  under  the  present 
system  of  taxation  in  Ireland,  every 
individual  paid  at  the  rate  of  £2  48., 
whilst  in  England  the  amount  was 
£3  12s.  per  head.  Consequently,  the 
population  of  Ireland  paid  less  per 
head  than  did  the  population  of  Eng- 
land, He  would  like  to  point  out  that 
at  the  time  q{  the  Union  England  paid 
close  upon  £4  per  head,  whilst  Ireland 
paid  only  12s.  Since  then  the  wealth 
per  head  of  the  population  of  England 
had  enormously  increased,  and  the  taxa- 
tion had  decreased,  whilst  in  the  ca«e  of 
Ireland  the  wealth  per  head  had  consider- 
ably decreased  during  the  same  period 
and  the  taxation  had  increased'  three- 
fold. That  was  the  simple  state  of  affairs, 
and  he  asked  what  was  the  explanation 
of '  it.  The  truth  was  that  when  the 
Irish  natiosn  was  tacked  on  to  a  great 
commercial  and  manufacturing  country 
they  were  bound  to  suffer.  Whenever 
in  the  course  of  the  last  century  the 
interests  of  Great  Britain  came  into 
collision  with  those  of  Ireland,  the  latter 
always  went  to  the  wall.  That  was 
notably  the  case  when  Great  Britain 
introduced  the  system  of  free  trade;  and 
thus  laid  the  axe  at  the  root  of  the  only 
source  of  industry  and  wealth  of  Ireland. 
When  it  suited  Great  Britain  to  throw 
the  whole  burden  of  taxation  upon  sub- 
jects affecting  Ireland  it  did  so  ruth- 
lessly, the  result  being  that  whereas 
the  wealth  of  Great  Britain  had  enor- 
mously increased  the  population  of 
Ireland  had  decreased  and  its  taxation 
had  trebled.  Was  it  any  wonder  that 
the  Irish  felt  aggrieved  at  the  pre- 
sent situation  f  He  thought  Scotland 
had  some  grievance,  but  in  these  matters 
they  had  to  look  on  broad  national  re- 
sults. The  Complaints  of  Scotland  be* 
came  slight  because  &he  flourished  under 
the  Union,  and  during  the  last  century 
her  population  had  increased  three-fold 
and  her  wealth  had  increased  ten-fold. 
In  the  case  of  Ireland  her  population  had 
faUen  by  50  per  cent.,  and  her  wealth 
had  fallen  also. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
quoted  Pitt.  That  eminent  statesman 
was  no  friend  to  Ireland,  but  he  never 
contemplated themonstrous injustice  from 
which  that  country  had  suffered  during  the 
last  century.  The  wealth,  population,  and 
commerce  of  England  had  since  the  tir^ 
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of  Pitt  increased  by  leaps  and  bounds, 
whilst  the  wealth,  population,  and  com- 
merce of  Ireland  had  absolutely  decreased, 
therefore  any  idea  of  a  common  system 
of  finance  and  taxation  for  the  two 
countries  was  quite  impracticable.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Par  tick  had  referred 
to  the  injustice  put  upon  Ireland  in  the 
matter  of  taxation  of  the*  necessaries  of 
life.  He  could  conceive  a  condition  of 
Parties  in  this  country  when  they  might 
be  tempted  to  inflict  something  in  the 
nature  of  revenge  upon  Great  Britain 
for  all  the  injuries  she  had  inflicted  upon 
Ireland.  An  hour  might  come  when 
Ireland  could  inflict  taxation  on  the  food 
of  England.  It  would  be  wiser  to  deal 
with  Ireland  justly  before  that  hour 
\rrived,  and  not  force  her  to  endeavour 
^o  close  her  markets  to  the  world. 
Ireland  had  been  brought  to  such  a  con- 
dition that  she  hpd  nothing  to  rely  upon. 
It  suited  England  to  open  its  markets  to 
the  Argentine,  to  Siberia,  America, 
Canada,  and  elsewhere^  but  that  did  not 
suit  Ireland,  and  they  might  be  tempted 
to  do  something  in  the  way  of  tariff  re- 
form. Those  were  the  considerations 
aroused  in  his  mind  b^  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Partick^  But  what 
was  his  astonishment  to  hear  the  hon. 
Member  for  Durham  deliberately  say  that 
although  the  progress  of  Ireland  was  not  so 
good  as  the  progress  of  Great  Britain,  yet 
everyone  must  admit  that  in  wealth  and 
prosperity  its  progress  had  been  consider- 
able. He  denied  that.  He  would  not  ask 
the  House  to  accept  his  word  or  those  of 
his  colleagues,  who  as  prophets  of  evil  had 
been  telling  these  things  to  the  House 
for  many  years.  He  asked  hon.  Members 
to  get  the  pamphlet  written  by  Lord 
Dun  raven,  an  Irish  gentleman  and 
landed  proprietor,  whose  word  might  be 
accepted  as  that  of  an  impartial  ex- 
ponent of  the  facts.  Lord  Dunraven 
said — 

'*  Year  by  year  the  ooontry  has  been  sinking 
deeper  and  deeper  in  misfortune,  and  now  it  has 
reached  a  point  at  which  it  must  be  decided  as 
to  whether  the  downward  tendency  is  to  con- 
tinue to  the  inevitable  and  most  melancholy 
end,  or  whether  a  supreme  effort  shaU  ble 
made  to  lift  Ihe  country  out  oi  the  national 
bankruptcy  in  man-power,  intelligence,  and 
material  prosperity  which  so  imminently 
threatens  it." 

'*  Those  were  solemn  words  to  ooms  from 
a  member  of  the  Unionist  Party.     That 

Mr,  DiUon. 


was  his  belief  as  to  the  condition  of  Ire- 
land. Did  the  hon.  Member  for  Durham 
think  that  satisfactory.  National  bank- 
ruptcy was  Lord  Dunraven's  prophecy. 
Those  words  were  written  after  all  the 
flummery  to  which  they  had  listened  for 
the  last  ten  years  with  regard  to  agri- 
cultural development  and  all  the  bogus 
remedies  that  had  been  applied  to  the 
deadly  disease  of  Ireland. .  That  was  the 
testimony  of  an  Irish  gentleman  who 
had  taken  no  part  in  politics.  The 
thing  which  had  tempted  Lord  Dunraven 
to  take  the  part  in  politics  that  he  had 
was  the  ^condition  of  Ireland  and  the 
fact  that  it  was  travelling  headlong  to 
ruin.  When  be  heard  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  £(peaking  of  Ireland  as  they  did, 
he  would  ask  them  had  there  been  in 
the  whole  history  of  the  civilised  world 
a  tragedy  comparable  with  the  tragedy 
of  Ireland  ?  In  1801  the  population  of 
Ireland  was  5,395,000,  in  1901  it  was 
4,458,000.  After  a  century  of  this  system 
of  taxation,  during  which  the  population 
of  England  and  Wales  had  nearly 
doubled,  the  population  of  Ireland  had 
decreased  by  1,000,000.  He  challenged 
hon.  Members  who  talked  about  the 
advance  of  progress  in  Ireland  to  point 
to  any  country  in  the  civilised  world  with 
which  it  could  be  compared. 

It  was  idle  to  talk  of  Ireland*s 
condition  being  the  result  of  its  being 
an  agricultural  country.  Was  not 
Denmark  an  agricultural  country ! 
What  about  Sweden  and  Norway, 
Wurtemburg  and  many  of  the  States 
in  the  German  Federation,  and  Hol- 
land, which  was  teeming  with  wealth; 
not  to  go  to  the  East  of  Europe  ?  What 
about  Hungary  and  Roumania,  all  in- 
creasing rapidly,  whilst  here,  at  the  very 
doors  of  Great  Britain,  was  one  of  the 
most  fertile  lands  in  Europe  wasted  as 
by  a  war  ?  He  recommended  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  to  peruse  a  series  of  articles 
which  had  been  appeariag  in  the  DaUy 
MaU  recently  on  the  subject  of  Ireland. 
They  were  written  by  a  gentleman  named 
Kennedy  who  had  baen  travelling  through 
Ireland  on  behalf  of '  that  journal,  a 
gentleman  who  was  gifted  with  the  re- 
markable genius  of  putting  into  a 
sentence  the  whole  history  of  the  country. 
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Mr.    Kennedy    described    the    country 
as  he  saw  it,  and  used  these  words — 

**  What  ia  tbe  matter  with  this  country  T  Was 
there  ever  created  a  more  lovely  country  T 
Why  have  the  people  left  it  T  *' 

That  was  the  first  question  which  struck 
everyone  who  came  into  Ireland.  The 
people  had  left  it  because  they  were 
under  the  harrow  of  a  financial  system 
which  was  imposed  by  a  treacherous 
Government  to  destroy  their  prosperity. 
But  that  was  only  a  small  part  of  the 
tragedy  of  Ireland.  An  anti-emigration 
league  had  been  formed  which  he  was 
invited  to  join.  He  refused,  because,  as 
he  said»  they  might  as  well  try  and  brush 
back  the  Atlantic  with  a  broom  as  try 
and  stop  emigration  from  Ireland,  because 
the  people  could  not  live  in  Ireland,  where 
the  wages  were  starvation,  and  where  the 
only  industry  left  was  ruined  by  the 
Government  of  this  country.  Ireland 
was  a  ruined  country  in  spite  of  all.  The 
parties  of  emigrants  which  had  been 
leaving  the  country  were  ever  increasing 
in  number  until,  as  a  priest,  a  friend  of 
his,  wrote  the  other  day — 

«« Where  is  this  to  endT  Within  the  last 
three  months  127  of  the  flower  of  my  flock  have 
kit  my  parish,  and  I  shall  soon  be  left  with 
only  old  people  and  children  too  young  to  work." 

The  population  was  withering  away  as 
though  struck  by  a  pestilence.  The  cause 
was  the  existing  financial  system  of  evil 

Sovemment.  The  worst  feature  of  the 
epopulation  was  that  the  young  and 
strong  and  healthy  were  going  away, 
while  the  refuse  of  the  population,  the 
idiots,  the  lunatics,  and  the  diseased,  who 
would  not  be  accepted  in  America,  were 
being  left  behind.  Thus  it  came  about 
that  while  the  number  of  persons 
returned  as  lunatics  in  Ireland  in  1851 — 
after  the  famine  and  with  a  population 
of  over  8,000,000— was  one  in  637,  the 
number  had  increased  in  1861  to  one  in 
411,  in  1871  to  one  in  328,  in  1881  to 
one  in  281,  and  in  1891  to  one  in  222. 
In  Munster  it  was  one  in  152,  and  in 
,  Connaught  on?  in  184.  In  other  words, 
the  lunatics  in  Ireland  had  increased 
fourfold  owing  to  the  enormous  out- 
pouring of  the  youth  of  the  population. 
There  was  no  greater  test  of  the 
prosperity  of  a  nation  than  the  marriage 
and  birth  rate.  The  rate  in  Ireland 
used  to  be  one  of  the  highest  in  the 
world,  it  was- now  the  lowest,  below  even 


that  of  France.  The  people  who  wanted 
to  marry  went  to  America.  It  was 
deplorable  that  the  question  should  be 
treated  in  the  manner  adopted  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  that  no 
British  Minister  could  be  got  who  wouLl 
apply  his  mind  to  this  matter,  even  from 
the  Unionist  point  of  view,  with  a  large, 
generous,  and  sympathetic  spirit,  and 
make  some  rational  attempt  to  remedy 
the  appalling  condition  of  thinf^s.  Lord 
Dunraven  also  stated — 

"  The  broad  fact  is  that  the  best  in  Ireland  is 
flying  elsewhere,  the  worst  is  drifting  in  increas- 
ing proportions  to  lunatio  asylums,  and  the 
balance  remains  in  Ireland  of  necessity  rather 
tban  of  choice." 

That  was  a  condition  of  things 
which  really  deserved  the  attention 
of  Parliament,  and  it  was  largely 
due  to  unjust  taxation  and  that 
unsympathetic  financial  system  imposed 
upon  Ireland  by  this  country. 

Why  was  it  that  Ireland's  proportion  of 
contribution  to  Imperial  funds  was 
growing  smaller?  Because  the  country 
was  growing  proportionately  poorer.  He 
could  conceive  a  point  at  which,  under 
the  existing  system,  Ireland  might  make 
no  contribution  whatever  towards 
Imperial  Gk)vernment  expense^,  and  yet 
be  shamefully  overtaxed.  The  real  test 
was  how  the  country  was  going  on, 
whether  it  was  improving  in  population, 
wealth,  trade,  and  all  that  went  to  make 
national  prosperity.  In  all  these  respects 
Ireland  was  going  back,  and  all  that  had 
been  done  of  recent  years  was  the  merest 
absurdity  and  humbug  when  considered 
as  really  efEective  remedies. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
alluded  to  a  pledge  given  in  1897  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Bristol,  and  since  embodied  in  an  Act,  that 
all  savings  effected  in  the  administration 
of  Ireland  should  be  set  aside  in  a  special 
fund,  called  the  Irish  development  grant, 
and  used  for  the  benefit  of  Ireland. 
There  seemed  to  be  an  inclination  on 
the  part  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer to  withdraw  somewhat  from  the 
pledge.  That  afiected  him,  personally, 
much  less  than  some  of  his  colleagues, 
AS  he  was  entirely  opposed  to  this  system 
of  finance.  It  -was  intrinsically  unsound. 
From  the  beginning  he  had  felt  that  the 
development  grant  would  be  set  up  as 
a  bufier  between  the  Irish  people  and  tb'' 
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Tte&siiry,  and  that  the  only  result  would 
be  that  Irish  demands,  hitherto  met  from 
the  common  Treasury,  would  be  relegated 
to  this  purely  Irish  fund — a  practice 
which  might  be  described  as  feeding  the 
dog  with  a  bit  of  bis  own  tail.  That  was 
exactly  what  had  occurred,  and  it  was 
likely  to  go  on  in  an  ever-increasing  degree. 
The  system  was  essentially  a  vicious 
one,  A  .  pocket  of  money  withdrawn 
from  the  general  financial  system  of  the 
country  always  became  the  object  of 
jobs  and  of  log-rolling  as  to  who  should 
get  the  most  of  it.  The  experience  of 
centuries  showed  it  to  be  a  bad  and 
vicious  system,  and  it  had  been  applied 
to  Ireland  simply  in  the  hope  of  stopping 
the  mouths  of  the  Irish  people  by  the  so- 
caUed  development  grant.  The  Govern- 
ment had  been  forced  to  recognise  that 
they. were  treating  Ireland  meanly  and 
ungenerously,  and  in  their  effort  to 
devise  soiQje  means  hj  which  they  should 
appear  to  undo  some  of  the  injustice 
whicl^,  the  present  financial  systqm  in- 
flicted upoA  her.  they  had  set  up  this 
system.  .  As  time  i^rent  on  it  would  be 
fouud  to  be  a  bad  system  and  a  corrupt 
method  of  dealing  with  the  finances  of 


the  country,  and  what  had  happened 
already  ?  A  year  ago  Ireland  had  an 
equivalent  grant  for  education  of 
£185,000,  but  instead  of  being  applied  to 
education  as  it  ought  to  have  been,  it  had 
been  thrown  into  a  common  pool,  and 
had  been  used  for  all  kinde  of  objects,  and 
only  some  £20,000  had  been  uf^  for  the 
purpose  for  which  the  fund  was  originally 
intended.  Under  the  present  system  of 
governing  Ireland  every  ejSort  they  made 
to  remedy  the  unhappy  condition  of 
things  in  Ireland  would  only  end  in 
making  it  worse.  As  long  as  they  ad- 
hered to  the  prinpiple  of  the  Union  and 
denied  to  the  people  of  Ireland  a  voice 
in  the  government  of  the  country,  it 
would  l]e  the  duty  of  English  Ministers, 
instead  of  quibbling  about  figures  and 
endeavouring  to  prove  that  Ireland  was 
justly  treated,  to  take  a  broad  and 
generous  view  of  the  real  facts  of  the 
situation  and  propose  a  remedy^    . 

Question  put.  '  '^         ' 

« 

The     House     divided :— Ayes,     238; 
Noes,  155.    (Division  List  No.  158,) 


■A^-Cirs^rciiier,  Jaines  Tynte 
AgneW/  8ir  Andrew  N6el 
AlihfiMiHAuguattis  Henry  Eden 
Allsppp,  Hon.  Qeorm 
Anson,  Sir,  William  Beynell 
Arkwright,  John   Stanhope 
Attto!d-For8ter,Rt.Hn.HughO. 
Atkinson,  Rt  Hn.  John 
Aubrey-Fletcher,BtHon  Sir  H. 
Bagoty  Capt.  Josceline  FitzRoy 
Bailey,.  James  (Walworth) 
Bain,  Colonel  James  Robert 
Baird,  John  George  Alexander 
Balcarres,  Lord 
Baldwin,  Alfred 
BaUour,  Rt.Hn.  A.J.(Manch*r) 
Balfour,  Capt.  C.  B.  (Homsey) 
Balfour,RtHn.QeraIdW.(Leeds 
Ba!four,Kenneth  R.  (Christch. 
Banbnry,  Sir  Frederick  George 
Banner,  John  S.  Harmood- 
Barry,  Sir  Francis  T.  (Windsor 
Bartley.  Sir  George  C.  T. 
Beach,  RtHn.SirMichaelHicks 
Bentinck,  Lord  Henry  C. 
Bhownagioree,  Sir  M.  M. 
Bignoldg^r  Arthur 
Bigwood,  Jfames 
BtU,  ChaHes 
Bingham,  Lord 
Blundell,  ColoneS:. Henry 
Bond,  Edward 
Boscawen,  Arthur  Griffith 

Mr.  DUlon. 


AYES 

Boulnois,  Edmund 
Bowles,Lt-CoI.H.F.(Middlesez 
Bowles,  T.Gibson  (King's  Lynn 
Brassey,  Albert 
3rodrick,  Rt.  Hn.  St.  John 
Brown,  Sir  Alex.  H.  (Shropeh.) 
Bxill,  William  James 
Butcher,  John  George 
Gampbell,Rt.Hn.J.A  (Glasgow 
Campbell, J.  H.  M.  ( Dublin  Univ. 
Carson,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Edw.  H 
Cavendish,  V.  C.  W(  Derbyshire 
Cayzer,  Sir  Charles  William ' 
Chamberlain,RtHn.  J.  A.  ( Wore. 
Chaplin,  Rt.  Hon.  Henry 
Chapman,  Edward 
Clive,  Captain  Percy  A. 
Coates,  Edward  Feetham 
Cochrane,  Hon.  Thos.  H.  A.  E. 
Colomb,  Rt  Hn.  Sir  John  C.  R 
Oorbett,  T.  L.  (Down,  North) 
Craig,  Chas.  Curtis  (Antrim,  S. 
Cross,  Alexander  (Glasgow) 
Cross,  Herb.  Shepherd  (Bolton) 
Crossley,  Rt.  lion.  Sir  Sayile 
Cubitt,  Hon.  Henry 
Cnst,  Henry  John  C. 
Dalkeith,  Earl  of 
Dalrymple,  Sir  Charles 
Davenport,  William  Bromley 
Denny,  Colonel 
Dickinson,  Robert  Edmond   . 
Dickson,  Charles  Scott 


Dimsdale;  Rt.Hn.  Sir  Joseph  C. 
Dixon-Hartland,SxrFredDizon 
Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 
Duke,  Henry  Edward 
Dyke,  Rt  Hn.  Sir  Wm.  Hart 
Elliot,  Hon.  A.  Ral^A  Douglas 
Fellowes,RtHn.AilwynEdwkrd 
Fergu88on,Rt.Hn.  Sir  J.  (Mano*r 
Finch,  Rt.  Hon.  George  H. 
FinUy.  Sir  R.B.(Inv'm*88B*gh8 
Fisher,  William  Hayes 
Fison,  Fiedenck  William 
FitzGerald,  Sir  Robert  Penrose 
Fitzroy,  Hn.  Edward  Algernon 
Flower,  Sir  Ihnest 
FoTSter,  Henry  William 
Galloway,  WiUiam  Johnson 
Gardner,  Ernest 
Gk)dson«  Sir  Augustus  Fredrk. 
Gordon,Hn.J.E.(  Elgin  &Naim) 
Gore,  Hon.  S.  F.  Ormsby- 
Gor8t,Rt  Hon.  Sir  John  Eldot\ 
Goschen,  Hon.  George  Joachim 
Graham,  Henry  Robert 
Gray,  Ernest  (West  Ham) 
Greene,  SirEW(B'iyS.Edm'nds 
Greene,  Henry  D.  (Shrewsbury) 
Gretton,  John 
Gunter,  Sir  Robert 
Guthrie,  Walter  Murrtiy 
Hain,  Edward'      ' 
Halsey,  Rt  Hn.  Thomas  F. 
Uambro,  Charles  Eric 
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KahxW  oa,BtHQLordG.(Mida'x 
Hainiitoii,Mait|.of  (L*nd*nderry 
HArdy,L%iirence(Keilt,Afihfoid 
Harri8,P.Lev0rton  (TjFoemouth  • 
HAsUm,  Sir  Alfred  B. 
Heath,Sir  Jamee(Stofford8.NW 
Holder,  Augustus 
Henderson,  Sir  A  (Stafford,  W. 
Hermoii^Hodge,  Sir  Robert  T. 
Hickman.  Bir  Alfred 
Hoare,  $ir  Samuel 
Hogg,  lindsay     .     . 
Hope,  J.F.(Shefifield,BrightBide 
Hoult^  Joseph 

Howard*. J.  <Kenl^  FaTecsiiam 
Howard,  J.  (Midd.,  Tottenham 
Hosier,  Hon.  James  HenryCecil 
Hudson,  George  Biokergteth 
Hunt,  Bowland 
JefEceys,  Bt  Hon. Aitthur  Fred. 
Jessel,  Captain  Herbert  Morton 
KenyoDf  Hon.Qeo.T.(Denbigh) 
ICeny  on-Slaney  ,Rt  Hon.CoL  W. 
Keswiok,  WiHiant 
Kimber,  Sir  Henry 
King,  Sir  Henry  Seymour 
Laurie,  Lieot-Genecal 
Law,  Andrew  Bonar  (Glasgow) 
Lawrenoe,8trJo9eph  (MonmHh) 
Lawrence,  Wm.  F.  (Lirerpool 
Lawson,  John.Gran^YorksN'.R 
Lee,  ArthurH.(  Hants.  Pareham 
Legge,  Ck>l.  Hon.  Heneage 
Levesod^Cbwer, Frederick  K.S. 
Long,CoLCharle8W.(£ve8ham) 
Lbng.Rt.Hn.^  alter(Bri8tol,S.) 
Lonsdal^  John  Brownlee 
Lowe»  Fkanoia  William 
Lowther,  C.  (Cumb.,  Eskdale) 
Loyd,  Archie  Kirkman 
Lucas,  CoL  Francis  (Lowestoft) 
Lyttelton,  Rt.  Hon.  Alfred 
]|£aodona,  John: Gumming 
M'Artfanr,  (Charles  (^Lhrerpool) 
Manners,  Lord  Ciecil 
Maxwoll,RtHn.Sir  H  E.  Wifft'n 
Maxwell,  W.J.H(Dnmfries8n're 
Melville,  Beresford  Valentino 


{15  Mav  1S05} 

MiUier,  RtHon.SirFrederickG. 
Biilvain,  Thomas 
Montagu;  G.  (Huntingdon) 
Mpntagu>  Hon. J.Scott  (Hants.) 
Morgan,  DavidJ.  ( Walthamsto  w 
Morrell,  George  Herbert 
^br^ison,  James  Arohibald 
Hbrton,  Arthur  H.  Aylmer 
Mount*  William  Arthur 
Mowbray,  .Sir  Robert  Gray  0.  ' 
Murray,  Charles  J.  ^CoTontry) 
Murray,  (>>1.  Wyndham  (Bath) 
O'Neill,  Hon.  Robert  Torrens 
Palmer,  Sir  Walter  (Salisbury)' 
Parker.  Sir  Gilbert 
Peel,  Hn.Wm.  Robert  W<^esley 
Pemberton,  John  S.  G. 
Percy  Earl 
Pierpofnt,  Robert 
Platt-Hi^ns,  Frederick 
Plummer,   Sir  Walter  R. 
Powell,  Sir  Francis  Sharp 
Pretyman,  Ernest  George 
Purvis,  Robert 
Pym,  C.  Guy 
Quilter,  Sir  Guthbert 
Randies,  John  S. 
Rankin,  Sir  James 
Rasoh,  Sir  Frededo  C!ame 
Reid,  James  (Greenock) 
Renshaw,  Sir  Charles  Bine 
Ridley,  S.  Fordo 
Ritobie,  Rt.  Hon.  Chas.Thomson 
Roberts,  Samuel  (Sheffield) 
Robertflon,  Herbert  (Hackney) 
Rolloston,  Sir  John  F.  L 
RoUit,  Sir  Albert  Kayo 
Ropner,  Colonel  Sir  Robert 
Round,  Bt.  Hon.  James 
RoydSy  Clement  Molyneuz 
Rutherford,  John  (Lancashire) 
Saokville,  Col.  S.  G.  Stopford 
Sassoon,  Sir  Edward  Albert 
S^tt^  Sir  &  (Marylebone  W.) 
Soton-Karr,  Sir  Henry 
Sharpe,  William  Edward  T. 
Shaw-Stewart,  Sir  H.(Renfrew) 
Sinclair,  Louis  (Romford) 


BOl. 
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Smith,  HC(North'mb.tynesi(ie 

Smith,RtHiiJ»ParkeiiLanArks. 
Smith,  Hon.  W-  F,  D,  (^traod^ 
Spear,  John  Ward 
Stanley,  Edward  Jas.  (Somerset 
Stanley,  Rt.  Hon..LonHLanos. 
Stewart,  Sir  M  J.  M'Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell,  Sir  John.M. 
Stone,  Sir  Benjamin 
Strutt,  Hon.  Charles  Hodley  ' 
Talbot,  Lord  £.  (Chichester) 
Talbot,  Rt  Hn.J.G.(Ozf  dUniv. 
Taylor,  Austin  (East  Tpxteth. 
Thornton,  Percy  M. 
Tollemache,  Henry  James 
Tomlinson,  Sir  Wm.  jSdw.  M. 
Tritton,  Charles  Ernest 
Tuff,  Charles 

Tufnell,  Lieut-CoL  Edward 
Tumour,  Viscount 
Vincent,  Sir  Edgar  (Exeter) 
Walker,  Col.  William  HaU 
Walrond,  Rt.Hn.SirWUliam  H. 
Warde,  Colonel  C.  E. 
Welby,  Lt.CoLA.C.E.(Ta«nton 
Welby,  Sir  Charles  G.  E.(Nott0. ) 
Whiteley,H(Ashton-und-Lyno) 
Whitmore,  Charles  Algernon 
WiUoughby  do  Ereeby,  Lord 
Wilson,  A.  Stanley  (york,B.R.) 
Wilson,  John  (Falkirk) 
Wilson,  John  (Glasgow) 
Wilson,  J.W.  (Worcostersh.  N.) 
Wilson-Todd,  SirW.H.(Yorks.) 
Wodohouse,  Rt.Hn.E.R.(Bath) 
Worsloy-Taylor,  Henry  Wilson 
Wortley,  Rt.  Hon.  C  B.  Stuart 
Wylie,  Alexander 
Wyndham,  Rt.  Hon.  Gebrge 
Wyndham-Quin,  CoL  W.  IL 
Yerburgh,  Robert  Armstrong 
Younger,  William 

TiLUEBS  voB  THS  Atss— Sir 
Alexander  Acland-Hood  and 
Viscount  Valentia. 


Abrahnm.  William  (Cork  N.E.) 
Ambrose,  Robert 
Athorley-Jones,  L 
Austin,  Sir  John 
Barlow,  John  Emmett 
Barry,  E-  (Co^k,  S.) 
Beaumont,  Weptworth,  C.  B. 
Blake,  Edward 
Boland,  John 
Brand,  Hon.  Arthur  G. 
Brigg*  John         .    . 
Brown,  George  M.  (Edinburgh) 
Brunner»  Sir  John  Tomlinson 
Burke,  E.'Haviland 
Bums,  John 
Burt,  Thomas 
Caldwell,  James 
Cameron,  Robert . 
Campbell,  John  (Armagh,  S.) 
Carvill,  Patrick  Geo.  Hamilton 
Channing,  Francis  Allston 


NOES, 

Gheetham,   Jonn   Freaencic 
Clancy,  John  Joseph 
Ck)gan,  Denis  J. 
Condon,  Thomas  Joseph 
Crean,   Eugene 
Cripps,  (paries  Alfred 

J. 

Dalziel,  James  Henry 
Delany,  William 
I>evlin,G>harlesRam8a>  (Gal  way 
Dcwar,  John  A.  (Inverness-sh. 
Dillon,  John 
Doogan,  V.  C. 

Douglas,  Charles  M.  (Lanark) 
Dunn,  Sir  William 
Edwards,  Frank 
Emmott,  Alfred 
SvanSfSirFrancisH .  ( Maidstone 
Evans,  Samuel  T.  (Orlamorgan) 
Eve,  Harry  Trelawney 
FarroU,  James  Patrick 


Fenwiok,  Charles 
Ferguson;  R.C.  Munro  (Leith) 
Ffrenoh,  Peter 
Field,  William 

Findiay,  Alexander(Lanark,NE 
Flavin,  Michael  Joseph 
Flynn,  James  Christopher 
Furaess,  Sir  Christopher 
Gilhooly,  James 
Goddard,    Daniel   Ford 
Gurdon,  Sir  W.  Brampton 
Hammond,  John 
Hardie  J.Keir(Merthyr  Tydvil) 
Harrington,  Timothy 
Hayden,  John  Patrick 
Hemphill,  Rt  Hon.Charle8  H. 
Holland,  Sir  William  Henry 
Hutchinson,  Dr.  (Tharles  Frodk 
Button,  Alfred  E.  (Morley)  ' 
Isaacs,  Rufus  Daniel 
I  Jacoby,  James  Alfred 
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Johnaoa,  John 
Joicey,  Sir  Jamee 
Jones,  Leif  (Appleby) 
Jon6S»WilliAin(GkmazTonBhir6) 
Jordan,  Jeremiah 
Joyoe,  llCohael 
Kearley,  Hndson  E. 
Kennedy,  Vinoent  P.(GaTan,W. 
Kilbride,  Denis 
Kitson,  Sir  James 
Lamoi-t,  Norman 
LangW,  Batty 
Law,  Hugh  Alex. (Donegal, W. 
Leese,  Sir  Joseph  F.(  Aooington 
Levy,   Manrice 
Lewis,  John  Herbert 
Uoyd -George*  David 
Lough,  Thomas 
Lundon,  W. 
Lyell,  Charles  Henry 
Macnamara,  Dr.  lliomas  J. 
MaoNeiU,  John  Gordon  Swift 
MacVeagh,   Jeremiah 
MH>ae,  €}eorge 
M'Fadden,  Edward 
M'Hugh,  Patrick  A. 
M'Kean,  John 
M'Kenna,  Reginald 
M'Killop,  W.(S]igo,  North) 
McLaren,  Sir  Charles  Benjamin 
Mooney,  John  J. 
Morgan,  J.  Lloyd  (CarmarUien) 


Mumaghan,  George 
Murphy,    John 
Nannetti,  Joseph  P. 
Nolan,  Joseph  (Louth,  South) 
O'Brien,  James  F.  X.  (Coik) 
0'Brien,Kendal(TipperaryMid 
O'Brien,  Patrick  (Kilkenny) 
O'Brien,  P.  J.  (Tipperaiy,  N. 
O'Connor,  James  (Wicklow,W) 
O'Connor,  John  (Kildare,  N.) 
O'Doherty,  William 
O'Donnell,  John  (Mayo^  S.) 
O'Dowd,  John 
O'Kelly,  Conor  (Mayo,  N.) 
O'Kelly,  James(Roscommon,N 
O'MaUey,  William 
O'Shaughnessy,  P.  J. 
Parrott,  William 
Partington,  Oswald 
Pease,  J.  A.  (Saffron  Walden) 
Philippe,  John  Wjuford 
Power,  Patrick  Joseph 
Price,  Robert  John 
Rea,  Russell 
Reddy,  M. 

Redmond,  John  E.  (Waterford) 
Reid,  Sir  R-Threshie  (Dumfries 
Rickett,  J.  Compton 
Roberts,  John  H.  (Depbighs.) 
Roche,  John 
Rose,  Chari««  Day 
Runciman,  Walter 


[  Schwann,  Charles  £« 
Shaw,  Thomas  (Hawiok  B.) 
Sheehan,  Daniel  Daniel 
Sheehy,  David 
Shipman,  Dr.  John  O. 
Slack,  John  Bamlord 
Smith,  Samuel  (Flint) 
Scares,  Ernest  J. 
Sullivan,  Donal 
Taylor,  Theodore  a(Radcliffe) 
Thomas,  Sir  A.(Glamorgan,  £  ) 
Thomas,  David  Al£ced(Merthyr 
Thomson,  F.  W.  (York,  W.  R.) 
Tully,  Jasper 

Walton,  Joseph  (Bamsloy) 
Warner,  Thomas  Courtenay  T. 
Wason,  Eugene  (Clackmannan ) 
Wason,  John  CatJicart  (Orkney 
White,  George  (Norfolk) 
White,  Luke  (York  £.  R.) 
Whiteley,  Cieorge  (York,W.R.) 
Whitley,  J.H.(Ha]ifaz) 
Williams,  Osmond  (Merioneth) 
Wilson,  Henry  J.  (York,  W.R.) 
Wilson  John  (Durham,  Mid.) 
WoodhouBe,Sir  J  T(Huddenf  d 
Youns;  Samuel 
YozaU,  James  Henry 


FOB  THB  Nob — Sir 
Thomas  Esmonde  and  Cap- 
tain Donelan. 


Main  Question  again  proposed. 

And,  it  being  after  half-past  Seven  of 
the  clock,  the  Debate  stood  adjourned 
lill  this  Evening's  Sitting. 


EVENING  SITTING. 


MOTION  FOR  ADJOURNMENT  (UNDER 
STANDING   ORDER  No.  10). 

EDUCATION  (LOCAL  AUTHORITY 
DEFAULT)  ACT,  1904  (MERIONETH). 

Mr.  OSMOND  WILLIAMS  (Merioneth- 
shire) said  he  feared  that  the  patting 
into  ope  ation  of  this  Act  in  Merioneth 
would  lead  to  considerable  trouble  in  the 
near  future.  He  had  hoped  that  a  middle 
way  of  peace  might  have  been  found. 
Given  men  free  £rom  prejudice,  such  a 
waj  was  not  impossible ;  but  the  Board 
of  Education  preferred  the  heavy 
bludgeon  of  the  new  Act.  The  original 
communication  received  by  the  education 
committee  from  the  Board  of  education 
did  not  give  the  opinion  of  the  law  officers 
of  the  Crown  with  regard  to  the  legal 
point  raised  by  the  deputation  which 
waited  on  Lord  Londonderry,  and  which 
had    nreviously   been    raised    by   Lord  | 


Stanley  of  Alderley— vijs.,  that  the  obli- 
gation of  the  local  authority  to  maintain 
non-provided  schools  did  not  begin  until 
the  antecedent  duty  of  managers  to  put 
their  buildings  in  sufficient  repair  had 
been  di<«charged.  The  contention  ol  the 
Merionethshire  Committee  was  that  no 
liability  rested  upon  them  to  discharge 
the  claims  made  by  managers  of  non- 
provided  schools,  owing  to  the  failure  of 
the  management  to  make  the  repairs  of 
the  schoolhouses  required  by  the 
committee.  Hie  Board  of  Educa- 
tion had  advanced  certain  specific 
reasons  for  disregarding  that  contention. 
They  were  (1)  That  the  committee 
applied  for  and  received  Parliamentary 
grants  in  respect  to  the  non-provided 
schools,  such  grants  being  only  payable 
with  respect  to  schools  which  had  com- 
plied with  Section  7  of  the  Education 
Act  of  1902.  (2)  That  the  county  fund, 
throughout  the  period  September  30th 
(the  appointed  day),  1903,  and  November 
Ist,  1904,  had  been  applied  to  the 
maintenance  of  those  schools.  (3)  That 
the  secretary  to  the  committee  signed 
certain  certificates  to  the  effect  that 
these  schools  had  satisfied  the  con- 
ditiors  of  Section  7  of  the  Education 
Act,  1902.    vThe    committee   submitted 
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that  in   no  instance  had  a    certificate 
been   signed,  save  a  couDter-signatoie, 
-and  that   even   if  a   counter-bignature 
was,  as   the  Board   contended — ^but  as 
the  committee  denied — equivalent  to  a 
certificate,  that  certificate  did  not  state 
that  the  school  satisfied  the  conditions 
of  Section  7   of  the  Act  of  1902,  but 
Section    7    of  the    Act    of  1870.    The 
Ksommittee  did  not  apply  the  county  fund 
towards    the     maintenance     of     these 
-schocis,  and  it  never  had  been  so  applied. 
The  Board  had  been  asked  to  state  the 
ground  on  which  they  did  not  agree  to 
^he  committee's  contentions,  but   they 
had  treated   the  committee  with   con- 
tempt    and     discourtesy.     When     the 
money    was    witheld    from    the    three 
^schools,  the  Board  did  not  supply  any 
information  as  to  the  items  allowed  or 
disallowed,  but  simply  notified  the  sums 
^hey  intended   to    pay.    Surely   before 
payment     was    made    the     coiomittee 
should   have    had  the    opportunity    of 
lodging  objections.    The  Board  asserted 
'that   the    only   action    taken    by    the 
committee  under  Section  7  was  before 
the  Act  came  into  operation,  and  was  a 
report  on  the  premises  made  simply  for 
the  information  of  the  county    council 
by  the  surveyors.    But  it  was  perfectly 
evident  that  the  report  was  treated  by 
the     managers     as     sufficient     notice. 
Indeed,  the  Board  of  Education  received 
^p(«als  against  these  requirements  fully 
twelve  months  ago,  and  such   appeals 
had  been  reported  upon  by  the  Board's 
officers.     In  face  of  these  facts,  he  did 
not  see  how  the  Board  could  feel  justified 
in    supporting    the   technical  objection 
made  by  the  managers. 

In  the  case  of  Llanellyn  School,  near 
Dolgelly,  ill  which  the  Board  had  decided 
the  action  of  the  committee  was  not 
justified,  the  position  of  the  schoolhouse 
was  most  unsuitable,  the  playground  was 
inadequate  and  it  was  impossible  to  ex- 
tend it.  There  was  imminent  danger  to 
health  caused  by  a  polluted  stream,  the 
closets  were  disgraceful,  their  position 
bad,  and  the  possibility  of  improving  it 
.nil ;  and  it  was  impossible  to  light  the 
premises  satisfactorily.  It  was  in  these 
x^onditions  that  the  education  committee 
required  the  erection  of  a  new  school  on 
a  suitable  site,  and  it  was  within  their 
knowledge  that  the  managers  themselves, 
4ip^to  a  very  recent  date,]  held  identical 
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views  as  to  the  impossibility  of  repairing 
the  building,  and  they  instructed  an 
architect  to  prepare  plans  for  a  new 
school.  The  committee  contended  that 
they  were  legally  entitled  to  refuse  to 
maintain  such  a  school,  and  they  ought 
to  be  told  under  what  statutory  powers 
the  Board  had  decided  that  the  refusal 
was  not  justified.  There  was  a  specific 
case  in  point — ^the  Holywell  School  in 
Flintshire.  There  the  local  authority 
demanded  that  a  new  school  should  be 
built  upon  an  entirely  new  site,  and  the 
Board  of  Education  with  great  reluctance 
upheld  the  demand.  The  consequence 
would  be  that  the  Church  managers  would 
have  to  find  about  £5,000,  and  he  saw  it 
stated  that  they  were  not  prepared  to  do 
anything  of  the  kind.  There  were  scores 
of  schools  in  Wales  in  the  same  pos'tion, 
and  if  the  local  authority  demanded  new 
schools  the  Board  would  have  to  uphold 
them. 

He  wished  to  know  why  the 
Board  of  Education  had  withheld  £2,400 
when  only  £400  was  due  to  the  Church 
schools.  As  a  matter  of  mere  courtesy 
some  explanation  was  due  from  them. 
They  had  paid  out  the  money  without 
checking  the  vouchers,  and  they  had  re- 
fused to  let  the  education  committee  do 
so.  The  Board  ignored  the  contention  of 
this  section  with  regard  to  the  certificates, 
and  he  could  only  presume  that  it  wcm 
because  they  were  alive  to  the  fact  that 
they  had  made  a  mistake  and  had  acted 
in  a  high-handed  manner.  He  referred 
to  the  conununication  received  from 
the  Board  at  the  opening  of  these 
proceedings,  which  stated  that  the 
arrears  were  in  respect  of  the  period 
prior     to     November     1st,    1904,    and 

that  it   was    not    contended    bv   them 

It 

that  the  schools  did  not  comply  with  Sec- 
tion 7  in  the  first  instance,  and  that  it 
was  not  open  to  them,  as  a  ground  for  not 
maintaining  the  schools,  to  make  the  con- 
tention that  they  did  not  comply  with  that 
section  now.  The  Board,  therefore,  saw 
no  reason  why  steps  should  not  be  taken 
to  refund  the  managers  the  expense 
incurred  in  maintaining  the  schools. 
That  was  a  very  significant  declaration, 
and  he  regarded  it  as  the  death  warrant 
of  scores  of  Church  schools  in  every  Welsh 
county.  If  the  Glamorganshire  Com- 
mittee, for  instance,  exercised  its  powers 
under  Section  7  of  the  Act,  it  could  at 
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its  next  meeting  decline  to  recognise  any  Motion  of  his  hon.  friend  the  Ifembrr 
of  the  Church  schools  in  the  county  which  for  Herionetfashiie.  So  folly  had  hi<t 
had  not  complied  with  its  demands,  hon.  friend  gone  into  the  question  tb^t 
The  local  authorities  in  Wales  had  it  was  not  neoeraary  for  him  to  farnisk 
shown  great  consideration  for  the  further  details,  and  he  would  ooofiiie 
managers  of  Church  schools  in  the  diffi-  himself  to  principles  involved  in  tk>? 
culties  in  which  they  had  been  placed,  question.  Beyond  saying  that  his  hon. 
Although  notices  had  been  given  in  a  great  friend's  speech  was  worthy  of  the  con- 
many  instances,  they  had  been  looked  stituency  represented  by  the  late  Mr. 
upon  as  a  matter  of  form,  and  in  many  Thomas  Ellb,  his  object  was  rather  to 
cases  had  been  treated  as  a  dead  letter,  show  that  his  hon.  friend  had  theauimoit 
Was  it  conceivable  that  this  attitude  of  of  all  the  Liberal  Members  of  the  F^nci- 
b^nevolent  neutrality  would  continue  pality.  The  Government  could  not  uj 
towards  the  Church  schools  in  other  that  they  were  not  warned  as  to  vhtt 
countries  now  that  this  attack  had  been  would  be  the  result  if  they  forced 
made  on  Merioneth  ?  It  was  only  natural  through  the  House  such  legislation  as 
that  peaceful  forbearance  should  give  way  that  contemplated  by  the  Educatioa 
to  active  aggression.  Act  of  1902.  Nothing  but  disaster  oonld 
There  was  a  great  deal  more  in  follow.  Indeed  it  was  not  neoiesaiy  for 
this  unhappy  dispute  than  the  triumph  "e^^^'f  such  bnUiant  parts  and  unique 

of    Church    or  cLpel.  or  the  perman-  ""rr^*^*?.,  "u  ^^l"  *""',°*'^  *°   *"**^ 

ence  of  the  Establishment.     ThVrights  I****  ^^'^  *=«  *^«  f*«"^*'  f^  °?*J",*'' 

of    conscience    were    attacked   when   a  ^e  most  superficial  knowledge  of  Wale* 

man  was  made  to  pay  for  the  teaching  *f^  *''«  Welsh  people  could  come  to  no 

of  dogma  in  which  he  did  not  believel  <'*^*'  conclusion  from  a  measure  that 

the  liberty  of  the  citizen  was  attacked  ^^"^^  *°  ^  specially  framed  for  the 

when  the  refusal  of  a  local  authority  to  P'"'?**?  *>*  ^"T"*  .**'!  P***P*«  •?*"  f ' 
vote  public  money  for  sectarian  purposes  ""rrection ;  and.  as  if  to  emphasise  the 
involTOd  imprisonment;  the  Constitution  «™f^  bhinder  they  had  perpetrated, 
was  attacked  when  a  Minister  of  the  f  !."  »o°»\**°7«««  ^.  Government 
Crown  deliberately  forced  upon  an  un-  ^r."^  **^  ^'^  ^^^  "",*  ^*"""' 
willing  country  an  Act  which  the  electors  ^<;*  ^  f""^.  ^^^.  ^'J?^  P^P*«  *°  "^ 
of  that  country  had  deUberately  con-  out  that  objectionable  measure.  Not- 
demned.  Burke  had  said  that  people  withstanding,  he  had  hoped  for  better 
were  governed  by  a  knowledge  of  *^'°8»  *'*«'  ^"^  **«  P""'^*  Govem- 
their  temper   and  a  judicious  manage-    ™"°** 

ment    of    it,    and    that     in    conflicts       _,  .  •        •       ^,        ,  i. 

between  the  people  and  their  rulers  the  "«  "'■'«'  evemng  in  the  debate 
presumption  of  right,  was  at  least  equally  ,  ^P-  ^'^^  ^°**  °*  censure  they  were  told 
in  favour  of  the  people.  The  people  of  !  *!»**,  8?me  ten  counties  m  Ireland  were 
Wales  were  to-day  just  as  much  in  the  '  Proclaimed,  and  up  to  Aat  time  he 
right  and  the  Government  in  the  wrong  i"»aerstood  the  Crimes  Act  had  not  been 
as  when  Pym  and  Hampden  made  their  P"*  '°*°  *°"®-  ^°^  **^'»  that,  they 
protest  against  the  payment  of  ship-  ^'T  .  t°'  *"°"  }^°  ^^  Ireland 
money.  Wales  did  not  seek  disorder,  kad  enjoyed  a  tranqnilhty  and  prosperity 
She  was  a  law-abiding  nationality,  but  °o*  equalled  in  any  hko  penod  since 
when  the  will  of  a  Bishop  and  the  whim  2**  ^'"°°'  »°<i  t^'ey  n"J*t  ask  Why  ? 
of  a  Premier  presumed  upon  that  char-  '.  ^°'  the  reason  that  the  late  Chief  Secre- 
acteristic,  who  would  blame  her  if  she  tary  was  wise  enough  to  be  guided  by 
defended  those  liberties  to  the  utmost  of  '  ?"  Insh  patriot.  But.  unfortunately 
her  power.  The  setting  of  the  Defaulting  ' '"r  tte  Government,  they  had  no  Sir 
Authorities  Act  in  operation  against  ^"^ony  MaoDonnell  m  the  EducaliO 
Merionethshire  wouU  produce  an  exhibi-  pepartment,  and  he  feared  from  what  h«- 
tion  of  national  unity  such  as  Wales  had  had  heard  that  afternoon  that  the  benevo- 
never  shown  before.  !«P*  influence  he  had  wielded  in  the  sistet 

isle  was  withdrawn  from  that  country 
Sir  ALFRED  THOMAS  (Glamorgan-    Should  this  be  so,  then  all  who  wei\ 
shire,  E,)   said  he  rose  to  second  the    concerned   for  peace  and  good  order 

Jlfr.  Osmond  Willhnu. 
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that  country  could  not  but  deeply  regret 
so  deplorable  a  ciicumstance.  But  for  the 
moment,  taking  it  that  such  a  calamity 
had  not  befallen  Ireland,  they  had  to 
say  that  even  if  this  Act  had  been 
administered  in  the  same  spirit  as  Irish 
aifaiis  during  the  last  two  years  they 
would  not  have  heard  of  the  Welsh 
revolt  and  the  Defaulting  Authorities 
Act.  It  was  difficult  to  realise  thit  the 
administrators  of  a  great  Empire  should 
be  so  ignorant  of  tilie  habits,  customs 
and  creeds  of  a  little  country  whose 
border  was  within  some  130  miles  from 
the  seat  of  Government.  Indeed,  they 
could  not  have  been  more  ignorant  of 
the  people  of.  a  province  in  India  or 
China.  To  imagine  that  authorities  like 
the  county  councils  of  Wales,  each  with 
a  large  Liberal  majority — and  that  was 
equivalent  to.  sa3ring  large  majorities 
of  Nonconformists — would  put  into 
force  an  Act  that  outraged  their  feelings 
and  consciences!  They  thought  it  was 
bad  enough  to  pay  money  into  the 
Exchequer,  part  of  which  was  devoted  to 
teach  creeds  from  which  they  dissented ; 
but  when  they  were  asked  to  levy  rates 
on  themselves,  and  still  more  on  their 
friends,  in  order  to  pay  for  the  teachiag 
of  those  creeds,  it  was  more  than  any 
reasonable  man  would  expect.  He 
would  venture  to  assert  that  there  was 
no  Gentleman  on  the  opposite  side  of  the 
House  but  would  view  with  contempt  any 
such  action  on  the  part  of  men  holding 
and  professing  the  principles  of  Welsh 
Nonconformity. 

They  had  to  complain  that  no  public 
inquiry,  with  the  exception  of  the  abortive 
inquiry  held  at  Carmarthen,  had  been 
made  into  this  very  vexed  question.  The 
Government  used  to  very  freely  use  a 
tribunal  that  they  had  not  heard  much 
of  lately — a  Royal  Commission.  Now,  if 
there  was  ever  a  justification  for  holding 
such  an  inquiry,  this  was  one  of  them. 
Statistics  proved  that  the  Welsh  people 
paid  more  per  inhabitant  for  education 
than  anyone  of  the  other  portions  of  the 
United  Eangdom,  and,  of  the  thirteen 
counties  of  the  Principality/ Merioneth- 
shire hid  been  one  of  the  most  generous. 
And  yet  this  was  the  county  of  all  others 
that  the  Education  Department  had  first 
put  in  default.  This  was  the  way  the 
Government  showed  their  appreciation  of 


the  sacrifice  the  quarrymen  of  Festiniog 
and  the  peasantry  of  Merionethshire 
had  made  for  higher,  intermediate,  and 
elementary  education.  He  would  wish  to 
say,  however  strongly  he  resented  the 
action  of  the  Education  Department,  he 
hoped  that  the  hon.  Baronet  would  not 
understand  that  anything  personal  was 
intended  to  one  whom  they  all  respected. 
Indeed,  he  very  much  regretted  that  the 
hon.  Baronet  had  to  play  the  part  of 
'*ShyIock"  in  this  educational  drama. 
But  he  wished  to  warn  him  and  the 
Government,  if  they  were  determined  to 
extract  this  "pound  of  flesh'*  from  the 
Welsh  people,  they  would  have  to  be 
more  dextrous^  than  they  had  hitherto 
proved  themselves  to  be  if  they  did  so 
without  drawing  one  drop  of  blood. 

He  would  conclude  as  he  began,  with 
saying  that  he  had  hoped  the  Government 
wjuld  have  been  able  to  carry  on  elemen- 
tary education  in  Wales  without  having 
recourse  to  coercion.  And  he  beUeved 
that  would  have  been  possible  if  the  hon. 
Baronet  had  been  advised  by  those  who 
were  competent  to  rightly  understand 
the  gravity  of  the  situation  in  Wales.  To 
put  such  legislation  as  the  Defaulting 
Authorities  Act  into  force  in  the 
Principality  could  not  but  be  a  most 
dangerous  measure,  and  it  must  be 
obvious  to  all  who  knew  Wales.  But  if 
the  Government  were  determined  to  put 
into  operation  all  the  vindictive  powers 
of  the  Defaulting  Act,  then,  at  least  let 
them  understand  they  did  so  after  the 
most  serious  protest  possible  from  the 
representatives  of  the  Welsh  people ;  and 
whatever  might  be  the  evil  conse- 
quences of  their  action  it  would  lie  at  the 
door  of  the  present  Administration. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  this  House  do  now  adjourn.'* 
— (Mr,  Osmond  WiUiams.) 

Mr.  CKIPP3  (Lancashire,  Stretfoid) 
said  that  no  one  regretted  the  religious 
dispute  under  the  Education  Act  mora 
than  he  did,  though  it  showed  among  the 
yarious  Parties  and  creeds  a  strong  sense 
of  the  real  importance  of  religion  and  the 
rights  of  conscience  in  our  education 
system.  What  he  wanted  was  if  possible 
to  bring  about  some  means  by  which 
those  who  had  strong  feelings   on  th' 
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its  next  meeting  decline  to  recognise  any  Motion  of  his  hon.  friend  the  Member 
of  the  Church  schools  in  the  county  which  for  Merionethshire.  So  fully  had  his 
had  not  complied  with  its  demands,  hon.  friend  gone  into  the  question  that 
The  local  authorities  in  Wales  had  it  was  not  necessary  for  him  to  furnish^ 
shown  great  consideration  for  the  further  detaib,  and  he  would  confine 
managers  of  Church  schools  in  the  diffi-  ,  himself  to  principles  involved  in  the 
culties  in  which  they  had  been  placed,  question.  Beyond  saying  that  his  hon, 
Alrhough  notices  had  been  given  in  a  great  friend's  speech  was  worthy  of  the  con- 
many  instances,  they  had  been  looked  stituency  represented  by  the  late  Mr. 
upon  as  a  matter  of  form,  and  in  many  Thomas  Ellis,  his  object  was  rather  Uy 
cases  had  been  treated  as  a  dead  letter,  show  that  his  hon.  friend  had  the  support 
Was  it  conceivable  that  this  attitude  of  '  of  all  the  Liberal  Members  of  the  Princi- 
benevolent  neutrality  would  continue  pality.  The  Government  could  not  say 
towards  the  Church  schools  in  other  that  they  were  not  warned  as  to  what 
countries  now  that  this  attack  had  been  would  be  the  result  if  they  forced 
made  on  Merioneth  ?  It  was  only  natural ,  through  the  House  such  legislation  as 
that  peaceful  forbearance  should  give  way  that  contemplated  by  the  Education 
to  active  aggression.  Act  of  1902.    Nothing  but  disaster  could 

There  was  a  great  deal  more  ia  follow.  Indeed  it  was  not  necesaaiy  for 
this  unhappy  dispute  than  the  triumph  ^^^"^f  such  briU.ant  parts  and  un.que 
of    Church    or  chapel,  or  the  perman-  ,  ''f  r*^««  °l  ^t"  *'°''u  '^  ^"^u 

ence  of  the  Establi^ment.  ThVrights  T}"  ""f^  «*^1  Jl  ,'  T^  TJ^^ 
of  conscience  were  attacked  when  a  **^«  most  superficial  knowledge  of  Wales 
man  was  made  to  pay  for  the  teaching  .  *f;*  **»«  Welsh  people  could  come  to  no- 
of  dogma  in  which  he  did  not  believel  other  conclusion  from  a  measure  that 
the  liberty  of  the  citizen  was  attacked  I  '^'""^^  *°  ^  specially  framed  for  the- 
when  the  refusal  of  a  local  authority  to  ^"""^^  °^  ^"/"'^  *M  ^°^^t  '°*°  T 
rote  public  money  for  sectarian  purposes  ;  ««"eot'on  ;/°d.  sis  if  to  emphasise  ^e 

invoi;edilnpri8onment;theCon8titStion  8T  ^l"'^^*'' .  *''«y  ^tJ  perpetrated 
was  attacked  when  a  Minister  of  the  J^^f  r""\*T/'*r  •  ®°'*™^?'^* 
Crown  deUberately  forced  upon  an  un-  ,  ^^f^,  ^^^  ^'jj  ^Y^^  "^  *  ^"^^u 
willing  country  an  Act  which  the  electors  ,  A<;*  *°  J°'t-  ^^-  ^S^  ^^^^  ^  T7 
of  that  country  had  deliberately  con- ■  °'?i«'''*  .°''J«f''''°»?\  ""!^''^~- ^°*- 
demned.  Burke  had  said  that '  people  '  ,T*«**'^^"«'^«  ^^  ''"P^  for  better 
were  governed  by  a  knowledge  of  ^'""f  «^«°  ^^"^  ***«  ?'*'«"*  Govern- 
their  temper   and  a  judicious  manage-  ;  ™®°  ' 

inent    of    it,    and    that     in    conflicts  ■     _„        ,,  ■        ■       ^^       ■,  i. 

between  the  people  and  their  rulers  the  I  ^«  ''*^«'  eviuang  m  the  debate- 
presumption  of  right,  was  at  least  equally  I  °f  *«  ^«*«  °*  censure  they  were  told 
in  favour  of  the  people.  The  people  of  !  *^**  «.«'"!,  *«''  counties  m  Ireland  w«e^ 
Wales  were  to-day  just  as  much  in  the  I  P«>cla'med,  and  up  to  that  time  he 
right  and  the  Government  in  the  wrong  !  "°de'Stood  the  Crimes  Act  had  not  been 
as  when  Pym  and  Hampden  made  thett  ,  P*^*  mto  force.  More  than  that,  they 
protest  against  the  payment  of  ship- ,  f  «f  told  for  some  two  years  IreUmd 
money.  Wales  did  not  seek  disorder.  ^^  enjoyed  a  tranquilhty  and  prosperity 
She  was  a  law-abiding  nationality,  but :  °°*  equalled  in   any  like  penod   smce 

when  the  will  of  a  Bishop  and  the  whim  2"*  .Y'""'"'  '"''lu*^*?^"?^  /^^^'^  ^ 
of  a  Premier  presumed  upon  that  char-  I  ^"^  *«  '«".°°  *»*  VK  *^  ^®*  ^ecre- 
acteristic.  who  would  blame  her  if  she  |  ta^J  was  wise  enough  to  be  guided  by 
defended  those  liberties  to  the  utmost  of  ?°  Insh  patriot.  But.  unfortunately 
her  power.  The  setting  of  the  Defaulting  I  *»'  *^«  Govemment.  they  had  no-Sir 
Authorities  Act  in  operation  against  j  Antony  MacDonneU  m  the  Educalioi 
Merionethshire  would  produce  an  exhibi-  pepwtment,  and  he  feared  from  what  he- 
lion  of  national  unity  such  as  Wales  had  '  had  heard  that  afternoon  tha,t  the  benevov 
never  shown  before.  K^i*  influence  he  had  wielded  m  the  sistei 

I  isle  was  withdrawn  from  that  coai&l:i~»I 
Sir  ALFRED  THOMAS  (Glamorgan-  |  Should  this  be  so,  then  all  who   weil^ 
shire,  £,)   said  he  rose  to  second  the  ;  concerned   for  peace  and  good  orde^ 

Mr.  Osmond  Willhms. 
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that  country  could  not  but  deeply  regret 
so  deplorable  a  circumstance.  But  for  the 
moment,  taking  it  that  such  a  calamity 
had  not  befallen  Ireland,  they  had  to 
say  that  even  if  this  Act  had  been 
administered  in  the  same  spirit  as  Irish 
affairs  during  the  last  two  years  they 
would  not  have  heard  of  the  Welsh 
revolt  and  the  Defaulting  Authorities 
Act.  It  was  difficult  to  realise  ih\t  the 
administrators  of  a  great  Empire  should 
be  so  ignorant  of  tilie  habits,  customs 
and  creeds  of  a  little  country  whose 
border  was  within  some  130  miles  from 
the  seat  of  Government.  Indeed,  they 
could  not  have  been  more  ignorant  of 
the  people  of.  a  province  in  India  or 
China.  To  imagine  that  authorities  like 
the  county  councils  of  Wales,  each  with 
a  large  Liberal  majority — and  that  was 
equivalent  to.  sa3ring  large  majorities 
of  Nonconformists — would  put  into 
force  an  Act  that  outraged  their  feelings 
and  consciences!  They  thought  it  was 
bad  enough  to  pay  money  into  the 
Exchequer,  part  of  which  was  devoted  to 
teach  creeds  from  which  they  dissented ; 
but  when  they  were  asked  to  levy  rates 
on  themselves,  and  still  more  on  their 
friends,  in  order  to  pay  for  the  teachiag 
of  those  creeds,  it  was  more  than  any 
reasonable  man  would  expect.  He 
would  venture  to  assert  that  there  was 
no  Gentleman  on  the  opposite  side  of  the 
House  but  would  view  with  contempt  any 
such  action  on  the  part  of  men  holding 
and  professing  the  principles  of  Welsh 
Nonconformity. 

They  had  to  complain  that  no  public 
inquiry,  with  the  exception  of  the  abortive 
inquiry  held  at  Carmarthen,  had  been 
made  into  this  very  vexed  question.  The 
Government  used  to  very  freely  use  a 
tribunal  that  they  had  not  heard  much 
of  lately — a  Royal  Conmiission.  Now,  if 
there  was  ever  a  justification  for  holding 
such  an  inquiry,  this  was  one  of  them. 
Statistics  proved  that  the  Welsh  people 
paid  more  per  inhabitant  for  education 
than  any  one  of  the  other  portions  of  the 
United  Eangdom,  and,  of  the  thirteen 
counties  of  the  Principality,^  Merioneth- 
shire hid  been  one  of  the  most  generous. 
And  yet  this  was  the  county  of  all  others 
that  the  Education  Department  had  first 
pat  in  default.  This  was  the  way  the 
Gt>vernment  showed  their  appreciation  of 


the  sacrifice  the  quarrymen  of  Festiniog 
and  the  peasantry  of  MerioDcthshiro 
had  made  for  higher,  intermediate,  and 
elementary  education.  He  would  wish  to 
say,  however  strongly  he  resented  the 
action  of  the  Education  Department,  he 
hoped  that  the  hon.  Baronet  would  not 
understand  that  anything  personal  was 
intended  to  one  whom  they  all  respected. 
Indeed,  he  very  much  regretted  that  the 
hon.  Baronet  had  to  play  the  part  of 
'*Shylock"  in  this  educational  drama. 
But  he  wished  to  warn  him  and  the 
Government,  if  they  were  determined  to 
extract  this  ''pound  of  flesh"  from  the 
Welsh  people,  they  would  have  to  be 
more  dextrous^  than  they  had  hitherto 
proved  themselves  to  be  if  they  did  so 
without  drawing  one  drop  of  blood. 

He  would  conclude  as  he  began,  with 
saying  that  he  had  hoped  the  (Government 
wuuld  have  been  able  to  carry  on  elemen- 
tary education  in  Wales  without  having 
recourse  to  coercion.  And  he  beUeved 
that  would  have  been  possible  if  the  hon. 
Baronet  had  been  advised  by  those  who 
were  competent  to  rightly  understand 
the  gravity  of  the  situation  in  Wales.  To 
put  such  legislation  as  the  Defaulting 
Authorities  Act  into  force  in  the 
Principality  could  not  but  be  a  most 
dangerous  measure,  and  it  must  be 
obvious  to  all  who  knew  Wales.  But  if 
the  Government  were  determined  to  put 
into  operation  all  the  vindictive  powers 
of  the  Defaulting  Act,  then,  at  least  let 
them  understand  they  did  so  after  the 
most  serious  protest  possible  from  the 
representatives  of  the  Welsh  people ;  and 
whatever  might  be  the  evil  conse- 
quences of  their  action  it'  would  lie  at  the 
door  of  the  present  Administration. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  this  House  do  now  adjourn.'* 
— {Mr.  Osmond  Williams,) 

Mr.  CRIPP3  (Lancashire,  Stretfoid) 
said  that  no  one  regretted  the  religious 
dispute  under  the  Education  Act  mors 
than  he  did,  though  it  showed  among  the 
yarious  Parties  and  creeds  a  strong  sense 
of  the  real  importance  of  religion  and  the 
rights  of  conscience  in  our  education 
system.  What  he  wanted  was  if  possible 
to  bring  about  some  means  by  which 
those  who  had  strong  feelings    on  this 
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question  —  Nonconformist,  Church  of 
Eagland,  or  any  other  denomination — 
should  have  the  right  and  opportunity  of 
bringing  up  their  children  in  the  national 
schools  as  far  as  possible  in  the  denomina- 
tion to  which  their  parents  adhered. 
It  was  from  that  point  of  view  that  he 
would  deal  with  the  arguments  brought 
forward  by  the  hon.  Member  who  pro- 
posed the  Motion.  He  wanted  to  say  a 
word  from  the  Church  point  of  view.  He 
did  not  believe  there  would  be  any  diffi- 
culty in  putting  in  force  all  the  principles 
to  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Merioneth 
had  particularly  alluded. 

The  first  question,  the  hon.  Member 
had  said,  was  right  of  conscience.    Un- 
doubtedly  right    of     conscience    ought 
not     only    to    be    guarded    but    safe- 
guarded in  every  possible  way   in  re- 
gard tp  the  question  of  education.     But 
how  were  they  to  do  it  ?     The  great  in- 
terference with  the  right  of  conscience — 
the  right  of  parents  to  bring  up  their 
children     in     the    denomination    they 
selected — arose  from  the  maintenance  of 
the  Cowper-Temple  clause.     There  was 
no  clause  in  the  whole  course  of  the  Edu- 
cation Act  which  so  much  really  inter- 
fered with  the  right  of  conscience  as  the 
clause   which   prohibited   a   child  from 
being  taught  the  religion  of  the  denomina- 
tion which  the  parents  might  desire  in 
the  elementary  schools.    Why  not  have 
a  system  of  denominational  education 
both    in    provided    and    non-provided 
schools,  so  that  every  child   might   be 
brought   up   in  the   religion   which   its 
parent    desired  ?    That    was    what    he 
called  giving  due  regard  to  the  right  of 
conscience.    It  had  never  been  the  Church 
Party  that  had  objected  to  that.     On 
the  contrary,  the  Church  Party  in  that 
House  had  stated  constantly  that  their 
desire  was  not  to  exclude  religious  educa- 
tion, and  that  it  was  not  to  have  the 
exclusive  right  of  education  in  the  non- 
provided  schools.     But  religious  educa- 
tion was  such  a  source  of  friction  that 
they  could  not  always  carry  out  what 
they  desired.     Let  all  schools,  if  they 
liked,  go  on  a  common  basis,  and  let  there 
be  the  right  of  entry  to  any  denomina- 
tion either  to  provided  or  non-provided 
schools.    Wherever  there   were  two  or 
three  children  whose  parents  desired  a 
particular  form  of  denominational  edu- 
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cation  there  ought  to  be  facilities  under 
which  that  form  of  denominational  edu- 
cation should  be  given. 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  (Carnarvon 
Boroughs) :  We  actually  offered  what 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  suggests  to 
Merionethshire,  and  it  was  refused  by  the 
clergy. 

Mr.  CRIPPS  said  that  Churchmen  had 
often  offered  such  a  system  if  it  were 
given  a  general  application ;  but  it  had 
been  defeated  because  the  Nonconfor- 
mists would  not  give  up  that  most 
sectarian  of  all  provisions,  the  Cowper- 
Temple  clause.  He  himself  believed  that 
there  ought  to  be  this  common  right  ot 
entry.  He  did  not  believe  the  difficulty 
came  from  the  Church  of  England  at  all. 
It  was  in  the  direction  he  liad  indicated, 
and  that  direction  only,  that  the  religious 
difficulty  could  be  settled.  He  would 
appeal  to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  on  this 
point.  Every  true  lover  of  denomina- 
tional education  must  wish  the  right  of 
conscience  to  be  extended  as  widely  as 
possible.  He  wished  to  ensure  in  regard 
to  Anglican  children  that  they  should 
have  the  opportunity  of  receiving 
Anglican  education.  The  only  way  to 
get  rid  of  the  religious  difficulty  was  not 
to  exclude  religious  education,  but  to  give 
it  the  widest  possible  basis,  so  that  every 
denomination  should  have  in  regard  to 
its  own  children  equal  and  fair  oppor- 
tunity. The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Greenwich  and  other  hon.  Members 
had  often  expressed  themselves  in  favour 
of  a  settlement  of  the  reUgious  difficulty 
on  that  basis. 

The  second  point  made  by  the  hon. 
Member  who  moved  the  Resolution 
was  as  to  the  liberty  of  the  sub 
ject.  What  did  he  mean  by  that  ? 
There  might  be  many  laws  with  which 
they  were  not  in  agreement,  and  if  a  man 
had  a  conscientious  objection,  if  he  pre- 
ferred the  penalty  of  the  law  to  obedience 
to  the  law,  he  was  not  one  of  those  who 
would  find  fault  with  that  action.  He 
thought  there  were  many  circumstances 
in  which  a  man  was  bound  to  do  it.  If 
he  had  a  serious  consdentious  objection 
he  was  bound  to  act  according  to  the 
dictates  of  conscience,  taking  his  chance 
of  whatever  penalties  might  follow.     But 
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the  question  here  was  a  much  wider  pro- 
position. He  thought  there  should  be 
no  general  liberty  given  to  citizens  to 
disobey  the  law.  Exactly  the  same 
principle  should  apply  to  education  as 
to  any  other  subject.  That  was  exactly 
what  he  said  the  other  night  about  East 
Ham.  Although  an  individual  miaht 
have  a  conscientious  objection  a  local 
authority  was  not  justified  in  taking  such 
action  as  many  local  authorities  had 
taken  in  this  matter.  It  would  tend  to 
greater  illegality,  and,  therefore,  to  less 
liberty,  because  legality  and  liberty  must 
always  go  hand  in  hand.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Merionethshire  said  that  the 
Act  was  unconstitutional  and  made  some 
harsh  remarks  about  the  Prime  Minister 
and  the  Bishops. 


Mb.  OSMOND  WILLIAMS :  I  would 
be  the  last  person  to  make  any  harsh 
remarks. 

Mb.  CBIPPS  said  he  would  withdraw 
the  word  "  harsh.  "  They  would  never  be 
able  to  rely  on  a  body  which  had  to  carry 
out  Qovemmental  duties  if  it  was  to  be 
allowed  to  judge  whether  an  Act  was 
constitutional  or  not.  As  long  as  it  was 
an  Act  it  must  be  accepted  for  the  pur- 
poses of  administration,  and  as  one  which 
local  authorities  must  and  ought  to  obey. 
He  did  not  imderstand  the  hon.  Member 
tp  contend  that  the  Act  was  uncon- 
stitutional in  the  wider  sense  because 
it  had  been  enacted  in  a  constitutional 
manner.  If  they  were  going  to  allow 
anyone  to  call  in  question  an  Act  after 
it  had  been  passed,  and  allow  the  right 
to  disobey  it,  he  did  not  beUeve  there 
was  a  single  Member  of  the  House  who 
would  not  find  some  Act  of  Parliament 
with  which  he  thoroughly  disagreed,  and 
who,  therefore,  according  to  the  doctrine 
put  forward  by  the  hon.  Member,  would 
find  himself  justified  in  acting  in  an 
illegal  manner.  The  application  of  such 
a  principle  was  worse  in  education  than 
in  other  matters,  because  the  children 
suffered.  By  all  meand  let  the  local 
authority  give  notice  to  schools  to 
effect  necessary  repairs ;  but  it  was 
grossly  unfair  not  to  give  such  schools 
time  to  comply  with  the  notice.  He 
was  afraid  that  the  real  question  here 
was  not  these  minor  matters,  but  the 
oil  dispute  as  regards  reUgious  matters, 


and  he  earnestly  commended  to  the 
House  the  view  that  the  only  possible 
fair  solijtion  was  not  to  seek  to  ex- 
clude religion  in  a  spirit  of  mutual 
jealousy,  but,  on  the  contrary,  by  a 
spirit  of  mutual  tolerance  Ur  spread 
denominational  education  and  to  give 
fair  and  equal  opportunities  as  far  as' 
they  could  to  every  school,  whether  pro- 
vided or  not.  In  order  to  do  this  they 
must  repeal  the  Cowper-Temple  Clause, 
which  at  the  present  time  stood  in  the 
way  of  any  fair  system  of  general  de- 
nominational education. 

Mr.  BRYNMOR  JONES  (Swansea 
District)  said  he  had  listened  to  the 
observations  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
friend  with  great  interest.  It  appeared 
to  him  that  the  first  part  of  his  speech 
was  directed  to  a  defence  of  the  Education 
Act  of  1902  and  not  to  the  Motion  before 
the  House.  What  was  the  question 
which  his  hon.  friend  the  Member  for 
Merionethshire  had  obtained  leave  to 
call  attention  to  as  a  definite  matter  of 
urgent  public  importance  ?  It  was  the 
fact,  if  they  rightly  interpreted  certain 
correspondence,  that  the  Board  of 
Education,  and  the  education  com- 
mittee for  the  county  of  Merioneth,  had 
put  into  operation  the  Education  (Local 
Authority  Default  Act),  1904.  He  be- 
lieved that  they  had  done  so.  In 
order  to  raise  what  he  thought  were 
the  relevant  questions  for  the  considera- 
tion of  the  House  that  night  he  was  going 
to  lay  down  certain  facts  which  he  had 
gathered,  and  to  inquire  whether  the 
acts  he  complained  of  were  or  were 
not  legally  done  —  whether  in  regard 
to  these  facts  the  Board  of  Educa- 
tion had  acted  legally.  He  under- 
stood that  the  Board  of  Education  had 
deducted  £364  from  the  Parliamentary 
grants  due  in  the  ordinary  course  for 
the  purposes  of  elementary  education 
in  Merionethshire.  The  total  grants 
amounted  to  £452.  This  sum  became 
due  on  May  1st,  and  the  Board  of 
Education  sent  £88  to  the  treasurer 
of  the  County  Council  of  Merioneth, 
announcing  that  they  had  applied  the 
balance  to  five  non-provided  schools 
in  the  county.  The  question  whether 
the  Board  had  acted  rightly  in  so  doing 
must  depend  upon  whether  the  local 
education  authority  was  or  was   not  in 
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default.  The  local  education  authority, 
who  acted  under  a  scheme  in  accordance 
with  Section  7  of  the  Act  tf>f  1902, 
declared  that  they  were  not  in 
default,  ^  and  that  these  five  non- 
provided'  schools  were  not  schools 
in  respect  to  which  the  conditions  of 
Section  7  of  the  Act  had  ever  been 
fulfilled  since  the  appointed  day.  His 
lion,  and  learned  friend  the  Member 
for  the  Stretford  Division  had  either  not 
recently  read,  or  had  entirely  forgotten, 
what  the  section  said.  Section  7  was 
probably  the  clearest  and  the  least  am- 
biguous section  in  the  whole  Act  of  1902. 
l^at  did  it  begin  by  saying  in  regard 
to  the  county  council  ?    It  said — 

*'The  local  education  authority  shall 
maintain  and  keep  efficient  all  public  elemen- 
tary schools  witnin  their  area  which  are 
necessary." 

That  was  clear  enough.  Public  ele- 
mentary schools  were  defined  in  other 
Acts  of  Parliament,  and  everybody 
knew  what  a  public  elementary  school 
meant.  Then  the  section  went  on  to 
say— 

**And  have  the  control  of  all  ezpenditnre 
required  for  that  purpose,  other  than  expen- 
iliture  for  which,  under  this  Act,  provision  is  to 
lie  made  by  the  managers,  but  in  the  case  of  a 
school  not  provided  by  them  only  so  long  as 
the  followinff  conditions  and  provisions  are 
complied  with," 

Then  there  were  a  large  number  of 
conditions  set  out.  His  hon.  and  learned 
friend  talked  about  notice  of  repair, 
but  there  was  not  a  word  about  notice 
of  repair  in  any  of  the  conditions.  He 
did  not  know  where  the  hon.  Member 
got  these  words  unless  it  was  from  a 
diocesan  conference.  One  of  the  con- 
ditions was  stated  in  sub-section  (d) 
and  was  in  the  following  terms — 

*'The  managers  of  the  school  shall  provide 
the  school  house  free  of  any  charge,  except  for 
the  teacher's  dwelling-house  (if  any),  to  the 
local  education  authority  for  use  as  a  public 
elementary  school,  and  shall,  out  of  funds 
provided  by  them,  keep  the  school  in  good 
repair,,  and  make  such  alterations  and  improve- 
mentn  in  the  buildings  as  may  !«  reasonably 
required  bv  the  local  education  authority, 
provided  that  such  damage  as  the  local 
authority  consider  to  l>e  due  to  fair  wear  and 
tear  in  the  use  of  any  room  in  the  school  house 
for  the  purpose  of  a  public  elementary  school 
shall  be  made  g<xK]  by  the  local  education 
authority." 

No  notice  was  required.  It  did  not 
need  any  great  legal  knowledge  in  order 
to   interpret  that    sub -section.      If    on 
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the  morning  of  the  appointed  day  the 
schoolhouse  was  not  in  repair  the  local 
education  authority  had  absolutely  no 
duty  towards  a  non-provided  school  at  all, 
and  if  the  school  was  in  good  repair  on 
the  appointed  day,  and  it  was  allowed 
by  the  managers  to  fall  out  of  repair 
afterwards,  any  obligation  the  local  edu- 
cation authority  had  ceased  automatically 
in  accordance  with  the  plain  interpreta- 
tion of  this  Act  of  Parliament.  He 
thought  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man was  endeavouring  to  confuse  the 
mind  of  the  House  in  regard  to  the  two 
distinct  conditions  contained  in  Sub- 
section (d).  Quite  apart  from  the  ques- 
tion of  good  repair,  a  local  education 
authority  might  go  and  look  at  a  school- 
house  and  say,  "  We  do  not  think  this  a 
fit  and  proper  house  for  an  elementary 
school,  and  we  are  going  to  demand  that 
you  shall  make  such  alterations  and  im- 
provements as  we  think  reasonable.^' 
That  was  exactly  what  had  been  done 
if  it  were  said  that  notice  was  required 
on  the  question  of  repairs.  It  so  hap- 
pened that  the  committee  in  this  case  was 
so  careful  that  before  the  appointed 
day  they  had  actually,  at  their  own 
expense,  taken  the  trouble  to  investigate 
the  conditions  of  every  non-provided 
schoolhouse  in  Merionethshire,  and,  in 
his  opinion,  so  far  from  being  in  de- 
fault in  the  matter  they  were  a  little 
over-zealous. 

Mr.  DUKE  (Plymouth)':  Will  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  say  whether  in 
fact  the  local  education  authority  re- 
quired any  board  of  managers  to  execute 
any  repairs  or  alterations  1 

Mr.  brynmor  JONES  :  Yes,  thev 
did,  but  he  could  not  speak  about  every 
one  of  the  twenty-four  schools. 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  :  Yes,  they  did 
in  every  one  of  the  twenty-four. 

Mr.  brynmor  JONES  said  he  be- 
lieved  that  some  had  become  provided 
schools,  and  that  there  were  now  only 
twenty-one  non-provided  schools.  But 
in  regard  to  every  one  of  those,  before  the 
appointed  day  surveyors  and  archi- 
tects, appointed  by  the  local  education 
authority  at  their  expense,  went  over  the 


:377    Education  {Local  Authority    {15  May  1905}  DtfauU)  Act,  1904. 


378 


schools,  and  not  only  gave  to  each  body 
of  managers  a  specification,  Aot  of  the 
required  repairs,  but  of  defects  in  the 
structure,  but  gave  notice  what  they 
thought  would  be  reasonable  alterations 
and  improvements.  His  hon.  friend 
the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Educa- 
tion, he  thought,  must  have  many  letters 
-of  appeal  from  managers  of  non-provided 
^schools  in  r^;ard  to  this  matter. 

thb    parliamentary    SECRE- 

TARY  TO  THE  BOARD  of  EDUCATION 
^Sir  WiLUAM  Anson,  Oxford  University) : 
Not  so  during  that  period. 

Mb.    BRYNMOR    JONES    said    that 
that  led  up   exactly  to  his  next  point. 
He  had  the  honour  to  place  the  con- 
struction of  Section  7  of  the  Act  of  1902 
which   he  had  just  given  before  Lord 
Londonderry    and    the     hon.    Baronet 
the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Education 
at  a  meeting  upstairs,  and  it  was  also 
put  by  the  clerk  to  the  county  council 
in    hm   reply   to   the   first   threatening 
letter  ^hich  was  written  by  the  Board 
of    Education.    Their    contention    was 
that  unless  on  the  appointed  day  a  non- 
provided  school  was  in  repair,  and  un- 
less the  managers  of  the  non-provided 
43chool    compUed    with    the    reasonable 
requirements    of    the    county     council 
•committee    on   education  in  regard    to 
alterations  or  improvements,  no  obliga- 
tion  attached  to  the    county    council. 
That    was    a    perfectly    clear    conten- 
tion,   and   althouffh   the   hon.    Member 
for    Stretford     aavanced     a     different 
view   that  night,   that  contention   was 
not  contradicted  by  the  Board  of  Edu- 
-cation.    The   reply   dated    March    31st, 
1905,  was— 

"  Sir, — Adverting  to  previous  correspondence 
respecting  the  claims  made  upon  your  authority 
by  the  managers  of  voluntary  schools  in  the 
•county  of  Merioneth,  I  am  to  say  that  the 
Board  of  Education  regret  that  no  satisfactory 
•explanation  of  the  matters  in  question  has 
been  offered  on  behalf  of  the  authority,  as 
required  in  the  Board's  previous  letter." 

No  contradiction  of  the  previous 
l^ropoaition,  definite,  fairly  ur^,  and 
leading  up  to  the  demand  which  he  made 
on  behalf  of  the  committee  for  a  fair 
^nd  impartial  axbitration — — 

♦Sm  WILLIAM  ANSON:  What  is 
the  prop'osition  ? 


Mr.  BRYNMOR  JONES  said  that 
the  proposition  was  that  the  Board  of 
Education  were  misconstruing  the  Act 
of  Parliament ;  that  they  did  not  under- 
stand what  the  meaning  of  the  words 
'*  so  long  as "  was.  The  letter,  which 
was  signed  by  Mr.  Eingsford,  then  went 
on  to  lay  down  what  he  thought  the 
hon.  and  learned  Baronet  would  greatly 
regret  to  afi&rm  either  in  that  House  or 
in  a  Court  of  justice.  It  reminded 
those  to  whom  it  was  addressed  that 
the  expenses  in  question  were  in  respect 
of  the  period  to  November  1st,  1904, 
and — 

"That  the  reason,  and  the  only  reason, 
given  by  vour  authority  during  that  period 
for  not  aaequately  maintaining  these  schools 
was  a  resolution  of  your  county  council  not  to 
provide  any  funds  from  local  rates  towards  the 
maintenance  of  voluntary  schools.  It  was 
contended  by  your  authority  during  tliat 
period  " 

the  letter  continued — 

"that  these  schools  did  not  comply  with 
Section  7,  1  D,  of  the  Act  of  1902,  and  that 
they  could  not,  therefore,  in  their  view  legally 
be  maintained.  On  the  contrary,  you  applied 
for  aod  received  the  Parliamentary  grants  in 
respect  of  these  schools.'' 

Now,    he    would    ask   the    hon.    and 
learned  Baronet,  who  was  a  great  lawyer 
and  the  author  of  a  book  on  contracts 
and   another   on   the   law   and   custom 
of    the  Constitution,    which    were    held 
in  well-deserved  reverence  by  the    pro- 
fession to  which  he  belonced,  whether 
he  would  maintain  that  the  doctrine  of 
waiver,  applied  to  a  pubUc  rate-levying 
and  rate-controlUng  authority  ?     Would 
the  hon.  Baronet  assert  that  there  was 
any   privity    of    contract   between    the 
county  council  created  under  the  Act 
of  1888,  the  Board  of  Education,  and 
the  managers  of  nop -provided  schools  ? 
He  understood  that  the  hon.   Baronet 
disclaimed    that   there   was.    He    quite 
expected    that    so    great    an    authority 
would    not   answer   the    question    in   a 
sense  contrary  to  that  which  he   was 
submitting   to   the   House.    What   was 
the   position  ?    How   could   this  public 
rating   authority    waive    any    condition 
laid  down  in   an   Act  of  Parliament  ? 
But  if  the  county  council  of  Merioneth 
did  that — supposing  the  present  county 
council  resolved  that   the   schoolhouses 
of    non-provided    schools    were    not    in 
good  repair,  and  appUed  the  ratepayers' 
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money  to  put  them  in  good  condition —  ' 
would  the  hon.  Baroiiet  say  that  that , 
would  be  a  good  and  legal  act  ?  Then 
why  should  not  the  hon.  Baronet  allow 
the  point  to  be  submitted  to  a  Court 
of  justice  ?  However,  he  would  not  per- 
sue  this  process  of  cross-examination 
with  the  hon.  Baronet.  Their  contention 
was  that  they  were  not  in  default,  and 
the  correspondence  that  had  taken  place 
showed  that  the  Board  of  Education 
had  entirely  misinterpreted  the  Act  of 
Parliament  so  far  as  Section  7  was  con- 
cerned. 

Turning  from  the  question  whether 
there  was  or  was  not  default,  he 
would  like  to  tell  the  Government  that 
they  were  now  face  to  face  with  the 
problems  which  hon.  Members  on  that 
side  of  the  House  warned  them  about 
in  1902  and  1903.  These  county 
councils  were  corporations,  and  cor- 
porations had  played  a  very  great 
part  in  the  history  of  this  country. 
Indeed,  nobody  knew  better  than  the  hon. 
Baronet  that  that  was  true.  There 
.was  once  a  Government  that  tried  to 
destroy  the  City  of  London,  and  they 
sent  all  sorts  of  learned  counsel  to  the 
Courts,  and  they  ultimately  got  a  writ 
of  quo  warranto,  but  in  the  very  long 
report  in  the  State  trials  the  reporter 
added  a  note  to  this  effect — 

"  It  does  not  appear  that  this  writ  was  ever 
actually  execated." 

It  never  was  executed  in  the  City  of 
London,  and  before  three  years  had  gone 
by  the  revolution  of  16iB8  had  taken 
place.  [Ironical  Ministerial  laughter.] 
All  right ;  they  wanted  another  revolu- 
tion in  Wales,  and  perhaps  before  three 
years  were  out  the  hon.  Baronet  would 
be  very  sorry  he  had  ever  entered  into 
this  disputation  with  the  county  of 
Merioneth.  He  begged  to  support  the 
Motion. 

*Mr.  duke  said  that  if  there  was  not 
so  much  talk  about  insurrection  it  would 
be  much  easier  for  the  Coimty  Council  of 
Merioneth  and  the  managers  of  the  non- 
provided  schools  to  settle  the  matter 
between  them.  Instead  of  reading 
Section  7  of  the  Act  of  1902,  and  trying 
to  understand  it  and  apply  it,  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  appeared  to  be 
devoting  their  time  to  getting  up  a  sort  of 
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spurious  insurrection  in  Wales,  and  in 
the  House  they  talked  about  the  sacred 
rights  of  conscience  and  the  liberties  of 
the  subject.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Grentleman  opposite  threatened  that 
there  would  be  a  revolution  in  Wales 
compared  with  which  even  the  revolu- 
tion of  1688  would  be  little  more  than  a 
circumstance*  Perhaps  it  could  be 
avoided  by  a  little  consideration  of  the 
true  position  in  Wales.  The  practical 
question  was  whether,  unless  the  mana- 
gers of  a  voluntary  school  did  what  the 
local  authorities  considered  they  ought 
to  do,  without  any  requisition  as  to 
repairs,  all  the  grants  could  be  stopped. 
Mere  lawyers  in  matters  of  this  kind 
looked  at  what  would  be  the  practical 
effect  of  the  doctrine  proposed.  The 
contention  would  reduce  the  Act  of  1902 
to  an  absurdity.  Repairs  would  not  be 
done  for  want  of  money,  and  until  th^ 
were  done  no  money  would  be  paid. 
Nobody  dreamt  when  the  Act  waa- 
passed  that  there  would  be  absolute' 
harmony  between  the  local  authorities 
and  the  managers  of  voluntary  0chook, 
and  therefore  it  was  provided  that,  if 
any  difference  arose  under  Section  7, 
that  difPerence  should  be  decided  by  the 
Board  of  Education.  That  did  not  suit 
Gentlemen  opposite.  They  wanted 
arbitrations  or  actions  at  law.  Per- 
haps some  of  the  ratepayers  would  be 
willing  to  spend  their  money  in  going 
to  the  Law  Courts,  but  he  was  not  sure 
that  the  minority,  for  whose  protection 
the  provision  was  required,  would  be 
willing  to  withdraw  this  matter  from  the 
plain  mode  of  procedure  that  was  laid 
down  in  the  Act. 

But  the  real  matter  in  dispute  was 
not  the  state  of  repair  of  certain 
schools ;  it  lay  much  deeper.  In  June^ 
1903,  there  was  a  proposal  before  the 
County  Council  of  Merioneth  to  make  an 
education  rate  of  lOd.,  but  1  j^.  was  struck 
oS  because  the  council  had  decided  not  to* 
support  the  non-provided  schools.  That, 
was  the  beginning  of  the  present  agita- 
tion. In  December,  1903,  the  county 
council  met  and  adopted  certain  resolu- 
tions, and  the  first  of  them  was  this — 

"  That  this  council  adheres  toils  resolution 

Sassed  at  the  meeting  held  in  Dolgelly  in 
une,    1903,    not     to   levy    a    ra£e    for    the 
maintenance  of  non-provided  schools    withiA 
the  county  until " 
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— What  ?  Until  they  were  put  in  a  state 
of  repair  ?     Nothing  of  the  sort — 

**  until  Buch  schools  are  plaoed  fully  under 
popular  control,  and  all  religious  tests  imposed 
upon  teachers  are  abolished." 

Now,  they  could  meet  hon.  Members  on 
that  question.  It  was  fought  out  in  the 
discussion  of  the  Act  of  1902.  pSoN. 
Mebibers  on  the  Opposition  Benches  : 
**No,  closured."]  It  would  have  to  be 
fought  out  again.  And  this  was  to  be  kept 
as  a  bone  of  contention,  and  if  necessary 
the  education  of  the  children  was  to  be 
sacrificed  in  order  to  fight  out  a  secular 
battle  in  which  hon.  Gentlemen  had 
been  engaged  under  a  profession  of  interest 
in  education.  [Hon.  Mbmbbbs  on  the 
Opposition  Benches :  "  Oh."]  It  was  not 
a  question  of  painting  and  papering  and 
whitewashing,  but  hon.  Gentlemen  were 
using  the  question  of  the  repair  of  these 
schools  in  order  to  bring  under  review 
the  policy  of  the  Act  of  1902,  and  if 
possible  to  secure  its  repeal.  The  inter- 
ests of  education  were  bcdng  sacrificed 
for  Party  considerations. 

Mr.  ELLIS  GRIFl^ITH  (Anglesey) 
said  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who 
had  just  sat  down  had  spoken  with  a 
warmth  of  indignation  not  generally 
shown  by  him  in  debate  in  the  House. 
It  must  be  a  matter  of  regret  to  those  of 
them  who  represented  Welsh  constitu- 
encies that  the  few  Tory  Members  from 
Wales  had  not  availed  themselves  of  the 
opportunity  of  discussing  this  question. 
He  was  sure  that  the  pride  of  himself 
and  his  hon.  friends  in  the  fewness  of 
their  number  would  be  much  greater  in 
the  next  Parliament.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Plymouth,  who  had 
spoken  with  ostentatious  ignorance — ^he 
thought  it  was  an  exhibition  of  humour — 
would  not  enable  them  to  get  nearer  a 
settlement  by  suggesting  that  Welsh 
Members  were  fighting  something  under 
a  profession  of  interest  in  education 
when  they  were  really  animated  by  some 
other  motive. 

The  operation  ot  the  Act  of  1902, 
and  the  subf^'^uent  Act  of  1904, 
proved,  in  the  main,  what  the  Welsh 
Members  told  the  Government  at  the 
time,  that  they  could  not  in  the  long  run 
legislate  successfully  against  the  wishes 
of  the  people   they  were  legislating  for. 


Now,  it  must  be  remembered  that  the 
Default  Act  was  a  supplementary  remedy  .- 
There  was  another  remedy,  that  of  man- 
damus. Why  did  not  the  Parliamentary 
Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Education  put 
a  mandamus  in  operation  ?  The  hon. 
Baronet  was  not  only  a  legislator,  but  an 
administrator,  and  surely  he  could  do 
something  to  settle  some  of  these 
differences  of  opinion  between  the  locaf 
education  authority  and  the  managers  of 
non-provided  schools.  There  were  five- 
schools  where  the  difficulty  had  arisen,, 
and  as  he  understood  it  the  sum  of  £364 
had  been  deducted  in  respect  of  those 
five  schools.  The  average  attendance- 
thereat  was  17, 24, 78, 56,  and  14,  making: 
a  total  average  attendance  in  the  five 
schools  of  189  children.  The  hon.. 
Baronet  had  deducted  nearly  £2  per 
child  for  the  children  in  average  attend  - 
ance.  The  total  grant  earned  by  those* 
schools  in  1902  was  £385,  therefore  he 
had  deducted  a  sum  very  nearly  equal 
to  the  total  sum  earned  in  Government- 
grants  by  those  five  schools  in  1902.  He 
ventured  to  ask  whether  the  hon.  Baronet' 
was  prepared  to  say  that  any  one  of  those 
five  schools  was  in  a  fit  and  proper  state 
of  repair,  and  would  he  say  that  all  five 
were  in  a  fit  and  proper  state  of  repair,, 
because  he  could  not  look  at  the  Report 
without  coining  to  the  conclusion  that 
they  were  in  a  grave  state  of  want  of 
repair.  Would  the  hon.  Baronet  also  say 
that  the  whole  sum  spent  in  1902  on 
those  five  schools  exceeded  £15  ?  They 
had  taken  a  strong  standpoint  on  this 
question.  The  Act  operated  harshly 
on  all  parties.  It  was  a  har&h  thing  to 
levy  rates  in  order  to  support  those 
schools,  which  were  Church  schools  in 
management  and  in  doctrine ;  these 
were  Church  schools  so  far  as  the 
managers  were  concerned,  and  yet  were 
schools  provided  for  the  education  of 
Nonconformist  children,  partly  supported 
by  rates  paid  by  Nonconformist  parents. 

He  asked  the  House  to  say  that  the 
Welsh  people  had  taken  a  proper  attitude 
— and  what  the  Prime  Minister  would 
call  a  conscientious  attitude — upon  this 
question.  By  his  speech  of  15th  July, 
1904,  the  Prime  Minister  showed  Aat  he 
had  formed  a  conscientious  opinion  on 
this  question.  He  did  not  know  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  formed^a 
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'Conscientious  conviction  upon  it,  but,  in 
Any  event,  why  were  they  not  also  to  be 
allowed  conscientious  opinions  in  the 
matter  ?  He  asked  the  Parliamentary 
Secretary  to  say  that  the  local  authority 
jiot  only  had  no  dut^ ,  but  it  had  no  right 
to  maintain  these  school  out  of  the  rates. 
It  was  a  waste  of  pubUc  money  to  support 
them.  He  would  also  ask  him  to  say 
whether  in  each  of  these  five  schools  it 
was  not  the  fact  that  they  were  out  of 
repair  and  required  a  great  deal  of 
:alteration  to  make  them  fit  for  the 
•children.  The  authorities  were  doing 
their  best  for  the  children  by  insisting 
that  fit  and  proper  schools  should  be 
provided  for  them.  He  sul  mitted  that 
they  were  under  no  obligation  to  main- 
tain these  schools  until  they  had  been  put 
into  a  fit  and  proper  state  of  repair,  and 
that  there  had  been  no  default  on  their 
part  within  the  meaning  of  the  Act. 

LiEUT.-CoLONEL  PR  YCE-JONES  (Mont- 
gomery Boroughs)  said  the  matter  at 
issue  was  a  very  small  one.  The  minority 
in  Wales  had  done  its  best  to  urge  the 
majority  in  the  county  council  to  ad- 
minister the  Act  fairly  and  justly,  but 
they  claimed  that  the  majority  had  not 
administered  it  as  they  should  have 
done.  The  question  was  whether  the 
House  of  Commons  was  to  be  omnipotent 
or  whether  the  county  council  majorities 
were  to  take  its  place.  Only  the  other 
day  a  deputation  waited  on  the  Minister 
of  Education,  and  the  gist  of  the  whole 
proceedings  was  to  be  found  in  the 
question  asked  by  Lord  Londonderry 
as  to  whether  if  the  schools  were  put 
in  a  fit  and  propei  state  of  repair  the 
authorities  would  maintain  them.  He 
was  sorry  to  say  that  his  hon.  friends 
opposite  refused  to  give  a  definite  answer 
to  that  question.  The  minority  were 
perfectly  prepared  not  to  ask  for  rate- 
aid  if  their  schools  were  not  in  reasonable 
repair.  They  were  perfectly  prepared 
to  abide  by  the  consequences  of  the  Act, 
but  he  for  one  would  never  have  sat  silent 
while  the  Bill  of  1902  passed  through  the 
House  if  he  had  had  any  idea  that  his  hon. 
friends  opposite  would  have  taken  the 
extreme  course  they  had  adopted  in  this 
matter.  They  knew  they  were  in  the 
minority  and  that  they  were  in  the  hands 
of  the  majority,  but  they  never  dreamed 
that  the  majority  would  have  tyranrised 
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over  them  as  they  had  done.  He  appealed 
to  the  House  of  Commons  to  support 
the  Chufchmen  and  Nonconformists,  the 
Conservatives  and  Liberals,  of  Wales  who 
desired  that  the  Act  should  be  fairly, 
squarely,  and  justly  administered  in  the 
Principality.  He  asked  the  House  to 
uphold  its  omnipotence,  its  power,  and 
its  influence,  and  not  to  allow  the  county 
councils  of  Wales  to  set  so  bad  an  example 
to  future  legislation  and  future  reforms. 

Throughout  the  debate  on  the  Bill  in 
1902  hon.  Members  opposite  fought  hard 
for  what  they  wanted,  viz.,  control,  and  the 
Prime  Minister  and  those  who  comprised 
the  Government  at  that  time  statod 
that  they  were  given  control  by  the  Bill. 
Hon.  Members  then  wotdd  not  allow 
that  they  had  that  power,  but  he  ap- 
pealed to  the  common  sense  and  equity 
of  the  House,  and  asked  whether  sufficient 
control  had  not  been  given.  The  author- 
ities could  afiord  if  they  liked  to  ad- 
minister the  Act  justly,  and  they  could 
get  almost  everything  they  wanted  be- 
cause their  control  was  so  great.  They 
had  the  power  of  putting  in  any  number 
of  pin-pricks,  and  all  they  had  to  do  was 
to  wait  and  to  be  tolerant  in  the  matter. 
He,  personally,  was  not  in  favour  of  any 
reform  of  the  Education  Act  imtil  a 
fair  trial  had  been  given  to  it.  He  asked 
hon.  Members  opposite  whether  in  the 
event  of  their  Party  coming  into  power 
they  would  be  in.  a  better  position  than 
they  enjoyed  under  the  present  Grovem- 
ment.  He  asserted  that  their  position 
would  be  more  difficult  because  their 
I  Government  would  have  the  support  of 
the  Irish  Members,  whilst  the  Churchmen 
on  their  own  side  would  be  against  them. 
He  thanked  the  House  for  a  fair  hearing, 
and  hoped  for  the  sake  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  for  the  sake  of  justice, 
hon.  Members  would  do  all  in  their  power 
to  induce  in  a  friendly  way  the  Welsh 
coimty  councils  to  administer  the  Act. 

♦Sib  WILLIAM  ANSON  said  he  cer- 
tainly  had  no  reason  to  complain  of  the 
tone  in  which  the  mover  and  seconder 
of  the  adjournment  had  introduced  this 
subject.  If  he  failed  to  reply  to  all  the 
legal  questions  which  were  addressed  to 
him  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  the  Swansea  Disrict  it  was  because  he 
deemed  it  inadvisable  to  try  and  answer 
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-off -hand  legal  conundrums  carefully  pre- 
3>aTed,    of    a    somewliat   recondite   and 
academic  .  character,    and   not  specially 
bearing  on  the  subject  before  them.     He 
assured  those  who  had  spoken  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House   that  it  was  with  no 
light  heart,  and  not  without  a  very  grave 
sense  of  responsibility,  that  the  Board  of 
Education  came  to  the  conclusion  that 
they  must — in  response  to  the  demands 
of  managers  for  the  repayment  to  them 
of  moneys  which  they  had  expended, 
and  which  ought  to  have  been  provided 
ior  them  by  the  local  education  authority 
— ^repay  to  the  managers  the  moneys  so 
expended,   and    must    make  the  corre- 
<}ponding  deduction    from  the  payment 
which  would  otherwise  have  been  made 
to  the   local   education   authority.    He 
had  hoped  that  matters   were  settling 
down  in  Wales  and  that  the  Education 
Act  was  being  administered  throughout 
the   Principahty.      Even    in    Merioneth 
itself  they  had  had  every  reason  to  hope 
that  the   Act  was   being  administered, 
and  it  had  been  since  the  late  autumn 
of    last   year.      The    particular    period 
to     which      the      transactions      under 
consideration   referred    was    the  period 
from    the    end     of    September,    1903, 
Avhen  the   appointed  day  for  Merioneth 
<;ame,  until  the    end  of   October,  1904. 
During  that  period  arrears  accumulated 
Avhich  should    have    been    met  by  the 
local  education  authority,  and  for  pay- 
ment of  which  managers  made  constant 
^nd  urgent  appeals  to    the    Board  of 
]ESducation. 

A  good  deal  had  been  said  on  the  subject 
rof  repair,  and  he  was  asked  whether  they 
iiad  had  appeals  from  managers  on  that 
^subject  during  the  period  in  question. 
The  correspondence  which  passed  be- 
tween the  Board  of  Education  and  the 
local  education  authority  during  that 
period  consisted  simply  of  a  reference  to 
the  local  authority  of  the  demands  of 
managers  for  the  maintenance  due  to 
them,  and  in  response  enclosures  from  the 
local  education  authority  of  resolutions 
which  they  had  passed  to  the  effect  that 
they  would  raise  no  rate  in  order  to  assist 
in  the  maintenance  of  voluntary  schools. 
During  that  time  the  Parliamentary 
.grants  were  applied  for  and  obtained  by 
the  local  education  authority  in  respect 
of  those  schools,  but  nothing  else  than  the 


amount  of  those  grants — which  when 
paid  to  the  local  authority  passed  at  once 
into  the  general  county  funds — no  other 
payments  were  made  to  the  managers  of 
voluntary  schools  in  Merionethshire. 
Something  had  been  said  regarding  the 
surveyors*  reports.  It  was  perfectly  true 
that  before  the  appointed  day  the  Cfeunty 
Council  of  Merioneth  went  to  the  expense 
of  having  all  the  schools,  voluntary  and 
council,  surveyed  throughout  the  area, 
and  the  report  made  by  the  surveyor  to 
the  loclil  education  authority  was,  in 
the  case  of  these  schools,  forwarded  to 
the  managers  of  the  schools,  but  no  com- 
ment was  made,  no  suggestion  that  any 
of  the  requirements  should  be  put  into 
effect,  whether  they  were  for  alterations 
and  improvements,  or  whether  they  were 
for  repairs.  There  had  been  nothing 
throughout  the  whole  period  with  which 
he  was  dealing  to  suggest  that  the  subject 
of  repairs  was  present  to  the  mind  of  the 
local  education  authority  as  a  reason  for 
not  maintaining  the  schools.  It  was  not 
until  December  of  last  year  that  the  local 
education  authority,  writing  to  the  Board 
to  say  that  they  were  now  maintaining 
the  schools,  announced  that  they  should 
hold  themselves  entitled  to  discontinue 
the  maintenance  if  reasonable  require- 
ments for  alterations  and  improvements 
were  not  carried  into  effect. 

Mr.  BRYNMOR  JONES:  Was  it 
the  local  education  authority  that  wrote 
the  letter  ? 

♦Sir  WILLIAM  ANSON  said  it  was 
either  the  authority  or  their  recognised 
agent.  Nothing  was  then  said  about  re- 
pairs. What  they  had  before  them  during 
that  time  was  the  announcement  by  the 
local  authority  that  it  would  raise  no  rate 
for  the  maintenance  of  voluntary  schools. 
There  was  consequently  a  grave  doubt 
in  the  minds  of  managers  as  to  whether 
they  would  be  maintained  by  the  local 
authority.  There  was  no  request  made 
through  them  either  for  repairs,  or  for 
alterations  and  improvements,  as  any 
condition  of  maintenance  ;  and  at  the 
same  time  there  was  a  demand,  or  rather 
a  request,  signed  by  the  representative 
of  the  local  education  authority,  to  the 
Board  of  Education  for  the  Parliamen- 
tary grants,  which  were  only  due  if  the 
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Bchoolfl  complied  with  the  requirements 
of  the  Education  Act  under  Section  7, 
1b,  by  which  managers  were  required 
to  keep  schools  in  good  repair.  The 
local  authorities,  therefore,  admitted  that 
these  schools  were  in  good  repair.  With- 
out labouring  a  point  of  law  as  to  whether 
the  question  of  repairs  was  waived  by 
the  local  authority,  it  seems  a  matter  of 
honesty  and  common  sense  that  if  an}  - 
one  obtains  money  by  certifying  to  the 
existence  of  certain  facts  he  could  not 
turn  round  afterwards  and  deny  those 
facts.  But  as  to  the  fact  of  repairs  he 
w^as  prepared  to  state,  in  contradic- 
tion, he  was  afraid,  to  what  had 
been  alleged  by  hon.  Members  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House,  that  with  two 
exceptions — one  certainly  and  one  doubt- 
ful— the  voluntary  schools  throughout 
Merionethshire  were  in  a  fit  state  for  the 
reception  of  children  for  the  purposes 
of  elementary  educalion  without  risk 
to  their  health,  comfort,  or  convenience. 
The  exceptions  were  Festiniog,  which 
was  condemned,  and  the  school  near 
Llanelltyd,which  was  under  consideration, 
for  there  was  a  question  of  whether 
the  managers  could  c&Tiy  out  on  the  site 
of  the  school  the  repairs  and  alterations 
which  would  be  necessar}'  to  turn  it  into 
a  suitable  school,  or  whether  it  would  be 
better  to  abandon  the  school  and  have  a 
new  one  erected  on  a  new  site. 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  :  On  whose 
authority  did  they  come  to  that  con- 
clusion ? 

♦Sib  WILLIAM  ANSON :  We  in- 
quired into  the  matter  ourselves. 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  :  Was  any 
notice  given  to  the  local  authority  that 
an  inquiry  was  being  instituted  ?  This 
is  the  first  we  have  heard  if  it. 

♦Sir  WILLIAM  ANSON  said  the 
county  council  surveyor  went  round  and 
surveyed  the  schools  and  reported  on 
them,  and  when  this  question  arose  the 
Board  of  Education  thought  it  desirable 
that  they  should  satisfy  themselves  as 
to  the  condition  of  the  schools,  and  they 
had  done  so.  With  regard  to  the  Holy- 
well School  in  Flintshire,  which  had  been 
referred  to,  all  he  could  say  was  that  the 

Sir  Willictm  Anson. 


Board  of  Education  had  been  waiting 
for,  he  thought,  months  to  get  an  answer 
from  the  local  education  authority  to 
inquiries  addressed  to  them  as  to  what 
they  thought  desirable  in  lespect  of  the 
school.  He  was  bound  to  say  that,, 
as  regarded  the  bulk  of  the  council  schools 
and  of  the  voluntary  schools  in  Merioneth, 
they  were  alike  fit  for  the  purposes  of 
public  elementary  schools,  although 
they  were  both  susceptible  of  improve- 
ment. He  had  read  the  reports  of  the 
county  surveyors,  and  they  did  not  bear 
out  the  description  given  by  the  hon.. 
Member  for  Anglesey.  He  had  also^ 
statements  of  what  had  been  done  hy 
managers  of  the  schools  during  the  past 
few  months,  and  the  schools  were  being: 
put  into  a  condition  which  would  satisfy 
the  requirements  of  the  local  e4ucation 
authority,  and  he  was  not  aware  that  in 
every  case  the  recommendations  of  the 
surveyor  of  the  county  council  had  been 
carried  out  in  respect  of  the  council 
schools.  He  was  quite  ready  to  admit,, 
however,  that  Merioneth  had  done  more 
than  some  Welsh  local  authorities  in 
the  way  of  putting  its  council  schools- 
into  a  decent  and  proper  condition.  The 
question  of  what  was  meant  by  good 
repair  must  surely  be  a  matter  of  cir- 
cumstance and  of  the  particular  require- 
ments which  the  building  was  intended 
to  meet.  They  must  ask  the  plain 
question.  Could  the  children  remain 
for  the  necessary  number  of  hours, 
in  the  school  in  reasonable  comfort 
and  in  conditions  which  were  not  detri- 
mental to  health  ?  He  was  satisfied  that 
in  all  the  schools  except  the  two  to  which 
he  had  referred  the  children  could  be 
taught  without  risk  to  their  health,  com- 
fort, or  convenience. 

Then  what  were  the  rights  of  the  local 
authority  ?  The  local  education  authority 
was  clearly  not  entitled  to  say  that 
because  a  window  was  broken  [or  one 
or  two  tiles  were  off  the  roof,  or  the 
walls  needed  a  coat  of  paint  or  a  door  was. 
off  its  hinges  the  school  must  go  off 
the  list  for  Parliamentary  grants.  These 
things  could  be  remedied  in  twenty-four 
hours  or  a  few  days,  and  reasonable 
notice  must  be  given  and  time  allowed- 
Was  it  possible  to  have  two  standards  of 
good  repair — one  for  voluntary  schools 
and  one  for  council  schools  ?     He  was 
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afraid  tliat  some  of  tlie  local  author- 
ities in  Wales  would  be  put  to  very  con- 
siderable expense  in  the  provision  of  new 
schools  if  the  Board  of  Education  were 
to  treat  their  schools  as  they  proposed 
to  treat  the  voluntary  schools.  Were 
there  two  standards  ?  He  beUeved  that 
in  Merioneth  itself  some  of  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  surveyor  had  not  been 
•carried  out  in  the  council  schools.  He 
turned  to  the  neighbouring  county  of 
Denbigh,  where  the  council  surveyed 
the  voluntary  schools  before  the  appointed 
day.  It  had  not  yet  appointed  anyone 
to  surve^r  the  council  schools.  Last  year 
the  Board  had  a  long  discussion  with  the 
local  authority  and  the  managers  of  a 
public  elementary  voluntary  school  at 
Pontypridd.  The  Board  of  Education 
^determined  that  some  alterations  must  be 
'Carried  out  as  required  by  the  local 
4xuthority,  but  recognised  the  great 
<iifficulty  of  doing  so  on  the  existing  site 
of  the  school.  He  went  to  see  the  school 
iiimself ,  and  came  to  the  conclusion  that, 
owing  to  its  position,  its  structure,  lighting, 
And  ventilation,  it  was  quite  impossible 
to  make  a  decent  school  of  it,  and 
that  it  must  be  abandoned.  It  was 
transferred  to  the  council,  and  the 
first  [thing  the  local  authority  did 
Tvas  to  write  to  the  Board  of  Education 
And  request  that  the  school  should  be 
Allowed  to  remain  in  statu  for  two  years. 
In  the  county  of  Carnarvon  there  were  at 
least  twenty-five  schools  concerning  which 
the  Board  of  Education  had  been  in 
communication  from  time  to  time  with 
the  local  authority ;  and  there  were 
several  schools  which  were  seriously  at 
fault  in  respect  of  repair  and  sanitary 
condition,  and  the  Board  of  Education 
had  the  greatest  difficulty  in  obtaining  any 
Attention  from  the  local  education  autho- 
rity concerned  in  respect  of  these  schools. 
He  would  give  an  account  of  one  case. 
The  inspector  having  reported  offices 
to  be  offensive,  the  playground  unfit 
for  drilling  exercises,  unsatisfactory  ven- 
tilation in  girls'  cloak-room  and  lighting 
of  infants'  room,  signs  of  damp  on 
school  walls,  and  minor  defects,  the 
Board  inquired  on  January  27th,  1905, 
of  the  county  council  what  steps  they 
were  taking,  but  had  received  no  reply. 
In  a  second  caoe  strictures  on  the 
premises  had  been  passed  in  inspector's 


reports  for  the  last  few  years.  In  1902 
he  reported  that  another  class-room 
was  needed,  and  that  the  present  par- 
tition was  unsatisfactory  for  purposes 
of  lighting  and  supervision  and  needed 
alteration,  that  rooms  were  insufficiently 
lighted,  walls  damp,  and  the  cloak- 
room not  ventilated.  These  remarks 
were  repeated  in  October,  1904,  and  on 
January  25th,  1905,  the  Board  requested 
information  as  to  council's  proposals. 
After  six  weeks  delay  they  were  in- 
formed that  the  council's  architect  had 
been  instructed  to  prepare  plans  of  the 
alterations  necessary.  In  another  case 
the  inspector  reported  that  the  play- 
ground was  in  an  unsatisfactory  state, 
mud  and  water  had  collected  at  the 
entrance  to  the  offices,  and  that  a  drain 
was  not  in  good  order.  The  Board 
requested  that  immediate  steps  should 
be  taken,  and  after  a  delay  of  three 
weeks  the  local  education  authority 
replied  that,  owing  to  extreme  pressure 
of  work  in  their  architect's  department, 
they  could  not  attend  to  this  matter. 
In  regard  to  another  case  under  the 
control  of  the  Carnarvon  County  Coun- 
cil, in  his  report  for  the  year  1903  the 
county  council  were  informed  by  the 
inspector  that  the  ventilating  and  warm- 
ing were  unsatisfactory,  while  the  floor 
was  worn  and  the  drains  required  atten- 
tion. He  referred  to  the  report  of  the 
county  surveyor  for  further  defects  in 
the  premises  and  equipment.  On  Nov- 
ember 24th,  1904,  His  Majesty's  inspector 
reported  that  no  steps  had  been  taken  to 
remedy  the  defects  in  the  premises.  On 
February  8th,  1905,  the  Board  asked  to 
be  informed  of  the  proposals  of  the  county 
council  for  remedying  these  defects, 
and  were  told  a  month  later  that  the 
decision  of  that  body  had  been  deferred 
to  their  next  meeting.  On  March  10th 
the  Board  sent  the  county  council  a 
special  report  on  the  premises.  No 
answer  had  been  received.  He  would 
not  follow  the  history  of  Carnar- 
vonshire furthei,  but  he  imight  re- 
mind the  hon.  Member  for  Carnarvon 
the  next  time  he  indulged  in  rhetorical 
expressions  about  pure  dogma  and  foul 
drains,  that  he  must  recollect  that  the 
absence  of  dogma  was  not  inconsistent 
with  very  unsatisfactory  sanitary _con- 
ditions. 
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Was  this  outcry  aboxt  repairs  genuine,  i  repairs.  The  county  council  instantly 
'When  Lord  Londonderry  asked  the  de-  put  in  hand  the  repairs  for  their  schools^ 
putation  from  Merionethsnire  whether  if  and  at  the  last  meeting  which  he  attended 
the  premises  had  been  in  good  repair  the  they  resolved  to  borrow  £17,000  for  the 
school  would  have  been  maintained,  no  i  purpose,  £5,000  more  than  the  suTveyor'& 
answer  was  given.  ;  estimate.     Of  course   the  money  could 

not  be  laid  out  at  once,  but  it  had  been 

Mr.  BR\  NMOR  JONES  said  the  i  raised.  That  was  how  the  county  council 
question  was  put  to  his  client  behind  his  !  of  Carnarvonshire  carried  out  its  leg^l 
back.  He  said  one  county  council  could  obhgations  with  regard  to  repairs.  But 
not  bind  other  county  councils  any  what  had  the.  non-provided  schools 
more  than  this  Parliament  was  going  to  done  ?  The  managers  of  the  non-pro- 
bind  the  next.  :  vided  schools  had  only  spent  £2,000,  and 

{ the  county  council  up  to  the  present  had 

♦Sir  WILLIAM  ANSON  said  the  not  served  them  with  notice  and  only 
question  was  addressed  to  a  deputation  ,  discontinued  one  school,  showing  con- 
representing  the  Merioneth  County  siderable  indulgence  to  managers  who^ 
Council,  and  no  answer  was  received.  It  i  l^ad  only  carried  out  a  sixth  of  the  re- 
was  true  that  the  deputation  had  the  i  quired  repairs,  and  this  indulgence  had 
assistance  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member,  i  been  requited  by  a  sneer,  without  any  in- 
but  that  did  not  close  their  mouths  I  formation  as  to  the  facts.  The  other  day 
altogether.  He  asked  hon.  Members  j  an  attack  was  made  upon  the  action  of 
opposite  whether  this  was  not  a  somewhat    ^^^  Carnarvonshire  County  Council  t>y  a 


unworthy  pretext  for  declining  to  carry 
out  their  legal  obligations  to  maintain 
the  voluntary  schools.  He  did  not  desire 
to  minimise  the  religious  difficulty.  He 
knew  the  Nonconformists  considered 
they  had  grievances  under  the  Education 
Act.     But  he  asked  them  to  remember 


rather  foolish  person  at  a  Church  bazaar, 
and  instantly  the  Church  members  of  the 
education  committee  got  up  and  pro- 
tested, saying  that  the  county  council  had 
treated  the  Church  schools  exceedingly 
well.  But  after  the  way  in  which  the 
hon.  Baronet  had  spoken  of  their  conduct 


that  they  were  as  nothing  compared  with  !  they    would    know  how    much     grati- 


the  grievances  suffered  by  many  members 
of  the  EngUsh  Church  and  all  Roman 
Catholics  before  the  Act  of  1902.    Did 


tude  to  expect  for  any  indulgence 
they  might  show  to  the  non-provided 
schools.    However,     that    matter    was 


they  seriously  think  that  the  cause  of '  absolutely    irrelevant,    as    the    question 
religion,  or  the  cause  of  education,  or  even  .  raisid  had  reference  to  Merioneth, 
the  cause  of  political  Party,  was  served 


by  making  these  innocent  and  unfor- 


The  *  oard  of  Education  had  put  into 


endeavour  to  starve  out  or  to  distress 
the  voluntarv  schools  ? 

• 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  said  the  hon. 
Baronet,  in  replying  to  an  interpel- 
lation about  county  Merioneth,  had 
entered  into  a  long  disquisition  as 
to  the  state  of  the  schools  in  the 
county  of  Carnarvon.  Some  hon. 
Members  seemed  to  think  that  was 
relevant,  and  if  it  was  relevant  he  was 
prepared  with  an  answer,  for  he 
happened  to  know  something  of  the 
county  of  Carnarvon,  and  he  would  tell 
the  House  exactly  what  the  facts  were. 
An  impartial  report  was  made  by  the 
surveyor  on  the  state  of  the  provided 
and  non-provided  schools,  and  for  each 


tunate    children    the    victims    of    their  I  operation  the  Coercion  Act  to  compel 

Merioneth  to  obey  the  law.  How  hiad 
the  Board  themselves  obeyed  the  law  ? 
Eighteen  months  or  two  years  ago 
notices  were  served  on  all  the  managers 
of  non-provided  schools  in  Merioneth 
that  their  school  buildings  were  out  of 
repair,  and  with  the  notices  were  particu- 
lars of  the  repairs  and  alterations  de- 
manded by  the  local  education  authority. 
The  authority  was  not  entitled  to  main- 
tain the  schools  if  they  were  out  of  re- 
pair, but  the  hon.  Baronet  had  evaded 
that  question.  It  was  a  condition  pre- 
cedent in  his  own  Act  of  Parliament.  It 
was  all  very  well  to  say  it  was  a  question 
of  consideration  and  common -sense 
when  it  was  a  question  of  compelling 
managers  to  obey  the  law,  but  when  it 


class  of  schools  £12,000  was  required  for  j  was    a  matter  afEecting  Nonconformists 
Sir  William  Ar^son. 
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it  was  the  law  that  had  to  be  enforced. 
The  default  had  not  arisen  in  respect  of 
what  had  happened  in  the  last  few 
months  but  in  respect  of  the  time  when 
then  took  not  the  slightest  steps  to  put 
their  schools  in  repair.  The  hon. 
Baronet  admitted  that  since  November 
salaries  had  been  paid.  It  was  prior  to 
November  the  de&iult  arose,  and  that 
was  the  time  when  no  repairs  were 
executed.  The  hon.  Baronet  said  he 
was  satisfied  the  schools  were  not  out  of 
repair,  but  how  had  he  satisfied  himself  ? 
How  did  the  Board  of  Education  carry 
out  its  own  Act  ?  It  was  a  Court  of 
Appeal,  and  should  act  as  an  impartial 
tribunal  between  the  education 
authority  and  the  managers,  but  how 
had  it  done  this  ?  In  the  absence  of 
the  local  education  authority,  and  without 
notice  to  surveyor  or  medical  ofiicer, 
the  Board  sent  down  Mr.  Eingsford,  a 
clerk  in  the  Department,  who  sat  in 
judgment  on  the  reports  of  surveyor, 
architect,  and  medical  officer,  told  the 
managers  to  take  no  notice  of  the  requisi- 
tions of  the  education  authority,  and 
just  indicated  to  them  the  sort  of  thing 
he  considered  satisfactory.  He  asked 
the  Prime  Minister  whether  that  was  his 
opinion  of  the  way  in  which  the  Act  should 
be  administered.  Did  he  think  it  satis- 
factory that  a  clerk  should  go  down  to 
give  an  opinion  on  an  architectural 
question,  or  on  the  sanitary  condition  of  a 
building,  and  reverse  the  decision  of 
experts  ? 

♦Sir  WILLIAM  ANSON  said  that  Mr. 
Kingsford  merely  accompanied  the  in- 
spector for  convenience  of  more  direct 
communication  with  the  Board  at  White- 
hall. 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  asked  how 
that  improved  matters.  If  there  was  a 
dispute  between  the  local  authority  and 
the  Board  of  Education  on  questions  of 
structure  and  sanitation,  was  an  in- 
spector— ^not  a  sanitary  inspector,  but  an 
inspector  of  schools — to  decide  ?  If  that 
was  the  opinion  of  the  Government, 
he  was  not  surprised  that  local  authorities 
were  beginning  to  defy  them.  It  simply 
showed  that  they  were  making  no 
attempt  at  all  to  administer  the  Act 
fairly   as   between   parties.    The    plain 


truth  was  that  the  Board  of  Educatioa 
themselves  had  taken  no  trouble  tO' 
compel  these  managers  to  administer 
the  Act.  The  Board  had  insisted  upon 
a  report  on  the  provided  schools,  but 
they  had  never  niade  any  investigation 
with  regard  to  the  voluntary  schools  of 
Carnarvon.  They  were  simply  spies  on 
the  provided  schools.  He  was  not  going 
to  say,  and  never  had  said,  that  this  was- 
purely  a  question  of  repairs.  The  only 
point  he  put  with  regard  to  repairs  wa& 
that,  if  the  Board  of  Education  were 
going  to  insist  on  local  authorities 
administering  the  law,  they  must  respect 
the  law  themselves.  The  Board  of 
Education  had  received  many  reports 
in  the  past  from  their  own  inspectors  as 
to  the  insanitary  condition  of  voluntary 
schools  in  Carnarvonshire.  They  had 
taken  no  notice  of  them,  but  went  on 
paying  the  grants.  On  the  authority 
of  the  late  Secretary  to  the  Board  of 
Education,  they  had  it  that  many  reports 
adverse  to  the  schools  were  sent  back  to 
be  re-written,  and  that  had  never  beea 
denied.  And  now  the  Board  of  Education 
lectured  the  local  authorities  in  Wales 
and  elsewhere  on  the  duty  of  administer- 
ing the  law.  He  was  waiting  to  see 
what  they  were  going  to  do  with  regard 
to  the  schools  in  London. 

After  all,  a  much  deeper  question  was 
involved.  When  the  Act  was  being 
carried  through  the  House  the  Prime 
Minister  was  warned  of  the  diffi- 
culties he  would  have  in  getting 
the  Act  administered.  He  sapped  the 
moral  authority  of  the  law  by 
the  conditions  under  which  he  carried 
it.  No  one  had  done  more  than  he  to- 
bring  the  law  and  its  administration  into 
contempt  in  the  last  few  years.  He 
knew  at  the  time  that  this  Act  was  not 
demanded  by  the  people.  He  had  no 
mandate  for  carrying  it.  The  people 
were  repudiating  it.  On  the  authority^ 
of  the  Member  for  West  Birmingham 
it  was  the  most  unpopular  Act  which 
this  Grovemment  had  passed,  and  that 
was  saying  a  great  deal.  Was  the 
Prime  Minister  in  these  circumstances 
not  injuring  the  moral  authority  of  the 
law  by  enforcing  an  Act  of  this  kind  in 
every  particular  when  he  knew  perfectly 
well  that,  in  the  course  of  another  year 
or  two,  the  decision  of  this  House  of 
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dommonfl  would  be  reversed  upon  tlie  '  of  the  people  ?  ['*  Yes."]  All  he  could 
point  ?  ["  Oh."]  Could  any  hon.  ^  say  was  that  it  was  contrary  to  the 
Member  deny  that  ?  Only  last  week  the  spirit  of  the  Constitution,  and  opposed 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  to  the  liberties  of  the  people,  and  he 
West  Birmingham  said  it  was  a  most  un-  '  regretted  that  the  Prime  Minister  should 
popular  Act,  and  attributed  most  of  not  have  exercised  his  influence  to  re- 
the  defeats  of  the  Oovemment  at  by*  strain  the  Board  of  Education  in  this 
elections  to  the  feeUng  against  it.  He  matter.  It  would  have  been  only  a 
sincerely  regretted  the  Prime  Minister  matter  of  twelve  months  at  the  outside, 
should  not  have  shown  a  little  more  re-  but  he  had  declined  to  do  so. 
:straint  with  regard  to  that  Act. 

The  Prime  Minister  knew  that  he  had  no 
No  one  had  been  anxious  tp  precipitate    right  to  pass  that  Act  after  the  declaration 
this  strife  in  Wales.      The  responsible    at  the  last  election  that  Nonconformists 
leaders  of  the  Church  Party  did  their  best    could  vote  for  the  Government  because 
to  persuade  the  Board  of  Education  not  to    nothing  touching  any  controversial  ques- 
press  it,  and  the  Board  of  Education  had    tion,  apart  from  South  Africa,  would  be 
done  so  simply  at  the  request  of  the  more    dealt   with   by   them.     The   right   hon. 
"irresponsible  section  of  their  supporters    Member    for    West    Birmingham,    who 
in   Wales.     T  e   hon.    Member   for   the    alone  got  the  Government  elected,  gave 
Montgomery    Boroughs    was    the    only    that  pledge,  and  the  people  accepted  it 
Welsh  Tory  Member  who  had  had  the    as  a  pledge  given  on  behalf  of  the  Goveni- 
courage  to  speak  in  support  of  this  Act,    ment.     The   Prime   Minister  himself   at 
but  even  he  did  not  appeal  to  the  Govern-  •  Manchester  and  elsewhere  declared  that 
ment  to  put  it  into  operation.     Why  had   the  South  African  War  was  the  sole  question 
they    done    it  ?     They    knew    perfectly   before    the    electorate.     Supposing   the 
well  what  would  happen.   If  the  Act  were    Leaders  of  the  Opposition  had  gone  to  the 
put  into  operation  the  local  authority   country  declaring  that  the  misconduct  of 
would      e    called    upon    to    collect   the    the  war  was  the  only  question  at  issue, 
deficiency.    How  were  the  local  author-    promising  that  no  controversial  questions 
ity  to  collect  the  deficiency  ?      Did  the   should  be  dealt  with,  and  then,  having 
Grovemment  imagine  that  a  Nonconfor-    secured   a   majority,   aboUshed   the   de- 
mist county  council  like  Merioneth  were    nominational  schools,  what  would  have 
going  to  put  their  own  friends  in  gaol   been  said  by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  ? 
on  a  matter  in  which  they  themselves  felt   He  apologised  to  his  right  hon.  friends 
strongly,   and  in  regard  to   which  they    for  suggesting,  even  for  the  sake  of  argu- 
deeply  S3anpathised  with  the  conscien- i  ment,that  they  could  be  guilty  of  anything 
tious  convictions  of   their  constituents  ?    so   thoroughly    dishonourable.     But  the 
It  was  a  thing  which  no  Government    Government,   having   secured   office    by 
ought  to  impose  upon  a  local  authority,    such  tactics,  had  taken  advantage  of  it 
If  they  did  it  there  was  but  one  course    to  pass  an  Act  of  this  kind,  and  were  now 
•open    to    the    local    authorities.    There    trying  to   enforce   it  by   coercion.     He 
would  be  no  defiance  of  the  law.     The   regretted  that  they  should  do  it. 
local    authorities    would    simply    say, 

*'  You  must  administer  the  Act  your-  They  were  bringing  all  this  trouble  upon 
self  and  collect  the  rates  yourself."  a  county  which  had  made  more  sacrifices 
Would  the  Government  do  it  ?  Cer-  for  education  than  any  other  county  in 
tainly  no  county  council  in  Wales  would  the  Kingdom.  Although  it  was  one  of 
•ever  undertake  so  serious  a  responsibility,  the  poorest  counties  in  the  Kingdom,  it 
That  was  not  a  defiance  of  the  law.  It ;  had  spent  more  money  per  head  of  the 
was  simply  a  recognition  that  the  Govern-  population  fo»  education  than  any  other, 
ment  was  asking  something  at  their  Its  provision  for  secondary  schools  was 
hands  which  no  Government  had  a  right  higher  than  that  of  Prussia,  and  treble 
to  ask  of  any  municipality.  No  law  in  that  of  any  other  English  county.  Most 
this  country  had  any  authorit}^  apart '  of  this*had  been  done  by  voluntary  con- 
from  the  sanction  of  the  people.  ["  Oh."]  tributions  and  by  their  rating  themselves. 
Did  hon.  Members  really  think  that  they  I  and  to  taunt  the  people  of  Merioneth  with 
could  carry  Acts  of  ParUament  in  defiance  disregarding  the  interests  of  the  education 
Mr.  I2oyd-George. 
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of  the  children  was  unworthy,  and  cer- 
tainly such  a  taunt  ought  not  to  come 
from  anybody  who  knew  nothing  about  the 
circumBtances.  This  county  had  made 
the  most  exemplary  sacrifices  for  edu- 
cation, and  it  was  the  most  law-abiding 
county  in  the  whole  of  this  kingdom. 
["  Oh,  oh  ! "]  There  was  no  county  in 
the  country  where  the  Judges  had  less 
to  do  when  they  came  down  there  than 
the  county  of  Merioneth.  The  present 
head  of  the  Board  of  Education  had  begun 
to  dictate  to  a  county  like  Merioneth 
what  it  should  do  in  respect  of  the  edu- 
cation of  its  children.  He  ventured  to 
say  that  the  Government  had  done 
nothing  more  foolish,  nothing  more 
illegal,  than  the  action  it  was  now 
taking.  [Cries  of  "Divide,  divide!"] 
He  submitted  to  hon.  Members  opposite 
that  they  were  entitled  to  a  full  investiga- 
tion of  this  case.  The  Goverxmient  were 
putting  into  operation  an  Act  which 
was  not  even  debated  in  this  House,  and 
as  they  were  not  allowed  to  debate  the 
Act,  surely  they  were  entitled  to  debate 
its  administration.  Even  the  hon.  Baro- 
net opposite  had  refused  to  apswer  some 
simple  Questions  which  had  been  put  to 
him,  and  he  had  been  obliged  to  admit 
that  these  schools  were  out  of  repair 
during  the  whole  time  that  the  county 
was  in  default ;  and  yet  he  was  putting 
into  operation  this  Act  when  he  knew 
perfectly  well  that  if  there  was  any  il- 
legality it  was  in  giving  grants  to  those 
schools  at  all.  It  was  useless  appealing 
to  the  Government. 


The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Strol- 
ford  had  asked  for  the  suggestion  of  a 
compromise  and  of  terms.  The  Welsh 
Members  offered  the  identical  terms  which 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  had  suggested 
that  evening.  The  laity  of  the  Church  and 
the  Bishop  of  the  diocese  were  prepared 
to  accept  them,  and  only  the  clergy  re- 
fused. Yet  the  Government  were  creating 
strife  in  a  county  without  the  slightest 
investigation  of  the  circumstances.  They 
asked  for  an  inquiry,  and  what  did  they 
get  ?  The  Government  sent  down  a 
clerk  from  the  Board  of  Education  to  find 
out  what  was  the  minimum  of  repair  that 
could  be  done.  Had  the  Government 
ever  inquired  into  the  circumstances  ? 
Did  they  know  the  conditions  ?  In 
one  school,  out  of  the  entire  total  of 
children  in  attendance,  only  six  were 
Church  children,  and  in  another  school 
only  three  were  Church  children.  In 
a  third  school  there  were  only  two  Church 
children,  and  in  a  fourth  there  was  not 
a  single  Church  child  at  all.  And  yet 
there  could  not  be  any  Nonconformists 
on  the  foundation  management,  they 
were  disqualified  like  lunatics,  bankrupts, 
and  criminals.  It  was  monstrous  that 
an  Act  of  this  kind  should  be  put  into 
operation,  and  he  was  glad  that  his  hon. 
friend  had  called  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  thi^  question. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes,  113 ;  Noes, 
211.    (Division  List  No.  159.) 


Allen,  Charles  P. 
Barlow,  John  Emmott 
Beaomont,  Wentworth  0.  B. 
Benn,  John  Williams 
Bri«^,  John 
Bript,  Allan  Heywood 
Brown,  George  M.  (Edinburgh) 
Bninner,  Sir  John  Tomlinson 
Bryce,  Rt.  Hon.  James 
Baohanan,  Thomas  Rybum 
Bums,  John 
Burt,  Thomas 
Boxton,  Sydney  Charles 
CaldweU*  James 
Cameron,  Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman,  Sir  H. 
CanstODt  Richard  Knight 
Cawley,  Frederick 
Channini^  ZVancis  Allston 
Cheetham,  John  Frederick 
Craig,  Robert  Hunter  (Lsnark 


AYES. 

Crooks,  William 

Davics,  M.  Vaughan  (Cardigan 

Dewar,  John  A.  (InTemess-sh. 

Dilke,  Rt  Hon.  Sir  Charles 

Eiouglas,  Charles  M.  (Lanark) 

Duncan,  J.  Hastings 

Edwards,  Frank 

Ellice,CaptEC.(8.Andrw'8Bghs 

Emmott,  Alfred 

Evans,  Samuel  T.  (Glamorgan) 

Eve,  Harry  Trelawney 

Fenwick,  Charles 

Ferguson,  R.  C.  Munro  (Leith) 

Findlay,Alexander(Lanark,NE 

Foster,  Sir  Walter  (Derby  Co.) 

01adstone,Rt.Hn.E^rbert  John 

Qoddard,  Daniel  Ford 

Griffith,  EUis  J. 

Gurdon,  Sir  W.  Brampton 

Harcourt,  Lewis 

Hardie,J.Keir(Merthyr  Tydvil) 


HarwoocI,  George 
Hemphill,  Rt.  Hon.  Charles  H. 
Hutton,  Alfred  £.  (Morley) 
Isaacs,  Rufus  Daniel 
Jacoby,  James  Alfred 
Johnson,  John 
Joicey,  Sir  James 
Jones^David  Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones,  Leif  (Appleby) 
Jones,  William  (Camarvonsh.) 
Kearley,  Hudson  E. 
Kitson,  Sir  James 
Lamont,  Norman 
Lanffley,  Batty 
Layland-Barratt,  Francis 
Leese,Sir  Joseph  F.(Accrington) 
Levy,  Maurice 
Lewis,  John  Herbert 
Lloyd-George,  David 
Lough,  Thomas 
I  Lyell,  Charles  Henry 
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Walton,  Joseph  (Banisley) 
Warner*  Thoma«  Courtenay  T. 
Wason,  Eugene  (Clackmaxinan 
Wason,  Jolm  CalJicart{Orkney) 
White,  George  (Norfolk) 
White.  Luke  (York,  E.R.) 
Whiteley,  George  (York,  W.R. 
Whitlev,  J.  H.  (HaUfaz) 
Whitt&ker,  Thomas  Palmer 
Wills^Arthur  Walter8(N.  Dorset 
Wilson,  Henry  J.  (York,  W.R. 
Wilson,  John  (Durham,  Mid.) 
Wilson,  John  (Falkirk) 
Woodhouse,SirJ.T.(Hudder8fd 


Macnamara,  Dr.  Thomas  J. 
M*Arthur,  William  (CJornwall) 
M'Crae,  George 
M'Kenna,  Reginald 
Mansfield,  Horace  Rendall 
Morgan,  J.  Lloyd  (Carmarthen 
Moalton,  John  Fletcher 
Norman,  Henry 
Nussey,  Thomas  Willans 
Parrott,  William 
Partington,  Oswald 
Pease,  J.  A.  (Saffron  Walden) 
Perks,  Robert  William 
Philipps,  John  Wynford 
Rea,  Russell 
Rickett,  J.  Compton 
Robeon,  William  Snowdon 
Rose,  CSiarles  Da^ 


Runciman,  Walter 
Shackleton,  David  James 
Shaw,  Charles  Edw.  (Stafford) 
Shaw,  Thomas  (Hawick  B.) 
Shipman,  Dr.  John  G. 
Slack,  John  Bamford 
Smith,  Samuel  (Flint) 
Soares,  Ernest  J. 
Strachey,  Sir  Edward 
Taylor,  Theodore  C.  (Radcliffe 
Tennant,  Harold  John 
Thomas,  Abel  (Carmarthen,  E. 
Thomas,  Sir  A.  (Glamorgan,E. 
Thomas,  David  Alfred (Merthyr 
Toulmin,  George 
Trevelyan,  Charles  Philips 
Villiers,  Ernest  Amherst 
Wallace,  Robert 


TSLLSBS    FOR   THB   AyBS — ^Mr. 

Osmond  Williams  and  Mr. 
Herbert  Roberta 


Agg-Gardner,  James  Tynte 
Agnew,  Sir  Andrew  Noel 
Allhu8en,Augu8tu8  Henry  Eden 
Anson,  Sir  William  Reynell 
Arkwriffht,  John  Stanhope 
Arnold -Forster.Rt.  Hn.  Hugh  O. 
Arrol,  Sir  William 
Aubrey-Fletcher,Rt.  Hn.SirH. 
Bailey,  Janxos  (Walworth) 
Baird,  John  George  Alexander 
Balcarres,  Lord 
Balfour,  Rt.  Hn.  A.  J.(Manchr. 
Balfour,  Capt.  C.  B.  (Homsey) 
Balfour,  Rt.HnGeraldW(Leeds 
Balfour,  Kenneth  R.  (Christch. 
Banbury,  Sir  Frederick  George 
Banner,  John  S.  Harmood- 
Bartley,  Sir  George  C.  T. 
Beaoh,Rt.Hn.Sir  Michael  Hicks 
Bentinck,  Lord  Henry  C. 
Bhownaggree,  Sir  M.  M 
Bignold,  Sir  Arthur 
Bingham,  Lord 
B<Hid,  Edward 
Boscawen,  Arthur  Griffith 
Bowles,  Lt..Col.  H.F.(Middle*z 
Brassey,  Albert 
Brodrick,  Rt.  Hon.  St.  John 
Brown,  Sir  Alex.  H.  (Shropsh.) 
Brymer,  William  Ernest 
Bull,  William  James 
Butcher,  John  George 
Campbell,  J.H.M.(DublinUniv. 
Carson,  Rt.  Hn.  Sir  Edw.  H. 
Cavendish,  V.  C.  W.(Derby8hr. 
Cecil,  Lord  Hugh  (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,RtHnJ.A.(Worc. 
Chapman,  Edward 
Clive,  ClSaptain  Percy  A. 
Coates,  Edward  Feetham 
Cochrane,  Hn.  Thos.  H.  A.  E. 
Coghill,  Douglas  Harry 
Colomb,  Rt.  Hn.  Sir  John  C.  R. 
CraigyCharles  Curtis  ( Antrim,S. 
Cripps,  (Charles  Alfred 
Cross,  ^exander  (Glasgow) 
Cross,  Herb.  Shepherd  (Bolton) 
Crossley,  Rt  Hn.  Sir  Savile 
Cubitt,  Hon.  Henry 
Dalrymple,  Sir  Charles 
Davenport^  William  Bromley 


NOES. 

Denny,  Colonel 
Dickinson,  Robert  Edmond 
Dickson,  Charles  Scott 
Dim8dale,Rt.  Hn.  Sir  Joseph  C 
Doughty,  Sir  George 
Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 
Duke,  Heniy  Edward 
Dyke,  Rt.Hon.Sir  WilliamHart 
Egerton,  Hon.  A.  de  Tatton 
Fellowes,  RtHn.  AilwynEdward 
Finch,  Rt.  Hon.  George  H. 
Finlay,SirR.  B.(Inv*m'ssB*ghs 
Fisher,  William  Hayes 
Fison,  Frederick  William 
Fitzroy,  Hn.  Edward  Algernon 
Flower,  Sir  Ernest 
Forster,  Henrv  William 
Galloway,  William  Jolmson 
Gardner,  Ernest 
Gibbs,  Hon.  A.  G.  H. 
(jk>d8on.  Sir  Augustus  Frederick 
Gordon,  Hn.  J.  E  (Elgin&Naim 
Gore,  Hn.  S.  F.  Ormsby- 
Gorst,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  John  Eldon 
Gosohen,  Hn.  Cieorge  Joachim 
Graham,  Henry  Robert 
Gray,  Ernest  (West  Ham) 
Greene,SirE.W.(B'rySEdm'nds 
Gretton,  John 
Halsey,  Bt.  Hon.  Thomas  F. 
Hambro,  Charles  Eric 
Hamilton,RtHnLord  G(Midd'x 
Hamilton,Marqof  (Londonderry 
Hardy,Laurence(Kent,  Ashfora 
Harris,  F.Leverton(Tynem*th) 
Harris,Dr.Fredk.  R.  (Dulwich) 
Haslam,  Sir  Alfred  S. 
Hay,  Hon.  Claude  George 
Heath,  Sir  James  (StaffordsNW 
Heaton,  John  Henniker 
Henderson,  SirA.(Stafford,  W.) 
Hermon-Hodge,  Sir  Robt.  T. 
Hickman,  Sir  Alfred 
Hoare,  Sir  Samuel 
Hogg,  Lindsay 

Hope,  J.F.(Sheffield,Brightside 
Hoult,  Joseph 

Howard,  J.  Kent  (Faversham) 
Hozier,  Hn.  James  Henry  Cecil 
Hunt,  Rowland 
Jeffreys,  Rt.  Hn.  Arthiur  Fred 


Jessel,  Captain  Herbert  Merton 
Kenyon-Slaney,  Rt.Hn.  CoLW. 
Kimber,  Sir  Henry 
Lambton,  Hn.  Frederick  Wm. 
Laurie,  Lieut. -General 
Law,  Andrew  Bonar  (Glasgow) 
Lawrence,  Sir  Joseph^Monm^th 
Lawrence,  Wm.  F.  (Liverpool) 
Lawson,  John  Grant  ( YorluNR 
Lee,  Arthur  H  (Hants.  Faieham 
Legge,  Col.  Hon.  Heneage 
Long,  Col.  Chas.  W.  (Evesham) 
Long,Rt.Hn. Walter  (Bristol,  S 
Lonaidale,  John  Brownlee 
Lowe,  Francis  William 
Lowther,  C.  (Oimb.  Eskdale) 
Loyd,  Archie  Kirkman 
Ljrttelton,  Rt.  Hon.  Alfred 
Macdona,  John  Cnmming 
Maconochie,  A.  W. 
M*Arthur,  Charles  (Liverpool) 
M^ver,Sir  Lewis  (EdinburghW 
Maloolm,  Ian 
Manners,  Lord  Cecil 
Maxwell,Rt.Hn.SirH.E(Trigt'n 
Maxwell,  W.  J.  H(Dumfrie88hr. 
Melville,  Beresfoid  Valentine 
Milvain,   Thomas 
Montagu,  O.  (Huntington) 
Montagu,  Hn.  J.  Scott  (Hants) 
Moon,  Edward  Robert  Paey 
Morgan,  D.  J.  (Walthamstow) 
Morpeth,  Viscount 
Morrell,  George  Herbert 
Morrison,  James  Archibald 
Morton,  Arthur  H.  Aylmer 
Mount,  William  Arthur 
Mowbray,  Sir  Robert  Gray  C 
Murray,  Charles  J.  (Coventry) 
Murray,  Col.  Wyndham  (Bath) 
Palmer,  Sir  Walter  (Salisbury) 
Peel,  Hn.  Wm.RobertWellesley 
Pemberton,  John  S.  G. 
Percy,  Earl 
Pierpoint^  Robert 
Platt-Higgins,  Frederick  T 
Plummer,  Sir  Walter  R. 
Powell,  Sir  Francis  Sharp 
Pretyman,  Ernest  George 
Pryce-Jones,  Lt-Col.  B^ward 
1  Purvis,  Robert 
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Adjournment, 


Pym,  C.  Guy 
Bandies,  John  S. 
Rankin*  Sir  Jamee 
Rascb,  Sir  IVederio  Game 
Reid.  James  (Greenock) 
Ronshaw,  Sir  CharleB  Bine 
Ridley,  S.  Forde 
Ritohte,  Rt  Hon.  Chas.  Thomson 
Roberts,  Samuel  (Sheffield) 
Robertson.  Herbert  (Hackney) 
Ropner,  Colonel  Sir  Robert 
Royds,  Cement  Molyneux 
Rutherford,  John  (Lancashire) 
^ckville,  CoL  S.  G.  Stopford 
Samuel,Sir  Harry  S(IimehouBe 
Sandys,  Lieut.  •GoLThos.Myles 
Scott,  Sir  S.(Marylebone,  W.) 
Sharpe,  William  Edward  T. 
Sinclair,  Louis  (Romford) 
^kewes-Gox,  Thomas 
Smith,RtHnJ.Parker  (Lanarks 


{15  May  1905} 

Smith,  Hon.  W.  F.  D.  (Strand) 
Spear,  John  Ward 
Stanley,  Hn.  Arthur  (Ormskirk 
StGUiley,  Ed  W.James  (Somerset) 
Stanley,  Rt.  Hn.  Lord  (Lanes.) 
Stewart,  Sir  Mark  J.  M*Taggart 
Stirling- Maxwell,  Sir  John  M. 
Stock,  James  Henry 
Strutt^  Hon.  Charles  Hedley 
Talbot,  Lord  E.  (Chichester) 
Talbot,Rt.Hn.J  G  (Oxf  dUnie. 
Thornton,  Percy  M. 
Tomlinson,  Sir  Wm.  Edw.  M. 
Tritton,  Charles  Ernest 
TufiP;  Charles 
Tuke,  Sir  John  Batty 
Tumour,  Viscount 
Vincent,  Col.SirC.E.fl.(Shefltf*d 
Vincent,  Sir  Edgir  (Exeter) 
Walker,  Col.  William  Hall 
Walrond,Rt.Hn.  Sir  William  H 
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Welby,Lt.,Col.  ACE.  (Taunton) 
Welby,  Sir  Chas.  G.  E.  (Notts.) 
Whiteley,H.(Ashton  und.  Lyne 
Whitmore»  Charles  Algernon 
Williams,  Colonel  R.  (Dorset) 
Willoughby  de  Eresby,  Lord 
Wilson, A.Stanley  (York,  E.R.) 
Wilson,  John  (Glasgow) 
Wil8on-Todd.Sir  W.H.(York8.) 
Wodehouse,Rt.Hn.£.R  (Bath) 
Worsley-Taylor,  Henry  Wilson 
Wortley,  Rt.Hn.CB.  Stuart 
WrightBon,  Sir  Thomas 
Wyhe,  Alexander 
Wyndham-Quin,  CoL  W.  H. 
Younger,  William 

Tellers  fob  the  Nobs — Sir 
Alexander  Acland-Hood  and 
Viscount  Valentia. 


NAVAL  LANDS  (VOLUNTEERS)  BILL. 

[Sboond  Rbadino.] 
Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"**  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Mr.  CALDWELL  (Lanarkshire,  Mid.) 
said  this  Bill  had  been  introduced  without 
any  discussion  whatever.  It  was  a  very 
:short  Bill,  but  it  seemed  to  him  to  have 
far-reaching  consequences.  The  Military 
Lands  Act  of  1892,  which  it  was  now 
Bought  to  apply  to  Naval  Volunteers, 
was  an  Act  which  enabled  money  to  be 
l>orrowed  for  miUtary  lands  to  be  used 
ior  Volunteer  sheds,  ranges,  halls,  etc. 
Those  lands  might  be  acquired  by  the 
Secretary  of  State  on  his  own  account 
ior  military  purposes.  He  thought 
the  Bill  now  before  them  would  place 
a  heavy  burden  upon  the  localities  con- 
-cemed.  Assuming  that  a  locality  was 
loyal  enough  to  raise  a  considerable 
number  of  Volunteers,  then  instead 
of  meeting  the  expense  out  of  the  Im- 
perial purse  as  they  ought  to  do,  they 
were  now  proposing  to  place  the  cost 
upon  the  locahty.  It  should  be  borne 
in  mind  that  they  were  now  proposing 
to  make  the  Volunteer  force  practically 
part  of  the  Regular  Army.  It  seemed 
to  him  very  strange  that  they  should 
now  be  introducing  legislation  which 
would  impose  a  burden  upon  certain 
localities  which  happened  to  be  so  loyal 
as  to  undertake  the  raising  of  Volunteers. 
He    agreed    that    at    one    time    there 


was  something  to  be  said  for  asking 
county  councils  and  borough  councils 
to  do  something  in  this  direction,  be- 
cause then  the  force  was  essentially 
a  Volunteer  force,  and  it  was  not  so 
much  mixed  up  with  the  organisation 
of  the  Army  as  it  was  at  the  present  time . 
If  land  was  taken  for  naval  purposes, 
for  the  construction  of  a  battery,  this 
Bill  would  enable  money  to  be  borrowed 
on  the  security  of  the  grants  which 
Parliament  gave  to  the  Volunteers, 
whether  naval  or  military. 

And,  it  being  Midnight,   the    debate 
stood  adjourned. 

Debate  to  be  resumed  to-morrow. 


ADJOURNMENT. 

♦The  PARLIAMENTARY  SECRE- 
TARY  OF  THE  TREASURY  (Sir  A. 
AcLAND-HooD,  Somersetshire,  Welling- 
ton) said  that  the  first  order  for 
Tuesday  would  be  the  adjourned  debate 
on  the  Post  Office  (Telephone  Agree- 
ment). [Opposition  cries  of  "  Oh."]  He 
had  informed  the  hon.  Member  who  had 
an  Amendment  down  as  well  as  the  hon. 
Member  lor  Leeds.  He  did  not  think  the 
discussion  would  take  long,  and  it  would 
be  followed  by  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
Finance  BilL 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
{Sir  A,  Adand'Hood.) 
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Mr.  DALZIEL  (Kirkcaldy  Burghs)  ex- 
pressed  surprise  at  the  change  in  the 
order  of  business  proposed.  Everybody 
expected  the  Finance  Bill  would  be  the 
first  order.  What  was  the  urgency 
for  the  appointment  of  this  Committee  ? 
Wliat  was  the  reason  which  had  induced 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  put  for- 
ward the  appointment  of  this  Committee 
to-morrow  ?  Such  a  Committee  could 
not  alter  the  agreement  and  it  had  simply 
got  to  say  that  it  agreed  with  it.  He 
thought  that  to  appoint  the  Committee 
at  all  was  a  waste  of  the  time  of  the 
House.  What  was  the  real  urgency 
of  this  course  ?  Was  it  because  the 
Government  were  having  a  general 
sweep  up  in  view  of  a  general  election  ? 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  say 
that  was  the  reason  he  should  be  very 
glad  to  assist  him,  but  unless  he  gave 
them  some  satisfactory  reason  he  thought 
he  would  find  that  it  would  take  con- 
siderably more  time  than  he  was 
anticipating. 

Mr.  CHURCHILL  (Oldham)  said  it 
was  rather  inconvenient  that  such 
short  notice  should  be  given  of  the 
fixing  of  a  day  for  the  discussion 
of  a  subject  in  which  such  an 
extraordinary  amount  of  interest  was 
taken  by  the  great  commercial  bodies 
outside  the  House.  He  should  have 
thought  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  have  given  them  two 
or  three  days  notice  at  least.  Surely 
the  attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man and  his  colleagues  had  been  drawn 
to  the  resolution  passed  by  the  Man- 
chester Chamber  of  Commerce  on  this 
subject,  and  the  very  stiong  opinion 
entertained  in  Manchester  and  Liver- 
pool as  to  the  composition  of  this 
Committee. 

Mr.  KEARLEY  (Devonport)  said  it 
would  have  facilitated  matters  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  given  adequate  notice 
of  his  intention  to  take  this  question  of 
the  appointment  of  this  Committee. 
By  the  course  suggested  there  would 
actually  be  no  opportunity  given  to  them 


of  eithef  amending  or  rejecting  the 
agreement.  He  would  suggest  that  it 
should  be  postponed  until  Monday. 
If  this  course  was  persisted  in  it  might 
lead  to  a  prolonged  debate,  and  the  dis- 
cussion on  the  Finance  Bill  would  be 
curtailed  in  consequence. 


Mr.  JOSEPH  WALTON  (Yorkshire, 
W.R.,  Bamsley)  joined  in  the  appeal  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  should  allow  a^ 
clear  day  for  the  general  discussion  of 
the  Second  Reading  of  the  Finance  BilL 
Owing  to  the  discussion  of  the  Motion 
for  adjournment  that  evening,  the  Finance 
Bill  had  not  been  reached.  He  hoped 
the  general  discussion  on  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Finance  Bill  would  not 
be  curtailed,  as  wo\ild  imdoubtedly  be 
the  case  if  the  Telephone  Agreement 
was  put  down  as  the  first  order  to-morrow. 


Mr.  McKENNA  (Monmouthshire,  N.> 
reminded  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  notice  had  already  been  given 
that  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  take  the  Finance  Bill 
to-morrow  and  then  the  Rating  BiU. 
Now,  when  the  House  was  practically 
empty,  it  was  proposed  without  anj 
notice  to  take  the  Telephone  Agree- 
meut.  He  thought  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  facilitate  the  business  of 
the  House  if  he  adhered  to  the  arrange- 
ment originally  made,  upon  the  author- 
ity of  which  a  large  number  of  Members 
had  gone  home  expecting  to  find  that 
the  first  business  to-morrow  would  be 
the  Finance  Bill.  He  did  not  think 
the  course  suggested  was  treating  them 
quite  fairly. 

♦Sir  a.  ACLAND-HOOD  suggested 
that  a  Quesf^ion  should  be  put  to  the 
Leader  of  the  House  next  day,^and  that 
an  agreement  might  then  be  come  to^ 

Question  put,  and  agreed^  to. 


Adjourned   at  thirteen   minntea 
after  Twelve  o'clock. 
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HOUSE   OF   LORDS, 
Tuesday,  Wh  May,  1905. 


PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 


STANDING  ORDERS  COMMITTEE. 

Report  from,  That  the  Standing  Orders 
not  complied  with  in  respect  of  the 
petition  for  the  Rhymney  and  Aber 
Valleys  Oas  and  Water  Company  Bill 
ought  to  be  dispensed  with,  and  leave 
given  to  introduce  the  Bill.  And  that 
the  Standing  Orders  not  complied  with 
in  respect  of  the  Worcestershire  County 
^  Council  (Bridges)  Bill  ought  to  be  dis- 
^  pensed  with.    Read,  and  agreed  to. 

-^  Earl  of  Stamford's  Cheshire  Estate  Bill 
J  [h.l.].  Judges'  Report  received;  Bill 
I  presented,  and  read  1*. 

^  Great  Eastern  Railway  Bill.  The 
.3  King's  consent  signified ;  and  Bill  re- 
'l  ported,  with  Amendments. 


ft 

I 


Loughborough  Corporation  Bill ;  Nor- 
wich Union  Life  Insurance  Society  Bill; 
Leven's  Patent  Bill  [h.l.];  Wrexham 
Gas  Bill ;  Weaver  Navigation  Bill  [h.l.]. 
Reported,  with  Amendments. 

Weybridge  and  Walton-upon-Thames 
Electric  Supply  Bill ;  Chelsea  Electricity 
Supply  Bill.  Reported,  without  Amend- 
ment. 

Great  Central  Railway  (Pension  Fund) 
Bill  [h.l.].  The  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees informed  the  House  that  the 
opposition  to  the  Bill  was  withdrawn. 
The  orders  made  on  the  3rd  of  March 
and  Thursday  last  discharged,  and  Bill 
committed. 

London  United  Tramways  (Extension 
of  Time)  Bill.  Brought  from  the  Com- 
mons ;  read  1* ;  and  referred  to  the 
Examiners. 

Commercial  Union  Assurance  Bill  [h.l.]; 
Mortgage  Insurance  Corporation  Bill 
[h.l.];  Truro  Water  Bill  [h.l.].  Re- 
turned from  the  Commons  agreed  to. 

Pier  and  Harbour  Provisional  Orders 
(No,  1)  Bill  [H.L.]  ;    Pier  and  Harbour  I 

VOL.  CXLVI.    [Fourth  Serie3.] 


Provisional  Orders  (No.  2)  Bill  [h.l.]. 
Read  2'^  (according  to  order). 

Gamble's  Divorce  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Lau- 
tour's  Divorce  Bill  [h.l.]«  Read  S'^ 
(according  to  order)^  and  passed,  and 
sent  to  the  Commons. 

Polling  Districts  (County  Councils) 
Bill  [H.L.] ;  Polling  Arrangements  (Par- 
liamentary Boroughs)  Bill  [h.l.].  House 
in  Committee  (according  to  order).  Bills 
reported  without  Amendment.  Standing 
Committee  negatived ;  and  Bills  to  be 
read  3*  on  Friday  next. 


PETITIONS. 


LICENSED  HOUSES. 

Petitions  for  early  closing  of :  of 
Vestry  meeting  of  St.  Marks,  Barrow-in- 
Furness  ;  Oosport  Congregational  Toung 
People's  Society  of  Christian  Endeavour ; 
Balham  and  Upper  Tooting  Branch  of 
the  Women's  Total  Abstinence  Union. 
Read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

INTOXICATING    LIQUORS   (HOURS    OF 
CLOSING)  BILL  [h.l.]. 

Petitions  in  favour  of  ;  of  the  National 
Temperance  Federation ;  Grand  Lodge 
of  the  Independent  Order  of  Grood  Tem- 
plars ;  Anglo-Indian  Temperance  As- 
sociation ;  Executive  Committee  of  the 
South  Wales  and  Monmouthshire  Tem- 
perance Association  ;  Vestry  meeting  of 
St.  Mark's,  Barrow-in-Furness.  Read« 
and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC, 


JOURNAL  COMMITTEE. 

Report  from,  That  the  One  hundred 
and  thirty-sixth  Volume  of  the  Journals 
(4th  Edward  VII.,  1904),  with  an  Ind^x, 
was  ready  for  delivery ;  read,  and  or- 
dered to  lie  on  the  Table  ;  and  the  said 
Volume  ordered  to  be  delivered  in  the 
same  manner  as  the  preceding  Volumes 
of  the  Journals  have  been  delivered. 

CEYLON. 
Papers  relating  to  the  education  of 
immigrant   Tamil   coolie   children   em- 
ployed on  estates.    Presented  (by  Com- 
mand), and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

Q 
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STANDING  COMMirrfiE. 

Report  from  the  Committee  of  Selec- 
tion, That  they  have  added  the  Lord  New- 
ton to  the'  Standing  Committee ;  read, 
and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 


WORKMEN'S  COMPENSATION  BILL 

[H.L.]. 

Reported  from  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee with  further  Amendments.  The 
Report  of  the  Amendments  made  in  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House,  and  by  the 
Standing  Committee,  to  be  received  on 
Monday  next,  and  Bill  to  be  printed  as 
amended.     (No.   74.) 


TRANSVAAL  (CHINESE  LABOUR.) 

*LoRD  COLERIDGE  rose  to  call  atten- 
tion to  the  importation  of  Chinese 
indentured  labourers  into  the  Transvaal, 
and  to  the  conditions  under  which  they 
are  being  imported  into  and  are  living 
in  the  Transvaal,  and  to  the  declarations 
of  His  Majesty's  Ministers  on  the  subject, 
and  to  move  for  Papers.  He  said: 
My  Lords,  I  move  the  Resolutioa  which 
stands  in  iny  name  for  the  purpose  of 
eliciting  from  the  noble  Duke  who 
represents  the  Colonial  Service  in  this 
House  further  information  on  various 
points  than  the  official  documents  dis- 
close. I  am  quite  sure  that,  trusting  as 
I  do  to  the  courtesy  of  the  noble  Duke, 
which  I  can  assure  him  is  appreciated  by 
us,  he  will  not  refuse  me  the  information 
I  desire.  I  think  the  time  has  now  come 
for  reviewing  the  situation.  The  last 
time  this  subject  was  debated  in  this 
House  the  policy  which  the  noble  Duke 
represents  had  been  talked  of  but  had 
not  been  carried  into  efiect.  We  have 
now  had  very  nearly  a  year's  working 
of  an  experiment  which  is  undoubtedly 
a  novel  experiment,  and,  as  some  of  us 
think,  a  disastrous  experiment.  We  in 
this  country  are  solely  responsible  for 
that  experiment.  The  Transvaal  and 
the  Orange  River  Colonies  are  Crown 
colonies,  and  it  is  while  they  are  Crown 
colonies  that  this  novel  departure  from 
ancient  policy  has  been  put  in  force.  The 
people  inhabiting  those  colonies  have 
never  been  consulted,  and  therefore  it  is 
true  to  say  that  we  are  solely  responsible 
for  the  experiment,  and  that  upon  our 


shoulders   must   rest   either   the   blame 
or  the  credit  that  attaches  to  the  policy. 

It  was  undoubtedly  the  very  irony  of 
fate  that  discovered  the  richest  goldfield 
in  the  world  within  the  borders  of  what 
was  a  pastural  Republic.  Men  flocked 
from  all  parts  of  the  globe  intent  upon 
wealth,  and  upon  wealth  only,  and  in  so 
far  as  they  added  to  the  taxable  resources 
of  the  country  they  were  welcome,  but 
in  so  far  as  they  threatened  to  upset  the 
existing  political  state  of  affairs,  or  to  set 
up  in  that  country  anything  in  the 
nature  of  an  Imperium  in  imperio,  they 
were  greeted  witn  jealousy,  with  alarm, 
and  subsequently  with  hostility,  and  we 
know  how  out  of  this  state  of  things  the 
war  grew  up.  We  are  perhaps  too  near 
the  time  to  finally  decide  as  to  the  blame 
or  credit,  as  to  who  was  right  or  who 
was  wrong  in  that  most  regrettable 
controversy.  We  know  also  how  the 
annexation  of  the  new  country  naturally 
and  almost  irresistibly  grew  out  of  its 
conquest,  and  we  know  also  what  loss  of 
life  and  treasure  we  sustained  in  the 
course  of  that  war,  and  the  annexation 
which  was  the  result  of  it. 

We  were  told,  and  we  hoped,  that  when 
the  war  was  over  the  scars  which  were 
open  would  rapidly  heal.    The  country 
is  now  ours.     Two  new  colonies  have 
been  added  to  the  Empire,  and  we  have 
had  to  start  these  colonies  upon  their  new 
career.     A  great  chance  lay  before   us. 
We    send    forth    each    year   from    this 
country  tens  of  thousands,  even  hundreds 
of  thousands,  of  emigrants  to  other  lands, 
and  emigrants  who  are  of  the  most  enter- 
prising  character.    America   absorbs    a 
great  quantity,  and  I  confess  I  rather 
grudge     them     to     America.      Canada 
absorbs  a  number;  Australia  is  already 
jealous  of  the  influx  of  immigrants,  and 
bids  fair  to  stop  the  flow  altogether ; 
and  the  greater  portion  of  the  British 
Empire    apart     frcm    these    countries 
consists  of   lands   under  tropical  suns, 
where  Englishmen  cannot  make  a  per- 
manent   home,    and    where,    after   all, 
they  must  be  more  or  less  transitory 
settlers.    But  South  Africa  remains,  con- 
sisting of  vast  territories,   full  of  the 
combined  possibiUties  of  agricultural  as 
well  as  of  micer^il  wealth,  and  a  country 
where  emigrants  from  these  shores  might 
settle  and  And  a  home  under  the  British 


403 


TtanSvaat 


{16  May  1903} 


(Chinese  Labour).  410 


flag.  Qolden  visions  were  dangled  before 
the  electors  when  their  votes  were  desired 
as  to  the  prospects  which  lay  before  us  in 
the  future.  My  liords,  have  those  pros- 
pects been  realiised  ?  Is  there  the  slight- 
est hope  of  their  realisation  ? 

In  our  view  a  prosperous  colony  in  a 
temperate  climate  means  something  that 
will  be  not  only  an  addition  to,  but  really 
a  strength  and  a  buttress  to  the  Empire. 
It  means  a  place  where  emigrants  can 
find  a  home  which  they  can  permanently 
inhabit,  and  where  they  can  build  up  on 
the  old  lines  of  British  self-government 
a  daughter  colony,  looking  with  regard 
and  afEection  to  the  mother  country. 
That  is  our  idea  of  a  colony  in  a  temperate 
zone.  I6  that  the  kind  of  colony  that  we 
are  building  up  in  South  Africa  ?  The 
colony .  we  are  building  up  in  South 
Africa  is  a  colonyf ounded  in  the  twentieth 
century,  yet  founded  upon  the  old  Roman 
pattern.  The  wealth  we  see  in  the  hands 
of  a  few.  We  remember  Lord  Milner's 
celebrated  saying — 

'*  We  do  not  want  a  white  proletariat.*' 

The  close  ring  is  becoming  evjsr  closer 
day  by  day  and  month  by  month,  and 
ever  grasping  within  its  clutches  more 
and  more  of  the  natural  industries  of 
that  country.  The  Groyemment  is  now 
in  the  hands  of  a  huge  trust,  which  is 
obtaining  vast  wealth  by  servile  labour, 
and  the  members  of  which  care  nothing 
for  the  country  from  which  this  wealth 
is  derive^  except  as. a  means  of  deriving 
wealth.  Labour  is  done  increasingly, 
not, by  British  citizens  but  by  aliens — 
aliens,  imported  under  contracts  which 
would  be  illegal  if  entered  into  in  this 
country,  and  aUens  to  whom  is  denied 
every  civic  right.  The  wealth  extracted 
is  sent  out  of  the  country  never  to  return, 
and  is  derived  not  from  the  ever-pro- 
ductive powers  of  nature,  which  are 
always  being  renewed,  but  from  a  draining 
and  impoverishing  of  the  capital  wealth 
of  the  country.  The  speed  with  which 
that  gold  can  h^  extracted  is  the  sole 
.  object  of  the  mineowner^. 

The  <]7hinaman  is  now  the  cheap  ex* 
tracting  power,  the  kind  of  human  pump 
which'  is  to  suck  out  from  the  bowels  of 
the  earth  the  natural  wealth  of  the  soil 
in  the  speediest  possible  time,  and  we  see 
how  this  is  gradually  growing.  The 
first  step  was  the  formation  of  the  Wit- 


watcrsrand  Native  Labour  Association, 
the  Chamber  of  Mines  under  an  alias, 
and  the  first  act  of  that  association  was 
to  stamp  out  all  independent  contracting 
of  Kaffir  labour.  It  placed  all  recruiting 
of  Kaffir  labour  in  the  hands  of  the  t^ust ; 
it  prevented  Kaffirs  from  choosing  the 
mine  at  which  they  would  wojk — they 
must  accept  the  alternative  of  working 
in  what  was  perhaps  the  deadliest  mine 
in  the  Transvaal,  or  of  refusing  to  have 
their  labour  accepted  at  all.  Then  there 
was  the  fearful  mortality  in  the  mines, 
enough  of  itself  to  deter  black  labour, 
a  mortality  which  was  remediable  because 
it  has,  in  fact,  very  largely  been  remedied. 
We  next  had  the  lowering  of  Kaffir  wages 
by  50  per  cent.  Were  these  things  not 
enough  of  themselves  to  deter  Kaffirs  from 
seeking  freely  and  spontaneously  the 
labour  that  was  offered  to  them  ?  I 
do  not  hesitate,  my  Lords,  to  say  that 
the  combination  of  these  circiunstances 
produced  what  was  the  desired  effect — 
namely,  an  artificial  scarcity  of  black 
labour,  and  that  artificial  scarcity  had  to 
be  proved  before  a  case  for  the  im- 
portation of  the  Chinaman  could  be 
accepted.  Then  we  had  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  Labour  Commission — a 
Commission  consisting  of  ten  persons, 
eight  of  whom  were  publicly  committed 
to  the  introduction  of  Asiatic  labour, 
who  were  bidden  to  say  whether  or 
not  this  scarcity  existed,  but  were 
forbidden  to  enter  into  what  was  in 
the  minds  of  all  —  whether  it  was 
proper  or  desirable  to  introduce  Chinese 
labour^  Then  we  had  repeated  state- 
ments by  Lord  Milner  that  the 
colony  was  in  favour  of  the  importation 
of  the  Chinese,  although  a  referendum, 
which  was  the  only  means  of  ascertain- 
ing that  opinion,  was  refused.  The 
objection  taken  by  the  Colonial  Secre- 
tary to  the  referendum  was  a  strange  one. 
He  said  such  an  expedient  was  unknown 
in  any  part  of  the  British  Empire, 
forgetting  apparently  that  it  has  been 
put  in  practice  in  South  Australia,  in 
New  Zealand,  in  New  South  Wales,  and, 
only  the  other  day,  to  decide  upon  the 
important  question  of  the  Australian 
Commonwealth.  The  objection  taken 
by  Lord  Hilner  was  on  another  ground. 
He  said  the  urgency  of  the  question  was 
so  great  that  he  could  not  wait  for  a 
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referendum^  because  it  would  take  six 
months,  whereas  at  that  very  time  a 
census  of  the  colony  was  taken  which 
only  took  seven  weeks.  These  were, 
of  course,  only  palpable  excuses,  and 
nothine  more  than  excuses,  to  prevent 
the  opinion  of  the  colony  being  taken. 
These  are  the  salient  facts  surrounding 
the  importation  of  the  Chinaman  into 
South  Africa.  By  June  last  year  the 
Chinamen  began  to  arrive.  Exertions 
had  been  made  by  the  Colonial  Secre- 
tary— very  laudable  exertions — ^to  im- 
pose conditions  on  the  importers  in 
favour  of  the  labourer,  conditions  that 
were  nearly  always  successfully  resisted 
by  Lord  Milner,  representing;  the  policy 
of  the  mineowners. 

Now  I  come  to  direct  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  certain  declarations,  and 
statements  made  by  His  Majesty's  Gov- 
ernment, and  to  ask  the  noble  Duke 
whether  he  conscientiously  thinks  those 
declarations  and  pledges  have  been  ful- 
filled. The  first  important  question  was 
the  question  of  wages.  On  March  21st, 
1904,  Mr.  Lyttelton,  after  stating  that 
the  average  Kaffir  wage  was  50s.  for 
thirty  days  work,  made  this  statement 
in  the  House  of  Commons — 

**  Chinamen  would  receive  in  the  Transvaal 
at  least  2s.  a  day.  I  stand  here  and  ff}.ve  the 
House  my  assurance  thai  the  Chinese  will  re- 
ceive at  least  the  amount  1  have  specified." 

That  is  608.  for  thirty  days  work. 
Mr.  Lyttelton  proposed,  but  Lord  Milner 
and  the  mineowners  very  briefly  dis- 
posed of  that.  Lord  Milner  insisted 
upon  a  minimum  of  Is.  a  day  instead  of 
2s.,    and   then   made   this   statement — 

"  He  finally  promisetl  that  if  within  six 
months  the  average  pay  was  not  50b.  for  thirty 
days  work  the  minimum  should  be  raised 
from  Is.  to  Is.  6d.  per  day." 

So  that  while  the  2s.  a  day  disappeared 
Is.  6d.  a  day  took  its  place.  Are  the 
Chinese  now  receiving  the  minimum 
of  Is.  6d.  a  day  ?  On  February  13th  of 
this  year,  Mr.  Evans,  the  Superintendent 
of  the  Foreign  Labour  Department  in 
Johannesburg,  reported  that  a  certain 
number,  not  specified,  were  working 
at  Is.  per  day,  and  on  April  8th  last 
he  reported  that  there  had  not  been 
time  to  compute  the  rate  of  wages  paid, 
but  it  appeared  to  be  under  50s.  Are 
the  Government  going  to  insist  on  the 
terms  of  Lord  Milner's  and  Mr.  Lyttelton*s 

Lord  Coleridge, 


pledges  being  fulfilled — namely,  that  in 
each  case  where  the  average  pay  does 
not,  in  six  months,  reach  508.  for  thirty 
days  work,  the  day's  pay  shall  not  be 
less  than  Is.  6d.  ?  I  think  I  am  en- 
titled to  put  that  Question  to  the  noble 
Duke,  and  to  ask  bim,  if  that  has  not 
been  done,  to  take  steps  to  enforce  it. 

The  next  declaration  made  with  regard 
to  the  Chinese  was  that  they  should 
have  ample  access  to  the  Courts  of  the 
country  for  the  redress  of  grievances. 
The  Chinese  Government,  to  their  credit, 
insisted  upon  this  being  made  part  of  the 
bond,  and  in  the  Anglo-Chinese  Con- 
vention the  following  words  occur — 

"  The  emigrant  shall  have  free  access  to  the 
Courts  of  justice  to  ohlain  redress  for  injaries 
to  his  person  or  property." 

And  on  March  10th,  1904,  Mr.  Lyttel- 
ton used  these  wordf 


"  The  Chinese  lahourers  have  the  same  right 
of  access  to  Courts  as  all  other  suhjects  in 
His  Majestjr's  dominions." 

That  was  Mr.  Lyttelton's  pledge.    Has 
that  pledge  been  fulfilled  f    As  a  matter 
of  fact,  the  Chinaman  has  no  right  of 
access  to  the  Courts  in  any  case  except 
by  leave  of  an  inspector.    Would  the 
noble  Duke,  if  he  went  to  China  and  was 
told  he  had  free  access    to  the  Courts 
of  China  for  redress  of  any  grievances 
that  he  might  have  there,  consider  that 
he  had  free  access  if  he  could  only  go 
to  these  Courts  by  the  leave  and  licence 
of  a  Chinese  official  ?    Though  I  am  not 
putting  the  civilisation  of  the  Chinese  on 
a  par  with  our  civilisation,  yet  in  the 
eye  of  the  Chinaman  the  official  inspector 
is  a  foreigner  just  as  much  as  in  the  eye 
of  the  noble  Duke  the  Chinese  official 
in  China  would  be.    Surely  unfettered 
access  to  a  Court  of  justice  is  one  of  the 
privileges  of  all  who  live  under  British 
rule,  and  I  ask  the  noble  Duke  candidly 
whether  he  will  not  admit  that  unfettered 
access  to  a  Court  of  justice  is  an  essential 
part  of  the  life  of  a  Chinaman  under  the 
British  flag,  and  an  essential  part  of  any 
Ordinance  ?    And  yet  on  April  13th  Mr. 
Lyttelton,  at  Stratford,  said  this — 

"  For  nearly  half  a  century  a  similar  svstem 
Lad  been  on  the  Statute-book  of  the  Colonies, 
and  the  British  Guiana  Ordinance,  embodying 
every  essential  element  of  the  Transvaal 
Ordinance,  had  been  sanctioned  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  which  Lord  Rosebery  was  Prime 
Minister  and  Lord  Ripon  Colonial  Secretaiy." 
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Hr.  Lyttelton  forgot  to  mention  that 
in  the  terms  of  the  British  Guiana  Or- 
dinance there  is  no  interposition  of  any 
official  between  the  labourer  and  the 
Court  of  justice,  and  it  is  no  answer 
if  the  noble  Duke  says  to  me  that  he 
knows  of  no  complaint  having  been 
refused.  That  is  not  the  point  I  urge. 
I  have  not  got  any  concrete  instance  to 
place  before  the  noble  Duke  of  complaints 
having  been  refused,  but  I  think  it  is  very 
likely  that  complaints  may  have  been 
made  and  not  understood.  But  that 
is  not  my  point.  My  point  is  that  it 
was  declared  that  free  and  unfettered 
access  should  be  had.  The  right  of  a 
subject  to  have  free  and  unfettered  access 
to  a  Court  of  justice  is  part  of  our  com- 
mon law  system,  but  that  is  refused  to 
the  Chinese  labourer,  as  he  can  only  secure 
access  to  the  Court  through  the  medium 
of  a  foreign  official. 

I  approach  now  a  more  disagreeable 
task.  Mr.  Lyttelton  declared,  when  there 
was  some  point  made  by  the  Chinese 
Government  as  to  the  Chinese  labourer 
being  exempt  from  flogging,  that  there 
was  no  power  under  the  Ordinance  to 
impose  flogging  upon  any  Chinaman. 
I  should  like  to  know  what  was  the  object 
of  introducing  into  the  Transvaal  in  the 
month  of  July,  labourers  having  begun 
to  arrive  in  June,  an  Ordinance  enlarging 
the  power  of  the  resident  magistrate  to 
administer  flogging.  Was  the  law  not 
adequate  up  to  that  time  1  Were  there 
offences  which  could  not  be  met  without 
this  extra  penalty  ?  What  was  the 
meaning  of  introducing  a  fresh  law,  en- 
larging the  powers  of  administering 
flogging  ?  I  should  like  the  noble  Duke 
to  answer  that  Question.  By  Ordinance 
No.  26  of  1904,  which  was  assented  to  on 
July  28th,  and  has  been  put  in  practice, 
power  was  extended  to  the  resident 
magistrate  to  order  flogging  in  cases 
where  the  conviction  was  a  first  convic- 
tion of  robbery,  in  cases  of  any  statutory 
offence  for  which  flogging  could  only  be 
given  for  a  second  conviction,  in  cases 
of  assaults  of  an  aggravated  character, 
or  with  intent  to  do  serious  bodily  harm, 
or  intent  to  commit  any  offence.  So 
that,  according  to  this  law,  if  a  Chinaman 
hustled  his  neighbour  in  an  attempt 
to^  escape  from  his  compound  he  would 
be*  guilty  of  an  assault  with  intent  to 


commit  an  offence,  for  which  he  could 
be  given  twenty-five  lashes.  It  may  bo 
said  that  the  occasion  has  never  arisen, 
but  I  ask  the  noble  Duke  why  this  Ordin- 
ance was  passed,  and  whether  it  has  been 
put  in  practice.  I  ask  him  further, 
is  there  a  case  in  which  it  has  been  im- 
posed upon  a  white  man,  and  immediately 
upon  appeal  to  higher  authorities  the  judg- 
ment of  the  resident  magistrate  has  been 
reversed  on  the  ground  that  the  Act  was 
never  intended  to  apply  to  white  men  ? 

We  know  there  have  been  riots,  and 
we  know  that  this  Ordinance  has  been 
put  into  force,  and  that  Chinamen  have 
been  flogged  under  it.  We  had  a  case 
yesterday — ^I  do  not  vouch  for  it,  but 
it  was  in  the  papers — ^which,  if  true, 
shows  a  most  regrettable  state  of  things 
in  the  compounds.  The  noble  Duke,  I 
have  no  doubt,  must  have  read  the  letter. 
It  may  be  exaggerated  and  absolutely  un- 
founded, but  at  any  rate  it  is  worth  the 
noble  Lord's  attention,  and  ought  to  be 
investigated.  It  is  stated  in  this  letter 
that  Chinamen,  if  they  refuse  to  go  to 
work,  are  tied  up  by  their  pigtails  to 
poles  so  that  their  heels  are  off  the  ground, 
and  then  lashed  with  canes,  by  the  orders 
of  the  compound  managers,  at  the  hands 
of  the  Chinese  police.  I  hope  it  is  not 
true,  but  at  any  rate  it  is  vouched  for  on 
authority,  and  I  hope  the  noble  Duke 
will  make  inquiries  and  ascertain  the 
truth  or  otherwise  of  it. 

I  pass  from  this  to  another  unpleasant 
subject,  and  that  is  the  importation  of 
the  women.  On  Februrary  16th,  1904, 
the  Colonial  Secretary  used  these  words — 

"  We  were  advised  in  this  matter  by  men  of 
the  most  experience  in  the  whole  Empire  on 
the  subject  of  Chinese  labour.  We  were 
advised  Ihat  the  coolies  would  not  go  without 
their  women  folk.  Manifestly  it  would  be 
wrong  that  they  should  go  without  their 
women  folk." 

Does  the  noble  Duke  agree  with  that 
language  ?  I  am  sure  he  must  agree 
with  it. 


The  under  -  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  POR  THE  COLONIES  (The 
Duke  of  Mablborough)  :  The  noble 
and  learned  Lord  has  not  read  the  con- 
text of  the  Colonial  Secretary's  state- 
ment. 
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♦Lord  COLERIDGE :  I  ttink  tke 
next  sentence  was  to  this  eSeot,  that 
they  should  have  the  opportunity  of 
bringing  their  wives  if  they  pleased.  I 
think  that  was  the  substance  of  it. 

The  Duke  of  MARLBOROUGH  :  I 
am  alluding  to  the  earlier  part  of  the 
quotation  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
made. 

♦Lord  COLERIDGE:  The  Colonial 
Secretary  stated — 

"  Manifestly  it  would  be  wrong  that  they 
ahoald  go  without  their  women  folk."* 

The  Duke  op  MARLBOROUGH  : 
"  If  they  were  desirous  of  taking  them 
with  them." 

♦Lord  COLERIDGE  :  I  do  not  think 
that  was  the  exact  language,  but  it  does 
not  affect  what  I  am  saying,  that  whether 
they  wanted  to  bring  their  wives  with 
them  or  not  it  was  manifestly  wrong  that 
they  should  go  without  them.  Noble 
Lords  may  think  it  a  matter  of  ridicule, 
but  I  can  assure  the  House  that  in  every 
other  Ordinance  for  the  last  sixty  years 
which  has  been  sanctioned  by  the  Govern- 
ment provisions  have  been  made  for  the 
compulsory  bringing  over  of  a  portion  of 
the  women  belonging  to  the  indentured 
labourers.  The  last  information  I  have 
with  regard  to  this  was  given  by  the 
Colonial  Secretary,  on  January  lOtfa  this 
year.  It  was  that  4,000  wives  were 
registered  at  Chingwangtao  and  S95 
at  Hong-Kong  but  only  two  women  and 
twelve  children  had  actually  been  brought 
over.  I  appeal  to  the  most  rev.  Primate 
on  this  matter.  In  March  of  this  year, 
the  most  rev.  Primate  said — 

"  Show  me  that  it  clearly  brings  abont  or 
implies  the  encouragement  of  immorality  in 
the  ^nse  in  which  we  ordinarily  use  the  word, 
and  1  atn  almost  ashamed  to  say  anything 
so  obvious,  I  should  not  call  the  so-called 
necessity  worth  a  single  moment's  sonnidera- 
tion.  In  such  a  case  there  could  be  but  one 
answer  given  by  any  honest  man,  '  the  thing  is 
wrong,  and,  please  God,  it  shall  not  take  place.' " 

What  the  most  rev.  Primate  appre- 
hended, according  to  the  last  official 
returns,  has  taken  place,  and  I  appeal  to 
him  to  make  his  words  good  in  the  course 
of  this  debate.  The  way  this  is  met  is 
most  astonishing.  On  the  one  hand  we 
are  told  that  the  Chinaman  is  well  fed, 


and  lightly  worked,  and  then  in  the  next 
breath  Mr,  Lyttelton  tells  the  House  of 
Commons  that  the  work  is  so  steady  and 
the  diet  so  frugal  that  all  the  passions  of 
mankind  seem  to  be  obliterated  in  the 
Chinese.  I  hope  tiie  noble  Duke  will 
either  explain  the  figures  or  give  us  some 
assurance  that  the  Government  intend  to 
remedy  what  obviously  is  a  dreadful 
state  of  things. 

The  Blue-book  is  full  of  riots  and  dis- 
turbances, made  light  of  by  the  foreign 
labour  superintendent.  If  you  want  the 
type  of  the  official  mind  you  have  it  jdis- 
closed  glaringly  in  Mr.  Evans  ;  and  when 
we  find  men  wrapped  in  contemplation  of 
the  happiness  of  the  Chinese  under  their 
new  conditions,  we  ask  why  there  are  300 
desertions  (equal  to  eighty  per  1,000  per 
annum)  from  these  happy  compounds 
in  three  months.  I  think  we  can  read 
between  the  lines  as  to  what  is  going  on. 

The  last  point  I  want  to  urge  on 
the  noble  Duke  is  the  question  of 
white  labour.  To  utilise  as  much 
white  labour  as  possible  would  be 
the  object,  I  should  have  thought, 
of  every  Britisher.  The  Government's 
pohcy  seems  to  be  that  of  the  mineowner, 
or  rather  to  serve  that  of  the  mineowner 
— to  get  labour  as  cheaply  as  possible, 
and,  above  all,  to  keep  out  tlM  white 
man  for  fear  he  should  grow  independent. 
Mr.  Lyttelton,  speaking  at  Exeter  on 
May  5th,  said — 

*'  Th^  result  of  the  introduction  of  Chinamen 
has  been  that  3,000  white  men  are  employed 
on  the  mines  in  addition  to  tJioee  that  ^ere 
employed  before  t>he  introduction  of  that 
labour,  and  the  result  is  that  in  round  figures 
£500,000  has  been  received  by  British  artisans.** 

That  is  a  completely  misleading  state- 
ment. I  say,  and  I  think  I  shall  show, 
that  the  employment  of  Chinese  has  led 
to  a  decrease  in  the  amount  of  white 
labour  employed.  Take  the  year  from 
June,  1903,  to  June,  190i.  The  pro- 
portion of  white  men  to  Kaffirs  during 
those  twelve  months  remained  practically 
stationary,  at  one  in  six  in  round  figures. 
On  March  31st,  1905,  which  is  the  date  of 
the  last  Return  we  have,  there  were 
105,181  Kaffirs  working  in  the  mines, 
and  at  the  proportion  of  one-sixth  there 
would  have  been  17,530  white  men.  But 
the  number  of  white  men  employed  at 
that  date  was  only  16,235.    following 
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that  proportion,  if  the  Chinese  had  not 
arrived  we  should  have  had  at  least 
1,300  or  1,400  more  white  men  employed 
than  there  are  now.  In  addition  to  that 
there  are  over  34,000  Chinese  employed 
not  represented  by  a  single  white  man, 
and  Lord  Milner  does  not  hold  out  any 
hope  that  the  proportion  of  white  men 
to  coloured  labourers  will  in  future  be 
greater  than  one  in  fourteen. 

Just  see  what  that  means.  The  Re- 
port of  the  Labour  Commission  stated 
that  without  allowing  for  any  expansion 
of  the  mines  the  mineowners  wanted  at 
once  197,644  labourers,  and  if  the  finding 
of  the  Commission  is  correct — that  there 
is  no  adequate  supply  of  labour  in  Cen- 
tral and  Southern  Africa  to  meet  these 
requirements — we  may  expect  that  tHe 
di&rence  will  be  made  up  of  Chinamen, 
and  that  means,  to  make  up  this  deficiency 
alone,  an  addition  of  67,000  odd  more 
Chinamen ;  so  that,  according  to  these 
figures,  to  meet  present  requirements 
alone  you  wiU  have  working  in  the  mines 
over  100,000  Chinese  indentured  labourers. 
And  if  we  are  to  believe  the  statement 
of  the  Commission  that  they  would  want 
in  five  years  196,000  more,  we  are  faced 
with  the  prospect  of  having  something 
like  300,000  Chinese  indentured  labourers 
working  in  the  mines  imder  the  Transvaal 
Ordinance.  Considering  that  the  total 
white  adult  population,  British  and  Boer 
combined,  of  that  country  is  less  than 
100,000,  this  is  a  prospect  which  I  should 
think  even  the  noble  Duke  would  regard 
with  some  apprehension.  It  was  urged, 
in  support  of  the  contention  that  China- 
men were  a  valuable  aid  to  civilisation, 
that  their  presence  would  lead  to  the 
development  of  subsidiary  industries, 
and  glowing  pictures  were  painted  by 
Lord  Milner  and  others  of  the  number 
of  industries  that  would  be  started 
owing  to  the  influx  of  this  vast  amount 
of  servile  labour.  I  never  could  under- 
stand how  that  could  be  the  case,  because 
the  dividends  were  all  to  go  to  Europe 
and  the  wages  apparently  were  all  to 
go  to  China.  It  was  said,  '*0h,  but 
there  is  the  feeding.''  I  am  told,  and  there 
again  the  noble  Duke  may  confirm 
my  statement,  that  this  great  trust  of 
mineowners  is  going  itself  to  under- 
take the  feeding  of  the  Chinamen, 
and  that  in  the  centre  of  Johannesburg 


vast  works  are  now  being  erected  for  the 
purpose  of  gsaq>ing — ^from  a  .  busijuess 
point  of  view  no  doubt  it  is  quite  right 
—  the  profits  which  would  naturally 
flow  therefrom.  If  this  be  so,  where 
will  all  the  subsidiary  industries  come 
in? 

In  1903 — ^I  am  now  speaking  from 
official  documents — the  amount  of  gold 
got  from  the  Transvaal  was  £12,500,000 
in  round  figures.  In  1904,  including 
seven  months  of  Chinese  labour,  there 
were  over  £16,000,000  taken  out— an 
increase  in  gold  extraction  of,  to  give 
the  exact  figures,  £3,465,561.  Therefore 
the  mineowners  and  the  shareholders 
got  £3,500,000  more  in  1904  than  in  1903, 
greatly  no  doubt  by  reason  of  the  em- 
ployment of  Chinese  labour.  How  did 
that  help  the  Transvaal  ?  If  these  sub- 
sidiary industries  are  to  grow  up  and 
develop  the  country,  you  would  imagine 
some  sign  of  it  in  the  Revenue  Returns. 
The  figures  have  been  given  from  July  to 
February,  1903-4,  and  from  July  to 
February,  1904-5,  the  first  a  period  when 
there  were  no  Chinese,  and  the  second  a 
period  covering  the  Chinese.  What  do 
we  find?  From  July  to  February, 
19r)a-4,  the  revenue  was  £2,818,887  ;  and 
the  revenue  from  July  to  February, 
1904-5,  when  there  were  £3,500,000  more 
being  dug  out,  was  only  £2,638,001,  a  de- 
crease in  actual  revenue  of  over  £210,000. 
Does  that  not  establish  what  we  have 
always  said  on  this  side  of  the  House, 
that  this  is  a  curse  to  the  country  ?  You 
are  by  means  of  this  labour  taking  out 
the  wealth  of  the  country ;  you  are  not 
planting  the  country  with  British  colon- 
ists ;  you  are  increasing  the  dividends  to 
the  mineowners  and  the  shareholders, 
and  you  are  actually  at  the  same  moment 
impoverishing  the  country  from  which 
the  gold  is  extracted.  These  are  figures 
with  which  the  noble  Duke  ought  to  deal. 

Now  we  are  to  have  a  new  Constitution, 
which  seems  to  me  to  be  a  very  timid, 
half-hearted  kind  of  thing.  By  appor- 
tioning electoral  areas  according  to  the 
number  of  adult  males  instead  of  ac- 
cording to  population,  what  do  you 
do  ?  You  simply  place  the  majority  in 
the  hands  of  the  mining  interest.  Men 
who  are  not  subservient  to,  or  who 
are  not  employed  by,  the  mining  trust 
had  better  pack  up  their  traps  and  leave 
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the  Transvaal.  I  have  no  doubt  that 
those  who  authorised  this  thought  it  a 
very  ingenious  and  clever  device  for 
securing  a  decision  from  the  new  Govern- 
ment in  favour  of  the  Chinese  policy. 
Any  permanent  element  represented  by 
the  married  man  with  a  family  who 
means  to  stay  is  subordinated  entirely  to 
the  transient  unmarried  man  who  derives 
his  liveUhood  from  the  employment  of 
the  mineowners  and  may  be  trusted  not 
to  disregard  their  wishes.  I  ask  the 
noble  Duke,  Is  this  the  last  word  of  the 
great  Conservative  Party,  who  talk  so 
much  about  Imperial  greatness  ?  Is  this 
the  last  word  in  Empire-building  1  If 
this  is  to  be  the  policy  of  the  future  it 
means  this,  that  one  great  Party  in  the 
State  has  lost  all  its  old  faith,  the 
faith  in  the  civic  principles  on  which 
th's  Empire  was  founded,  and  re- 
gards the  cheap  and  rapid  extraction 
of  wealth  from  a  country,  and  not  its 
permanent  welfare  and  the  permanent 
welfare  of  its  inhabitants,  as  the  best 
test  of  a  successful  colonial  administra- 
tion. I  stand  by  the  old  way.  I  believe 
in  the  old  idea  of  Empire,  and  it  is  be- 
cause I  profoundly  disagree  with  the 
Government's  policy  that  I  have  brought 
forward  the  Motion  which  stands  in  my 
name. 

Moved,  that  an  humble  Address  be 
presented  to  His  Majesty  for  Papers 
relating  to  the  importat  on  of  Chinese 
indentured  labourers  into  the  Transvaal, 
and  to  the  conditions  under  which  they 
are  being  imported  into  and  are  living  in 
the  Transvaal. — (The  Lord  Coleridge.) 

The    Dukb    of    MARLBOROUGH: 

My  Lords,  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
has  in  the  course  of  his  remarks  ad- 
dressed to  me  a  series  of  Questions, 
and  in  my  observations  in  reply  to 
him  I  will  endeavour  to  answer  some 
of  them.  He  was  courteous  enough 
to  say  that  I  had,  in  previous  debates  in 
your  Lordships'  House,  done  my  best  to 
reply  to  those  Questions  which  he  had 
put  to  me,  and  I  will  attempt  to  do  the 
same  this  afternoon.  I  fear,  however, 
that  I  cannot  follow  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  in  his  comments  upon  the 
new  Constitution  which  the  Transvaal 
may  shortly  receive.  I  think  that  that 
"^  such   a  vast  subject  that   it  might 

Lord  Coleridge^ 


profitably  be  debated  on  an  occasion  by 
itself.  Anyway,  I  do  not  propose  to 
intermingle  the  consideration  of  that 
question  with  the  question  which  is 
before  the  House  this  evening — the  result 
of  the  immigration  of  Chinese  into  South 
Africa.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord 
prefaced  his  remarks  by  the  old  assertions 
as  to  whether  the  Transvaal  was  in 
favour  of  receiving  the  Chinese  or  not, 
and  he  twitted  His  Majesty's  Government 
yet  again  for  not  having  had  a  referendum. 
I  cannot  help  thinking  that  these  matters 
were  thoroughly  discussed  last  session. 
They  were  debated  at  frequent  intervals, 
and  your  Lordships  formed  your  own 
opmion  on  the  policy  of  the  Government 
and  recorded  it  in  due  form.  I  do  not 
think  I  need  follow  my  noble  and  learned 
friend  in  further  discussion  upoi  those 
particular  points.  Nor  do  I  propose  to 
follow  him  in  his  description  of  the 
position  of  the  Transvaal  as  it  appears 
to  him  to-day.  The  only  comment  which 
I  should  desire  to  repudiate  on  behalf  of 
the  Colonial  Office  and  His  Majesty's 
Government  is  the  statement  which  he 
made,  that  in  his  opinion  the  colonists 
in  South  Africa  care  only  for  themselves 
and  have  not  in  any  jvay  the  welfare  or 
the  interest  of  the  country  at  heart.  I 
cannot  help  feeling  that  that  is  a  remark 
which  is  not  Ukely  to  cement  the  good 
feeling  between  this  country  and  those 
who  reside  in  the  Transvaal,  and  His 
Majesty's  Government  cannot  share  that 
opinion. 

Lord  COLERIDGE :  I  beg  the  noble 
Duke's  pardon.  I  did  not  say  the 
colonists  at  large.  I  said  the  particular 
mineowners  engaged  in  extracting  the 
wealth. 

The  Duke  OF  MARLBOROUGH:  But 
they  are  members  of  the  British  Empire. 
The  noble  and  learned  Lord  proceeded 
to  discuss  the  question  of  the  mortality 
among  the  Kaffirs,  and  admitted  that 
there  was  a  great  reduction  in  the  mor- 
tahty,  which  is  a  matter  of  satisfaction  to 
me,  and  equally  a  matter  of  satisfaction 
to  His  Majesty's  Government.  I  think 
he  might  have  been  sufficiently  generous 
to  admit  that  it  is  largely  due  to  the 
action  of  His  Majesty's  Government  in 
taking  the  greatest  precautions— pre- 
ci^utions    which    I    admit   noble   Lords 
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opposite  expressed  their  desire  that  we 
should  put  in  force — ^that  we  have  been 
enabled  to  reduce  the  mortality  of  the 
Kaffirs  from  seventy  per  1,000  to 
something  like  forty  per  1,000.  .  The 
noble  and  learned  Lord  went  on  to  deal 
with  the  question  of  the  proportion  of 
white  labour  to  coloured  labour,  and 
tried  to  argue,  from  the  fact  that  whereas 
a  year  or  two  ago  the  proportion  of  white 
skilled  labour  to  coloured  unskilled 
labour  was  one  in  six  and  to-day  it  may 
be  one  in  eight,  that  consequently  the 
increase  of  white  men  was  not  really 
apparent.  What  does  Lord  Milner  Eay 
on  this  matter  ?  Lord  Mihier  says  that 
the  ratio  which  existed  prior  to  the  war 
is  now  being  gradually  attained  to,  and 
it  is  probable  that  it  will  be  exceeded. 
He  says,  it  is  true,  as  quoted  by  the 
noUe  and  learned  Lord,  that  the  ratio  in 
certain  conditions  may  amount  to  one  in 
fourteen;  but  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  omitted  to  add  what  was  the  whole 
point  of  Lord  Milner's  observations,  that 
this  could  only  be  obtained  if  there  was 
an  unlimited  supply  of  skilled  white 
labour  and  of  unskiUed  coloured  labour. 

I  understand  that  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  measures  the  prosperity  of 
South  Africa  and  of  the  mines  there 
largely  by  the  ratio  between  the  white 
skilled  workmen  and  the  coloured  un- 
skilled labourers.  I  venture  to  think 
that  that  is  not  altogether  a  very  correct 
form  of  reasoning.  Imagine  an  industry 
in  a  great  commercial  centre  in  this 
country.  During  a  time  of  depression 
and  great  stress  the  services  of  the  least 
skilled  artisans  in  that  industry  would  be 
dispensed  with,  and  only  the  skilled 
labourers  who  were  concerned  in  the 
management  and  administration  of  that 
industry  would  be  maintained.  Under 
these  conditions  it  is  obvious  that  the 
ratio  between  the  skilled  artisans  and  the 
unskilled  workmen  would  be  very  high ; 
but  when  the  industry  was  again  in  a 
prosperous  condition  the  unskilled  arti- 
sans would  be  re-employed,  and  conse- 
quently the  ratio  between  skilled 
artisans  and  unskilled  would  decline, 
irecisely  similar  conditions  exist  in 
South  Africa.  There  is  an  irreducible 
minimum  of  white  skilled  labour  below 
which  it  is  impossible  to  fall  if  the  mines 
are  to  be  worked  in  a  proper  way.    Li 


the  days  of  the  dearth  of  unskilled  labour 
the  number  of  meii  connected  with  the 
management  could  not  possibly  be 
reduced,  and  though  unskilled  labour 
was  getting  less  and  less,  yet  the  white 
skilled  labour  had  to  be  maintained  to 
manage  and  conduct  the  mines.  In  those 
circumstances  the  number  of  white  msu 
to  the  coloured,  of  course,  was  very  high, 
and  this  condition  of  affairs  was  exagger- 
ated by  the  fact  that  unskilled  white 
labour  had  to  be  employed  in  order  to 
make  good  the  deficiency  in  ^he  unskilled 
coloured  labour.  The  result  was  that 
the  ratio  between  whites  and  coloured 
unskilled  labourers  was  obviously  high, 
but  the  moment  the  supply  of  labour 
became  abundant,  owing  to  the  immi^a- 
tion  of  indentured  labourers  from  Chma, 
the  margin  had  to  be  made  good,  and 
consequently  the  ratio  between  white 
and  coloured  exhibited  a  decline.  I  do 
not  think  that  the  test  which  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  has  put  forward  this 
afternoon  is  either  an  accurate  test  or 
one  to  which  a  great  deal  of  importance 
should  be  attached. 

His  Majesty's  Government  rely  upon 
this  fact,  a  fact  which  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  cannot  get  over,  that  to-day 
there  are  3,000  more  white  men  employed 
in  the  mines  in  South  Africa  than  there 
were  prior  to  the  advent  of  the  Chinese. 
I  would  remind  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  still  further,  that  he  will  see  in  a 
Parliamentary  Paper  that  before  the 
advent  of  the  Chinese  immigration  of 
artisans  in  other  phases  of  life  was  at  its 
lowest  ebb,  but  ever  since  the  importation 
of  Chinese  this  immigration  has  increased 
week  by  week  and  month  by  month.  I 
do  not  think  it  was  suggested  by  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  that  these  3,000 
extra  white  men  on  the  mines  were  em- 
ployed entirely  for  the  purpose  of  build- 
ing the  compounds.  I  remember  that  in 
a  previous  debate  the  noble  Lord  on  the 
Front  Bench  opposite,  Lord  Monkswell, 
raised  that  point,  and  I  daresay  he  would 
be  glad  if  I  took  this  opportunity  of 
telling  him  the  exact  condition  of  affairsi 
Out  of  the  twenty-seven  mines  employing 
Chinese,  five  mines  erected  their  com- 
pounds by  outside  contractors,  and  in  the 
construction  of  the  compounds  at  the 
oiher  twenty-two  mines  1,100  whites 
were    employed.      Four    hundred    and 
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thirty-five  have  been  absorbed  in  the 
permanent  stafi  and  distributed  on  the 
mines,  and  one-half  of  the  remainder  are 
employed  in  other  industries.  Therefore, 
we  see  that  there  are  only  about  300  men 
out  of  these  3,000  who  can  be  directly 
accounted  for  as  working  on  the  building 
of  the  compounds.  I  think  that  disposes 
altogether  of  the  contention  that  these 
extra  white  men  were  really  only  em- 
ployed for  the  purpose  of  erecting  the 
compounds.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord 
>  did  not  raise  the  question  of  machine  as 
against  hand-drills,  and  I  will,  there- 
fore, not  dwell  upon  it,  although  it 
is  a  matter  upon  which  much  has 
baen  said  by  members  of  the  Party  to 
whi;h  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
bjlongs.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord 
suggested  that  these  Chinamen  could  not 
get  redress  if  ill-treated,  and  had  no 
means  of  putting  their  views  before  a 
Court  of  law. 

Lord  COLERIDGE :  Except  through 
an  inspector. 

The  Duke  op  MARLBOROUGH: 
The  noble  and  learned  Lord  will  see  it 
stated  in  a  Parliamentary  Paper  published 
in  August  of  last  year,  that  every  labourer 
shall  be  entitled  to  proceed  to  the  offices 
of  the  superintendent  for  the  purpose  of 
making  complaint  against  his  empbyer, 
or  to  enlible  him  to  have  access  to  a 
Court  of  law  iii  order  to  obtain  redress 
for  injury  to  his  person  or  property,  or 
in  order  to  attend  as  a  party  to  or  witness 
in  civil  or  criminal  proceedings  m  such 
C  )urt.  I  think  that  provision  meets  the 
case  which  has  been  raised  by  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord.  If  he  wishes  to  exa- 
mine this  matter  still  more  closelv  he  will 
see  further  comments  on  the  point  on 
pages  86  and  87.  I  would  remind  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  that  the  Protector 
of  Chinese  is  there  for  the  purpose  of 
receiving  any  complaints  from  the  China- 
men and  helping  them  in  any  reasonable 
complaint  that  they  may  bring  forward 
against  the  treatment  received  from  their 
employers. 

Then  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
proceeded  to  comment  upon  the 
system  under  which  the  wages  are  paid  by 
the  mineowners.  He  alluded  to  the  fact 
that  the  Secretary  of  State  had  stated  in 
the  House  of  Commons  that  the  Chinese 

The  Duke  of  Maflhorough, 


might  receive  28.  a  day.  That  statemont 
was  made  before  this  matter  had  beea 
definitely  decided  upon.  Noble  Lorda 
opposite  smile.  It  was  made  before  the 
minimum  charge  had  been  decided  apou 
by  Lord  Milner.  We  naturally  consulted 
Lord  Milner  upon  tbis  point.  We  con- 
sidered his  opinion  of  the  highest  value, 
and  it  was  finally  decided  that  tl^e  China- 
men were  to  receive  a  minimum  wage 
of  Is.  a  day.  That  was  done  in 
conformity  with  our  policy  that  the 
Chinaman  was  not  to  supplant,  but 
supplement,  the  Kaffir,  and  in  order  to 
ensure  that  policy  being  successfully 
effected  it  was  essential  that  the  China- 
man should  have  a  wage  which  was  not 
much  lower  than  that  received  by  tiie 
Kaffir. 

The  system  of  wages  is  carefully  ex- 
plained in  the  form  of  contract  of  service. 
Clause  6  on  page  10  in  Parliamentary 
Paper  [Cd.  2183]  gives  it  fully.  Clause  6 
is  the  important  clause,  and  the  noble 
ard  learned  Lord  will  see  there  that  the 
Chinaman  is  entitled  to  a  minimum  wage 
of  Is.  for  every  day  of  ten  hours,  or  a 
labourer  may  do  piecework  and  -receive 
the  same  wages  instead  of  working  for 
the  ten  hours  if  he  and  his  employer 
are  prepared  tp  make  those  terms 
between  themselves.  Payment  is  made 
to  the  labourers  in  the  {ortgr*seven 
different  occupations  which  they  may 
undertake  at  rates  vacying  from  Is. 
to  2s.  6d.  per  day ;  and ;  the  clause 
f urthei  provides  that  at  the  eiqiiration 
of  six  months,  if  the  labourers  in  any 
particular  mine  have  not  been  jeaming 
on  an  average  508.  a  month,  then  the 
minimum  wage  shall  be  increased  from 
Is.  to  Is.  6d.  a  day.  It  was  expected  by 
those  who  were  competent  to  judge  that 
the  lazy  men  would  not  earn  Is.  a  day, 
but  that  those  engaged  in  piecework 
would  earn  that  amount,  and  that  those 
who  were  engaged  in  the  forty-seven 
different  occupations  would  be  able  to 
earn  something  over  Is.  a  day.  It  was 
expected  that  the  average  wage  which 
these  men  would  earn  in  the-  mmes  for  a 
period  of  six  months  would  approximate 
to  50s.  a  month.  It  is  too  eany  yet  to 
say  for  certain  whether  this  average  wage 
has  been  earned  or  not.  We  have  not 
received  information  of  an  authoritative 
character  yet  on  the  subject,  but  it  is  per- 
fectly clear  from  CUuse  6  that  if  they 
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have  not  earned  50s.  on  an  average  per 
month,  tbfn  they  will  receive  a  minimum 
wage  of  Is,.  6d.  a  day.  The  main 
objects  wluch  the  Government  were 
anxious  to  secure  were  that  the 
Chinaman  should  receive  in  the  first 
instance  a  minimum  wage,  and  that  the 
wage  should  be  one  which  would  not  in 
any  way  undercut  the  rate  at  which  the 
KafiBr  was  paid.  That  these  objects  have 
undoubtedly  been  attained  is  evident 
from  the  fact  that  the  Kaffirs  employed 
on  the  mines  to-day  are  more  numerous 
than  before  the  arrival  of  the  Obinese, 
and,  so  far  as  I  am  aware,  they  are 
earning  as  good  wages  as  they  did 
before  the  Chineso  came. 

I  ti^rn  to  the  question  of  the  riots. 
The  noble  and  learned  Lord  re- 
mind^ us  that  there  had  been  300 
desertions  on  the  part  of  the  Chinese 
from  the  compounds.  The  accurate 
number  is  251,  but  that  is  not  material. 
The  term  "  desertion,"  as  I  understand 
it,  is  a  most  misleading  one.  All  that 
dcsei^tion  means  in  this  case  is  that  the 
Chinaman  has  wilfully  left  his  premises 
without  taking  the  trouble  to  apply  for 
a  permit.  It  does  not  mean  that  he  has 
escaped  frota  the  compound  and  run  off 
to  the  veldt  and  had  to  he  brought  back. 
I  am  sure  noble  Lords  will  appreciate  the 
importance  of  the  Chinaman  not  being 
allowed  to  leave  the  premises  of  the 
compound  without  a  permit,  and  if  he 
will  not  take  the  trouble  to  get  a  permit 
it  is  clear  that  he  must  be  punished  for 
this  neglect.  That  accounts  for  the 
figure  of  251  desertions. 

Lord  COLERIDGE  :  I  gave  the  figure 
as  300 ;  the  exact  figure  is  299. 

The  Duke  of  MARLBOROUGH :  I 
will  not  quarrel  with  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord.  He  may  be  right,  but  the 
point  is  not  important.  If  he  will 
turn  to  the  end  of  this  Parliamen- 
tary Paper,  page  120,  he  will  see  there 
an  account  of  the  desertions  of  Kaffirs. 
Over  8,000  Kaffir^  deserted  dufing  the 
year  1903,  as  compared  now  with  only 
300  Chinese.  The  noble  and  learned 
Lord  offered  no  c]:iticism  against  the 
adminiiBtration  of  affairs  at  the  mines 
because  8,000  Kaffirs  chose  to  desert, 
but  he   makes    tue    greatest   point   he 


possibly  can  of  the  fact  that  there  have 
been  300  desertions  among  the  Chinese. 

Lord  COLERIDGE :  The  300  deser- 
tions were  during  three  months :  that 
would  be    at  that    rate    1,200    in   the. 

year- 

The  Duke  of  MARLBOROUGH^ 
That  may  or  may  not  be  the  case ;  but, 
if  the  noble  Lord  attaches  so  much' 
importance  to  desertion,  I  think  he 
ought  to  haVe  selected  the  case  of  the 
Kaffirs  instead  of  that  of  the  Chinese. 

The  noble  and  learned  Lord  asked  for 
information  with  regard  to  flogging.  If 
he  will  examine  this  Blue-book  carefully 
he  will  see  that  there  have  been  only 
five  cases  of  flogging  as  a  result  of  these 
riots.  He  further  asked  how  this  flogging 
was  administered  and  who  was  entitled 
to  give  it.  If  he  will  turn  to  page  41  he 
will  see  this  statement,  made  by  Lord 
Milner — 

"  By  the  law  of  the  colony  no  sentence  of 
whipping  imposed  by  a  magistrate  can  be 
earned  out  till  the  record  is  sent  to  and  sen- 
tence confinned  by  a  Judge  of  the  Supreme 
Court.*' 

I  think  that  is  sufficient  protection  to 
ensure  that  no  improper  or  exaggerated 
form  of  whipping  is  given  to  the  Chinese. 
I  do  not  thinK  I  need  say  anything  more 
with  regard  to  riots.  The  noble  and 
learned  Lord  did  not,  I  am  glad  to  eay, 
attach  too  great  importance  to  them. 
There  have  been  a  certain  number 
of  riotSy  but  few  of  them  have  been 
very  important.  One  took  place  at  the 
Randfontein  Mine;  it  arose  over  the 
question  of  the  average  wage,  and  that 
was  a  dispute  between  the  Chinese  and 
the  mine  managers.  So  far  as  we  are 
aware,  all  questions  of  diflerence  and 
dispute  have  now  been  arranged,  and 
we  do  not  anticipate  that  there  will  be 
any  further  trouble.  The  noble  and 
learned  Lord  will  see  that  these  riots 
are  becoming  fewer  in  number.  Daring 
the  last  seven  months  of  the  year  1904 
there  were  seven  riots ;  this  year  there 
have  only  been  four  riots,  although  there 
are  a  greater  number  of  Chinese  in  the 
mines  now  than  last  year.  I  think 
Mr.  Evans's  prophecy  is  a  right  and 
proper  one,  that  the  longer  the  Chinese 
are  there  and  the  more  there  are  of  them 
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in  the  district  the^^fcwer  will  be  the  riots 
or  disturbances  among  them* 

r  I  think  I  have  dealt  \9ith  the  majority, 
or  at  any  rate  with  the  most  important 
of  the  points  raised  by  the  noble  and 
learned  Loid.  I  should  like  to  refer  for 
one  moment  to  the  condition  of  life  in 
the  compounds.  What  does  Tdi,  EvaDS 
eay  on  this  matter  ?  It  is  fully  set  forth 
in  his  long  statement  contained  in  this 
Blue-book.  He  s&ys  the  accommodation 
for  the  Chinese  is  ezcellentt  the  rooms 
axe  built, of  brick,  the  places  are  well 
ventilated,  the  drains  are  excellent,  there 
is  electric  light  for  heating,  there  are 
most  admirable  bathing-houses,  and  in 
some  compounds  there  are  dining  halls 
which  will  hold  as  many  as  500  Chinamen. 
The  compounds  are  not  prisons.  The 
gate  of  the  compound  is  open  all  day, 
and  the  Chinaman  has  the  right  to  go 
in  and  out  just  as  he  thinks  fit.  The 
hospitals  are  admirable,  and  there  are 
Chinese  doctors  as  well  as,  if  neces* 
sary,  a  European  doctor.  Inspectors 
are  constantly  visiting  the  com- 
pounds. The  freedom  of  the  men  is 
commented  upon.  They  are  allowed 
to  go  from  one  compound  to  another 
and  exchange  views  with  their  friends 
in  the  neighbouring  mines,  and  if  they 
have  any  point  of  view  which  they 
wish  to  put  to  a  fric  nd  in  the  neighbour- 
hood they  are  capable  of  doing  so.  Mr. 
Evans  concludes  his  report— 

"The  ezperiment  has  been  an  undoubted 
BuccesB,  and  will  be  more  so  from  day  to  day 
if  the  present  condition  of  fair  treatment  and 
honest  Bupervisicn  is  thoroughly  maintained." 

But'  Mr.  Evans  is  not  the  only 
authority  1  can  quote  to  substantiate 
the  statement  that  the  Chinese  are 
properly  treated  in  the  compounds. 
The  noble  and  learned  Lord  and  noble 
Lords  opposite  will  not  attach  the  same 
importance  that  we  do  to  the  opinion 
of  Mr.  Evans,  but  I  may  say,  in  paren- 
thesis, that  Mr.  Evans  has  for  twenty 
years  been  in  clcse  touch  with  the 
Chinese  in  the  Straits  Settlements.  His 
opinion  is  one  based  upon  long 
experience,  and  I  think  ^e  are  entitled 
to  give  to  it  every  coneideration. 
But  I  prefer  to  quote  other  opinions. 
I  have  the  opinions  of  public  men  who 
have  visited  the  compounds  themselves. 

The  Luke  of  MarlborotUfn,        _ 


I  notice  that  Sir  Gilbeit  Parker,  who 
visited  the  compounds,  told  the  House 
of  Commons  that  the  Chinese  had  as 
comfortable  quarters  as  anyone  in  the 
House ;  and  Mr.  Worsley-Taykr  spoke 
upon  the  admirable  system  of  the  com- 
pounds, how  well  the  men  were  lookid 
after  in  them,  and  said  he  was 
thoroughly  satisfied  with  the  treatment 
they  received.  The  Secretary  of  State, 
when  he  pointed  out  the  great  value  ot 
this  testimony  of  two  Members  of  Par- 
liament who  had  visited  the  compounds 
for  themselves,  was  interrupted  by  the 
Opposition,  not  by  denials,  not  by 
expressions  of  disapproval,  but  by 
expressions  of  disappointed  and  reluctant 
agreement.  I  now  turn  to  one  other 
authority,  whose  opinion  cannot  be 
ignored,  an  authority  to  whom  aoble 
Lords  opposite,  I  know,  will  attach  the 
greatest  importance  and  consideration. 
I  aUude  to  the  opinion  of  a  no  less  dis- 
tinguished individual  than  Mr.  Burt,  the 
Member  for  Morpeth.  What  did  Mr. 
Burt  say?  When  he  was  intervieired 
upon  the  question  of  the  treatment  of 
the  Chinese  in  South  Africa,  he  said — 

**  I  must  add  that  I  have  inspected  the  com- 
pounds, kitchens,  dining-halla,  and  all  mrrmngp- 
ments  for  the  hoBpit^Ls,  and,  having  seen  the 
food  supplied  to  them,  I  do  not  think  that 
with  regard  to  the  food  and  treatment  theie  can 
be  any  reasonable  complaint." 

He  went  on  to  add  that  in  his  opinion 
the  Chinese  were  treated  even  better  than 
the  Kaffiis  themselves.  These  are  the 
views  of  gentlemen  in  public  positions 
having  ^ery  difEerent  political  opinions, 
and  yet  you  will  note  that  there  is 
absolutely  unanimous  agreement  upon 
this  one  question  of  the  treatment  of  the 
Chinese  in  the  compounds. 

I  do  not  wish  to  be  too  controversial 
upon  this  matter,  but  I  cannot  help  being 
leminded  that  this  treatment  of  the 
Chinese,  substantiated  as  it  is  by  various 
authorities,  difiers  very  much  from  those 
prophecies  which  noble  Loids  opposite 
made  when  we  debated  this  question 
last  sessioll.  What  did  noble  Lords  say 
at  that  time?  The  noble  ^Marquess 
opposite  termed  the  conditions  under 
which  the  Chinese  would  be  employed 
"  semi  slavery,"  and  he  called  them 
prisoners.  The  noble  Lord  beside  him. 
Lord  Carrington,  ventured  to  describe  to 
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your  Lordships  what  a  componnd  was 
like.    He  said — 

'*I  do  not  know  if  joa  have  seen  a  native 
oompound.  I  haye»  and  a  more  horrible  sight 
it  ii  impossible  to  conoeire.  Imagine  a  piece 
of  gromid  surrounded  by  corrugated  iron, 
orowded  with  natiTee,  some  smoking,  others 
sitting  and  gambling,  and  others  watching  a 
dance,  to  say  the  least  of  it,  somewhat  wanting 
in  delicacy.*' 

That  was  a  gloomy  and  remarkable 
statement,  and  one  which  will  hardly  com- 
pare with  those  testimonies  I  have  just 
read  to  your  Lordships.  The  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  in  your  Lordships'  House  in- 
formed us  that  the  Chinese  were  to  be 
placed  in  cages,  though  I  admit  he  after- 
wards admitted  that  he  used  the  term  in 
a  fiffurative  sense;  and  it  was  Lord 
MoiucsweU  who  said  subsequently  that  if 
they  were  not  placed  in  cages  there  would 
be  Very  few  of  them  left.  The  noble  Lord 
on  the  Gross  Benches,  Lord  Stanmore, 
predicted  that  if  the  Chinese  were  herded 
together  in  close  barracks  they  would 
escape  by  another  way,  that  of  suicide. 
As  a  matter  of  &ct,  only  two  have  escaped 
ia  that  way,  which  b,  I  believe,  a  much 
smaller  proportion  than  exists  by  suicide 
in  the  Celestial  Land  itself.  The  right 
rev.  Prelate  the  Bishop  of  Hereford,  in 
his  fervour,  also  said  that  these  Chinamen 
were  no  better  than  animated  Oriental 
implements.  To  what  degree  these  state- 
ments have  been  falsified  by  subsequent 
events  it  is  hardly  necessary  for  me  to 
state.  We  are  entitled  to  draw  our  own 
conclusions,  and  I  think  the  country  will 
draw  this  conclusion,  that  they  have  been 
considerably  misinformed  as  to  the  real 
facts  of  this  case  by  the  somewhat  rash 
and  indiscriminate  comments  of  noble 
Lords  opposite  and  the  Party  to  which 
they  belong. 

Noble  Lords  opposite  are  admirable 
critics;  they  criticise  our  policy  in 
this  House  with  great  effect  and  with 
consummate  skill ;  but  I  cannot  say  the 
same  of  them  in  their  capacity  of 
prophets,  for  there  is  no  prediction  which 
they  have  made  which  has  not  been 
totally  falsified  by  subsequent  events. 
They  told  us  that  the  employment  o! 
white  men  in  South  Africa  would  be  re- 
duced by  the  advent  of  the  Chinese. 
There  are  3,000  more  white  men  to-day 
in  South  Africa  than  there  were  before 
the  arrival  of  the  Chinese.    They  told  us  I 


that  the  white  man  would  be  deprived  of 
the  means  of  livelihood  and  that  his 
wages  would  be  reduced  by  the  advent  of 
the  Chinese.  There  is  now  £500,000  a 
year  spent  in  South  Africa  in  wages  to 
white  men  over  and  above  the  amount 
that  was  paid  prior  to  the  arrival  of  the 
Chinese.  They  told  us  that  the  immig'a- 
tion  of  the  Chinese  would  oust  the  Kiffir 
from  his  legitimate  employment.  There 
are  more  Kafiirs  today  in  the  mines 
than  there  were  previous  to  the  arrival 
of  the  Chinese,  and  they  are  earning  just 
as  good  wages  as  formerly.  They  told 
us  that  the  advent  of  the  Chinese  would 
lower  the  wages  both  of  the  white  man 
and  the  Kaffir;  but  the  wages  of  the 
white  man  and  the  Kaffir  are  not  lower 
than  they  were  before  the  arrival  of 
the  Chinese.  In  the  face  of  ^ts  like 
these  it  is  not  surprising  that  a  gentle- 
man like  Mr.  Quin,  who  is  the  chief, 
opponent  of  Chinese  labour  in  South 
Africa,  should  have  stated,  when  inter- 
viewed on  the  subject — 

'*The  Chinese  are  here,  the  Ordinance  ii 
passed,  the  people  appear  to  be  contented,  there 
18  no  objection  raiped,  and,  as  far  as  I  am  con- 
cerned, in  any  politics  that  I  may  take  part  in 
future  the  question  is  absolutely  linishea." 

On  this  question  of  Chinese  labour  the 
majority  oi  noble  Lords  of  this  House 
have  already  formed  their  opinion  and 
have  recorded  that  opinion  on  several 
occasions,  but  if  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  opposite  persists  in  rushing  in  where 
Mr.  Burt  will  not  venture  and  where  Mr. 
Quin  will  not  dare  to  tread 

Lord  COLBRIDOE  :  WiU  the  noble 
Duke  BAj  wherein  I  differ  from  Mr. 
Burt? 

Thb  Dukb  of  MARLBOROUGH:  Mr. 
Burt  says  the  condition  of  the  Chinese  is 
excellent. 

Lord  COLERIDGE :  I  never  assailed 
it.  I  never  said  that  the  Chinese  were 
not  well  fed  and  well  housed.  We  feed 
and  house  our  horses  well  when  we  want 
them  to  work. 

Thb  Duke  op  MARLBOROUGH:  I 
certainly  inferred  from  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord's  speech  that  he  was  not  as 
satisfied  as  Mr.  Burt  was  as  to  the  treat- 
ment meted  out  to  the  Chinese.    Anyway, 


4:U 


TfanSvaat 


{LORDS) 


(Chinese  Lahauf). 


■1312 


the  iioble  and  learned  Lord  has  ventured 
on  ground  whicb  Mr.  Quin  declines 
entirely  to  tread ;  and  I  cannot  feel  that 
the  remarks  which  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  has  made  in  the  course  of  his  speech 
this  afternoon  can  be  considered  in  any 
way  as  injurious  to  the  policy  of  His 
Majesty's  Government. 

Earl  CARRINGTON  :  My  Lords,  after 
listening  to  the  very  powerful  speech  of 
my  i^oble  and  learned  friend  behind  mo, 
and  to  the  speech  of  the  noble  Duke  who 
has  replied  on  behalf  of  the  Government, 
I  am  still  more  at  a  loss  than  ever  to 
make  out  what  possible  justification  His 
Majesty's  Government  have  h^d  in 
sanctioning  thi^  Chinese  Ordinance.  It 
would  seem  that  there  might  be  two 
justifications  for  it — first,  the  universal 
consensus  of  British  and  Colonial  opinion 
in  favour  of  it ;  and  secondly,  the  fact 
that  it  would  of  itself  ipso  /oc/o  bring  an 
enormous  quantity  of  British  white 
labour  jnto  South  Africa  and  make  it  a 
white  self-governiag  colony.  But  so  far 
as  I  was  able  to  follow  the  noble  Duke 
I  do  not  think  he  tiied  to  prove  either 
of  those  two  thing.?.  He  laid  great  stress 
on  the  fact  that  there  were  3,000  more 
whites  employed  now  than  formerly,  aid 
I  eupposc  he  was  justified  in  making  a 
great  point  of  that ;  but  I  would  respect- 
fully remind  him  that  before  the  time  of 
the  Raid,  in  the  early  nineties,  British 
workmen  were  arriving  in  South  Africa 
ill  great  numbers.  I  remember  Mr.  Cecil 
Rhodes  saying  on  many  occasions  that 
if  t!ie  Imperial  Government  would  only 
hold  their  hand  and  not  ihterfere  with 
^outh  Africa  the  Britishers  were  conaing  in 
in  such  large  numbers  every  month  that 
the  country  by  sheer  force  of  numbers 
would  fall  like  a  ripe  apple  into  our 
hands.  I  think,  therefo  e,  that  the 
boast  that  3,000  more  white  men 
are  employed  on  account  of  the 
iufiux  of  36,000  rather  low  -  class 
Chinese  coolies  is  not  a  feather  in  the  cap 
of  His  Majesty's  Grovernmem^ 

The  noble  Duke  proceeded  to  call  my 
noble  and  learned  friend  behind  me  to 
task  with  regard  to  the  desertione.  He 
said  there  were  very  few  desertions  of 
Chinese  in  comparison  with  the  desertions 
of  Kaffirs  that  took  pkice  previously. 
These   are  quarterly  Retunu  after  all, 

The  Duke  of  Marlborough 


and  300  desarlions  per  quarter  is  I,26Q  a 
year,  and  that  took  place  when  there 
were  14,000  Chinese  in  South  Africa, 
whereas  the  averaged  desertion  of  Kaffirs, 
when  80|000  were  employed,  was  S,OOJ  a 
year.  I  am  not  much  of  an  arithmefeiciaD, 
but  I  calculate  that  this  comes  out  at 
about  the  same  average.  .The  noblo 
Duke  went  on  to  quote  the  opinion  of  a 
certain  Mr.  Qoin,  and  he  righUy  made  a 
great  point  of  the  speech  which  thf.t 
gentleman  delivered,  in  which  he  said — 

"  The  Chinese  are  here  ....  As  far  as  I  am 

oonotffned  in  poUticA,  the  question  is  finished. *' 

Lord  Milner'  made  a  great  point  of 
that,  and  he  wrote,  in  a  despatch— 

"  Personally  I  am  convinced  thai  the  last  of 
all  serious  opposition  has  been  spoken.** 

Lord  Milner  quoted  Mr.  Quin*s  state- 
ment, but,  unintentionally  of  course, 
left  out  a  very  important  part  of  that 
speech,  for  Mr.^Quin  said — 

"Please  onderstand  that  I  speak  for  mydelty 

There  is  a  proverb  that  "  One  swallow 
does  not  make  a  summer,'^  and  o:ie 
Mr.  Quin  does  not  make  all  the  white 
people  in  the  Transvaal  pro -Chows. 
In  considering  the  statement  made  by 
Lord  Milner  that  we  have  heard  the 
last  of  all  serious  opposition,  we  must 
remember  the  conditions  under 
which  these  people  live.  We  have  had  a 
casie  lately  of  Membors  of  the  House  of 
Commons  issuing  a  manifesto  to  their 
tenants,  saying  that  they  would  consider 
it  a  great  want  of  respect  to  them  if 
their  t3nant8  voted  against  the  political 
opinions  of  the  landlords.  What  is  done 
in  England  is  done  also,  without  any  b.^ 
motive,  I  have  no  doubt,  ill  the  Transvaal, 
and  after  the  treatment'  that  was  me'^<»d 
out  to  Mr.  Moneypenny,  of  the  Johdnnty- 
burg  Star,  and  to  Mr.  Creswell  and  others, 
the  employees  of  these  great  companies 
must  consider  that  it  wouldbe  best  at  any 
rate  to  agree  outwardly,  whatever  they 
may  think  inwardly,  with  these  big 
houses  in  politics  or  else  hold  their 
tongues. 

The  noble  Duke  went  on  to  speak 
of  the  way  in  which  the  CSiinese  are 
treated.  No  one  is  more  pleased,  I  •  am 
sure,  than  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
who  called  attention  to  this  question  to- 
day to  know  that  th^y  are  well  treated, 
but  I  think  some  of  the  credit  for  that  is 
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due  to  the  Party  to  which  I  have  the 
honour  to  belong,  because  we  have 
through  good  report  and  bad  report  done 
the  best  we  could  to  alleviate  the  con- 
ditions under  which  tbese  men  live,  and 
we  do  claim  some  part  of  the  credit  for 
the  good  conditions  under  which  they  live. 
The  noble  Duke  took  me  to  task  with 
regard  to  a  description  o!  a  compound 
which  I  gave  in  the  course  of  a  discussion 
last  year,  but  I  would  remind  him  that 
the  compound  I  was  speaking  of  was  one 
T  saw  at  Kimberley  in  1891 .  I  am  glad  to 
hear  that  a  great  advance  has  been  made, 
and  that  the  compounds  are  not  really  in 
the  horrible  condition  now  in  which  they 
were  when  I  visited  Kimberley.  The 
noble  Duke  also  quoted  Mr.  Burt.  We 
are  extremely  glad  that  Members  of 
Parliament  on  our  side  of  the  House,  as 
well  as  Sir  Gilbert  Parker  on  the  other, 
should  have  visited  thcS3  compounds, 
and  be  able  to  join  in  giving  credit  where 
credit  is  due.  Mr.  Burt  says, there  is 
nothing  to  find  fault  with  in  the  treat- 
ment of  the  Chinese  as  far  as  feeding  and 
living  is  concerned— I  have  heard  that 
they  have  everything  in  the  world  they 
want  except  dry  champagne— but  Mr. 
Burt  also  made  another  very  remarkable 
statement.  He  said  that  though  the 
Chinese  were  well  treated,  wherever  he 
went  he  found — 

"  Among  working  men  of  all  trades  general 
anabated  liotitility  against  Chinese  labour.'' 

And  he  went  so  far  as  to  say — and 
Mr.  Burt  is  not  a  man  who  exaggerates 
or,  as  the  French  say,  embroiders— that — 

*'  Even  some  mining  Johannetbarg  directors 
(thenuelyes  strongly  favourable  to  the  Ordin- 
ance) frankly  admitted  it  could  .never  have 
been  passed  in  any  freely-elccte'l  Parliament." 

Lord  Milner  i^  right,  I  think,  when  he 
declarea  that  there  will  not  be  any  more 
serious  opposition  as  regards  Chinese 
labour,  but  I  do  not  think  the  noble 
Duke  and  his  friends  can  consider  it  a 
great  feather  in  their  cap  to  have 
educated  pubUc  opinion  in  a .  Crown 
cotony  up  to  this  pitch,  and  to  have 
assisted  in  making  the  Transvaal  a  pluto- 
cratic commuuityi  served  by  cheap  alien 
labour  under  conditions  which  never 
would  have  been  sanctioned  if  there  had 
beer  a  free  Parliament  in  the  country. 

I  feel  so  strongly  upon  this  that  I  hope 
your  Lordshipf  will  extend  your  indul- 


gence to  me  for  another  fivd  minutes 
while  I  state  what  I  believe  is  the  great 
danger  of  this  Chinese  Ordinance.  The 
policy  may  or  may  not  be  popular  in 
South  Africa,  but  of  one  thing  I  am 
perfectly  certain  —  namely,  that  the 
recent  elections  all  over  the  country 
have  shown  that  the  Chinese  policy  of 
His  Majesty's  Government  is  extremely 
unpopular,  disliked,  and  mistrusted  by 
the  people  at  large  in  this  country. 
What  I  think  is  more  important  still  is 
the  feeling'  of  hostility  towards  the 
Chinese  Ordinance  which  exists  in  thd 
self-governing  Colonies  throughout  the 
Empire.  Most  of  the  newspapers  in 
England  are  in  favour  of  the  Chinese 
policy,  and  so  we  do  not  hear  much  o! 
it.  But  perhaps  I  may  be  permitted 
to  call  the  attention  of  your  Lordships 
to  expressions  of  opinion  with  regard  to 
this  Ordinance  on  the  part  of  the  Parlia- 
ments of  self-governing  Colonies.  In 
Australia,  in  March,  190i,  the  Upper 
House  without  a  division,  and  the  Lower 
House  by  fifty-four  votes  to  five,  passed 
Resolutions  declaring  that  they  had 
grave  objection  to  Chinese  labour  in  the 
Transvaal  when  it  was  permitted  with- 
out a  refefetidum  or  respdnsible  Govern- 
ment being  given  to  the  Colony.  In 
November,  190i,  in  New  Zealand,  the 
Upper  House  without  a  division,  and  the 
Lower  House  by  fifty  votes  to  four, 
deeply  regretted  the  introduction  of 
Chinese  labour  without  the  sanction  by 
vote  of  the  white  population  or  re- 
sponsible Government  being  granted. 
In  Capo  Colony,  in  November,  1904,  the 
Parliament  reaflBrraed  its  anti-Chinese 
Resolution  of  July  2nd,  1903.  In 
Canada,  except  in  British  Columbia,  the 
question  is  not  an  acute  one,  and  there 
has  not  been  a  Resolution  in  the  Imperial 
Parliament  upon  it ;  but  at  British 
Columbia  the  poll-tax  has  been  raised  to 
£100  a  head  for  each  Chinaman  who  goes 
into  the  country,  and  they  have  passed 
some  anti-Japanese  legislation  as  well, 
which  I  understand  has  been  disallowed 
by  the  Dominion  Parliament. 

What  have  the  chief  men  of  these 
colonies  said  on  this  subject?  I  will 
take  a  few  very  short  quotations  from 
their  great  Australian  statesmen.  Mr. 
Deakin,  who  is  a  great  supporter  of  His 
Majesty's    Government     and     of     Mr, 
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Chamberlain's  preferential  tarifE  policy, 
says — 

'*  Why  were  we  not  told  of  tliis  outcome  of 
Chinese  labour  at  the  commencement  of  the 
struggle?  We  should  have  said,  'Keep your 
mines.  Your  cheapness  is  too  dearlv  pur- 
chased. It  is  not  to  be  bought  by  blood.  No 
Empire  can  be  made  strong  by  such  means.' " 

Then  I  take  Mr.  Watson,  the  Labour 
Premier,  also  a  great  supporter  of  Mr. 
Chamberlain  and  preferential  tari&.  He 
says— 

'*We  are  told  that  Mr.  Chamberlain  is 
lar|[ely  responsible  for  the  introduction  of 
Chmese  in  South  Africa.  Quite  so.  No 
one  has  protested  more  stiongly  than  mjself 
against  that  action,  and  I  trust  that  those 
responsible  will  in  the  inid'ests  of  the 
£mpire  meet  their  reward  at  the  hands  of  the 
electors. ' 

Then  Mi.  Hughes,  late  Minister  for 
Foreign  Affairs  in  the  first  Commonwealth 
Parliament,  said — 

"  Speaking  as  far  as  I  am  able  on  behalf  of 
my  constituents,  I  will  never  vote  for  the 
despatch  of  another  contingent  to  take  part 
in  a  war  if  such  an  Ordinance  as  is  now  pro- 
posed be  carried  into  effect." 

This  policy  seemed  to  many  of  as  a 
very  dangerous  one  eighteen  months 
ago,  but  at  that  time  the  circumstances 
were  different.  The  great  Empires  of 
Britain  and  Russia  were  striving  for 
supremacy  in  the  Far  East.  Now,  the 
whole  thing  is  entirely  changed,  and  it 
seems  to  me  that  the  situation  is  far  more 
dangerous  now  than  it  was  eighteen 
months  ago.  Japan  has  developed  into 
a  first-rate  Power.  She  will,  I  suppose, 
be  sending  her  ambassadors  to  the  Courts 
of  all  the  great  Powers  of  Europe,  and 
the  millions  of  Chinamen  are  bound  to 
come  under  her  moral  and  practical 
suasion.  If  there  ever  was  a  time  when 
the  Chinese  question  required  careful  and 
delicate  handling,  one  would  have  thought 
it  was  the  present,  and  yet  this  b  the 
very  time  Ris  Majesty's  Government  has 
selected  to  dump  down  into  one  of  the 
nerve  centres  of  the  Empiie  36,000  low- 
class  Chinese  coolies,  some  of  whom  I 
believe  are  criminals,  accompanied  by 
only  two  wives  and  six  children.  I  ask, 
is  this  the  time  for  the  British  Govern- 
ment to  have  granted  to  the  mineowners 
a  request  which  the  late  President  Kruger 
himself,  from  the  highest  patriotic 
motives,  absolutely  and  indignantly 
refused  to  take  into  consideration  when  it 
was  proposed  to  him  ? 

Earl  Carrington. 


Two  years  ago,  a  statement  was  made 
which  Created  a  great  sensation  at  the 
time.  We  were  then  told  by  Mr. 
Chamberlain  that  our  great  Empire  waa 
in  peril.  He  also,  in  a  later  spe^sh,  com- 
pared the  Empire  to  a  loose  handle  of 
sticks  bound  together  by  a  thin  tie  of 
sentiment  and  sympathy.  I  do  not 
think  that  was  a  very  noble  description 
of  the  British  Empire,  but  I  will  not 
labour  that  point.  In  those  two  years 
men  have  been  thinking  over  this  speech, 
and  a  good  many  of  us  have  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  if  it  is  true  that  the 
Empire  is  in  peril,  may  it  not  be  that  a 
great  portion  of  that  danger  has  been 
caused  by  the  South  African  policy  of 
the  riffht  hon.  Gentleman  himself  ?  By 
the  courtesy  of  the  House,  I  have  quoted 
some  opinions  of  the  different  Colonial 
Governments,  and  I  think  I  may 
fairly  say  that  this  Chinese  question  has 
set  a  match  to  that  bundle  of  sticks 
loosely  tied  together  which  is  smouldering 
to  a  dangerous  extent,  and  whtob  may, 
at  a!\y  moment,  burst  out  into  a  fierce 
flame  of  discontent,  and  all  the  more 
because  this  is  no  longer,  as  we  were  told, 
"  an  experimeut " — it  is  a  fixed  policy ; 
and  in  their  addresses  to  the  electors 
Conservative  candidates  openly  say  that 
they  are  in  favour  of  the  Chinese  policy 
of  His  Majesty's  Government. 

The  danger  seems  to  me  to  be  Btill 
more  acute,  because  we  are  informed 
on  tha  highest  authority  that  the 
present  Government  do  not  intend 
to  submit  this  question  to  the  verdict  of 
the  electors  or,  indeed,  any  other 
question,  as  long  as  they  are  sup* 
ported  by  a  majority  in  the  House  of 
Commons.  That  means,  in  all  human 
probability,  that  the  Unionist  Govern- 
ment will  remain  in  power  for  another 
eighteen  months.  Noble  Lords  on  the 
Front  Bench  opposite  cheer  that  state- 
ment. Is  that  honestly  a  matter  for 
hilarity  and  satisfaction  when  you  think 
that  within  eighteen  months  we  shall  be 
face  to  face  with  an  army  of  over  100,000 
low-class  Chinese  coolies  in  the  Transvaal, 
which  we  have  been  told  by  my  noble 
friend  behind  me  has  1,200,000  inhabi- 
tants all  told,  out  of  which  less  than 
300|000  are  whites.  What  are  we  who 
detest  this  Ordinance,  who  think  it  is  un- 
British,  and  who  would  work  fiercely  and 
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honestly'to  stop  the  torrent  of  it,  to  do  ? 
To  whom  are  we  to  turn  t  We  are  laughed 
at  and  our  opinions  are  derided;  the 
Resolutions  of  the  different  self-governing 
Colonies  are  absolutely  ignored ;  the  out- 
look seems  hopeless.  To  whom  are  we  to 
turn? 

I  believe  there  is  one  last  chance. 
There  is  only  one  man  who  is  powerful 
enough  to  help  us.  Lord  Lansdowne  is 
one  of  the  few  living  statesmen  who  has 
won  his  spurs  in  the  wide  world.  He  was 
Governor-General  of  Canada  and  Viceroy 
of  India,  and  he  holds  in  his  hands  the 
threads  of  those  delicate  manipulations 
withgreat  Powers  which  men  call  ''Foreign 
Affairs,"  to  him  I  make  my  last  appeal. 
If  he  can  stand  up  in  this  House,  which  he 
leads  with  so  much  courtesy  and  ability, 
and  tell  us  that  he  considers  this  Chinese 
Ordinance  a  policy  that  is  in  the  best 
interests  of  the  nation,  a  policy  that  is 
consistent  with  the  high  ideals  of  British 
prestige  and  statesmanship,  I  have 
nothing  more  to  say.  I  nave  such 
respect  for  the  noble  Marquess  that,  so  far 
as  I  am  concerned,  if  he  will  get  up  and 
say  that,  he  will  take  all  the  wind  out  of 
my  sails.  I  ask  him,  Can  he  con- 
scientiouely  stand  up  and  say  that  my 
noble  friend  Lord  Spencer,  who  leads  the 
Opposition  in  your  Lordships'  House,  was 
wrong  when  he  wrote — 

*'  We  should  pause  before  we  continue  a  policy 
which  is  the  subject  of  such  bitter  contention 
and  which  ha»  deeply  stirred  the  moral  sense 
of  England  and  her  Colonies." 

Loid  Spencer  went  on  to  say— 

*'Is  it  right  to  continue  this  system  of  in- 
dentured laboor  beyond  the  obligations  cf 
ezistinic  contracts  T  '* 

I  heard  with  the  greatest  regret  the 
speech  made  by  the  Prime  Minister  at  the 
Albert  Hall  when  he  was  addressingseveral 
thousands  of  his  supporters  at  the  annual 
meeting  of  the  Primrose  League. 
He  sneered  and  jeered  at  those  who 
conscientiously  are  opposed  to  this 
Chinese  Ordinance.  I  wish  that  it  had 
happened  to  him  to  have  spent  six 
months  or  a  year  in  a  self-governing 
colony.  He  would  then  have  known  that 
beneath  this  conscientious  objection  to 
Chinese  labour  tiiere  lies  a  most  poetic 
and  pathetio  vein  of  feeling.  It  is  not 
only  the  death  knell  of  British  labour 
that  they  fear.  There  are  other  horrors 
too  great  for   me   to  mention   in   this 
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House.  What  they  feel  js  that  it 
must  eventually  be  the  death  kneU  of 
home  life.  This  Empire  was  won  by 
sacrifice*  and  we  are  told  that  it  can  only 
be  maintained  by  sacrifice.  Ought  we 
not  as  Englishmen  to  sacrifice  a  chance 
of  immediate  pecuniary  advantage  so  as 
to  meet  the  conscientious  convictiqns  of 
our  brothers  across  the  sea  ?  Ought 
we  not  to  try  and  justify  the  war  by 
the  fulfilment  of  those  promises  with 
which  we  went  to  war,  and  convince 
the  colonists,  who  sent  us  their  best 
and  their  bravest  in  the  hour  of  need, 
that  their  brave  soldiers  who  fought  for 
the  ideal  of  British  supremacy  and  for 
the  freedom  of  British  colonisation  have 
not  fought  and  striven  and  died  in  vain. 

♦The  LORD  ARCHBISHOP  op 
CANTERBURY :  My  Lords,  I  do  not 
know  that  I  can  add  very  much  to  the 
information  before  your  Lordships  or  help 
greatly  towards  the  elucidation  of  the 
opinions  that  we  should  form  upon  this 
subject  by  saying  the  few  words  that  I 
desire  to  say  to-night.  I  have  spoken  on 
this  subject  four  times  already,  and  have 
explained  to  your  Lordships  what  seemed 
to  me  to  be  alike  its  difficulties  and  its 
drawbacks,  but  as  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  who  opened  this  discussion  openly 
called  upon  me,  I  feel  that  it  might  seem 
cowardly  or  discourteous  if  I  did  not  say 
a  few  words  in  reply.  I  have  no  right  to 
expect,  and  I  do  not  expect,  that  the  view 
at  which  I  have  arrived  upon  this  subject 
will  be  acceptable  either  to  those  who 
feel,  as  Lord  Carrington  does,  that  it  was 
the  bounden  duty  of  the  authorities  at 
home  to  override  what  I  believe  is  now 
admitted  by  almost  everyone  to  be  the 
general  wish  of  the  people  of  the 
Transvaal 

Earl  CARRINGTON ;  No. 

♦The  lord  ARCHBISHOP  op 
CANTERBURY  :  As  the  nobla  Lord 
challenges  me  on  that  point  I  would  refer 
him  to  the  pamphlet  issued  by  Mr. 
Creswell,  in  which  thatgentleman  seems  to 
admit  that,  however  deeply  he  may  regret 
it,  the  general  opinion  has  gone  round  to 
that  side.  I  do  not,  as  I  say,  expect  that 
the  view  at  which  I  have  arrived  on  this 
subject  will  be  acceptable  to  those 
who    feel   that    ib    was    the   bounden 
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duty    of    the    authorities    at    Downing 
Street     to     override     the    opinion    of 
the  large  majority  in  the  Transvaal,  on 
the   ground    that    the  thing   is  so  in- 
herently mischievous  and  bad  that  no 
amount    of    conditions    or    limitations 
can  make  it  anything  but  intolerable. 
Nor,  again,    can    I    expect   to    satisfy 
those    who    take    the    view    that    this 
Ordinance  is  an  admirable  plan  in  every 
respect,  is  good  for  the  prosperity  of  the 
Transvaal,  good  for  the  Chinaman,  and 
good  even  for  the  Eai&r  in  South  Africa, 
and  that  it  ought  by  all  means  to  be 
encouraged.     I  share  neither  of  those 
views,    fiut  I  have  honestly  tried  to  get 
at  the  facts  of  the  case  so  far  as  they  are 
ascertainable  from  a  perusal  of  the  litera- 
ture which  has  been  published  on  the 
subject.    I  regard  the  matter  as  one  in 
which  the  opinions  of  Lord  Milner,  Sir 
Arthur  Lawley,  and  other  high-minded 
and  public-spirited  men  in  the  Transvaal 
are  entitled  to  the  fullest  consideration 
and  respect.     On  the  other  hand,  it  is 
only- with  the  most  marked  Umitations 
that  I  have  felt  it  could  be  right  for  the 
authorities  at  home  to  give  their  sanction 
to  an  Ordinan  3c  which  I  honestly  admit 
jars  upon  me  whichever  way  I  look  at 
it,  and  one  which  it  surprises  me  to 
think  should  have  been  felt  to  be  desir- 
able by  those  who  initiated  it. 

I  tried  a  year  ago  to  explain  what 
appeared  to  me  to  be  the  three  conditions 
which  ought  to  be  imposed  before  any 
sanction  could  properly  be  given  by  the 
home  authorities  to  such  an  arrangement 
as  this.  The  first  was  that  there  should  be 
no  fraudulent  enlistment ;  that  men  should 
not  be  brought  away  from  their  homes 
under  pretences  which  should  turn  out 
to  have  been  misleading.  The  next  was 
that  there  should  be  in  the  life  lived  by 
these  men  nothing  in  the  natxire  of  what 
could  properly  be  called  slavery,  that 
there  should  b3  no  intolerable  conditions 
imposed  which  we  should  feel  to  be  im- 
possible and  discreditable  when  aealing 
with  the  difficult  subject  of  the  employ- 
ment by  a  race  of  a  superior  grade  in 
civilisation  of  members  of  a  race  of 
inferior  grade.  The  third  condition  was 
that  there  should  not  be,  by  this  incursion 
of  the  Chinese  into  the  Transvaal,  any 
element  intrcduced  of  real  peril  as  re- 
gards the  morality  of  the  community 

The  Lord  Archbishop  of  Canterbury. 


into  which  the}  entered.    To  that  view 
I  absolutely  adhere. 

I  have  looked  with  the  greatest  care, 
not  merely  to  the  official  reports,  but 
also  to  the  hostile  pamphlets  written 
against  this  movement,  to  see  whether  or 
not  these  conditions  appear  to  have  been 
violated.  With  regard  to  t^e  first  condi- 
tion, I  think  the  information  which  has 
been  brought  before  us  on  both  sides 
shows  that,  so  far  as  ingenuity 
cou^d  devise  them,  safeguards  of 
every  sort  have  been  provided 
against  the  danger  of  fraudulent 
enlistment.  Moreover,  it  is,  I  think,  un- 
disputed that  the  regions  from  which 
immigrants  are  now  coming  are  in  many 
cases  regions  to  which  letters  are  going 
back  from  those  who  are  at  work,  and 
those,  therefore,  who  are  leaving  for  the 
Transvaal,  have  had  an  opportunity  of 
knowing  what  those  who  have  preceded 
them  think  and  feel  about  it 

Then,  with  regard  to  the  treatment 
of  the  Chinese  when  in  the  Transvaal, 
the  question  is  so  surounded  with  difficul- 
ties that  I  feel  that  the  official  testimony 
on  the  subject  requires  to  be  carefully 
checked  by  the  utterances  of  those  who 
observe  the  matter  from  a  point  of  view 
hostile  to  the  enactment  as  a  whole. 
Mr.  Creswell,  in  his  pamphlet,  declares 
that  the  statements  as  to  slavery  and 
as  to  the  Chinese  labourers  being 
badly  housed  and  badly  treated  are 
simply  a  mistake  in  fact,  and  that 
such  allegations  do  harm  to  the 
cause  he  supports.  Speaking  from 
personal  inspection,  he  says  that  the 
natives  and  Chinese  in  all  the  best  mines 
have  greater  material  comfort  than  they 
ever  had  before  in  their  lives.  That 
testimony  can  be  abundantly  supported 
from  other  sources,  and  your  Lordships 
will  remember  that  it  comes  from  a 
man  who  is  foremost  in  opposing  the 
whole  Ordinance. 

When  we  come,  however,  to  the 
third  condition,  the  case  is  different. 
It  is  one  which  it  appears  to  me 
has  been  too  little  considered  by 
those  who  were  first  responsible  for 
the  movement,  and  also,  as  far  as  the 
Blue-book  shows,  by  those  who  are  at 
present  administering  the  Ordinance  in 
the  Transvaal.  It  is  a  problem  full  of 
difficulty,  and  I  am  far  from  saying  what 
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ought  to  be  done.    It  is  strange  that  in 
a  Blue- book  so  volaminoos  and  thorough 
as  this  there  should  be  not  one  single 
reference  to  this  difficulty.    Everybody 
believed,  at  first,  that  if  the  Chinaman 
was  given  the  choice  of  taking  his  wife 
and  family  with  him  he  would  be  likely 
to  do  so.    We  ought  to  have    known 
better.    On  looking  back  to    the  con- 
troversies that  took  place  fifty  yearar  ago 
about  Chinese  emigration  to  the  West 
Indies  and  elsewhere,  I  find  that  it  was 
stated  by  Mr.  Alcock  and  others  that  the 
Chinese  emigrant   never  did  and  never 
would    take   his    wife  with    him.    The 
more  closely  that  I  have  inquired  since 
into  the  usages  of  that  people  the  more 
certainly     does    this     appear    to     be 
true.     It     seems     to    me    that     the 
facilities  which  have  been  given  are  ample 
and  generous,  and  the  fact  that  they  have 
not  been  taken  advantage  of  shows  that 
the  Chinaman  is  following  what  is  appar- 
ently the  rule  of  hia  race.    The  fact  is 
disquieting,  and  I  should  like  to  know 
a  little  more  as    to  what  it   is  Ukely 
to  involve;  for  I  do  not  feel  satisfied 
with  the  testimony  that  has  been  given 
to  us  to-night  to  the  efEect  that  all  is 
going  right.    It  is  impossible  to  judge  of 
such    a   question  after    a  few   months 
only    of   the    residence  of    these   men 
in    strange    surronndings     and     under 
limitations    that     are    likely     to     be 
relaxed  in  practice.    That  is  not  a  suffi- 
dent  criterion  to  enable  as  to  judge  of 
what  may  be  a  difficulty  when  this  Targe 
nnmber  of  men  have  been  residents  for 
a  long  time,  say  two  years,  and  have 
been    mixing  with    other  people,    for, 
as    the    Blue-book    shows,    they    will 
probabfy   be   allowed    after  a  time  to 
have  larger  liberty   of   exit   from    the 
boundaries  within  which  the^  are    re- 
strained, and,  tiierefore,  probably  to  mix 
with  the  native  races  and  other  people. 
I  am  not  competent,  and  still  less  am  I 
desirous,    to    prophesy  that    evil    will 
foUow;    but     those    who     have     had 
expeiience  of  Chinese  labourers  elsewhere 
and  are  able  to  judge  on  the  spot  about 
present  possibilities  should    look   more 
closely  than  the  Blue-book  shows  they 
have  looked  into   such  a    question    if 
we  are  to  hope  that  a  right  judgment 
may  be  formed 

When  the  question  of  Chinese  immigra- 
tion    was    discussed    half    a     century 


ago     this    question     was     continually 
to  the  front.    In  the  proceedings  before 
the  Commission    of    1854    and    in  the 
correspondence  with  the  Colonial  Office  of 
that  day,  the  problem  was  dwelt  upon,  and 
the  opinion  of  the  Colonial  Office  then  was 
that  it  deserved  the  closest  and  most 
careful  attention.    It  may  be  that  the 
Colonial    Government   or   the   Colonial 
Office  at  home  have  at  this  moment  infor- 
mation that  all  necesssary  or  possible 
precautions  are   being   taken  and  that 
apprehensions  are  comparatively  ground* 
less;   but  I  should   Eke  to  be  assured 
that    the     matter    has    received     the 
attention  it  deserves  in  connection  with 
the    subject   as    a   whole.      What  haf> 
brought   about    the    apparent    change 
from  the  aspect  in  which  the  difficulty 
presented  itself  fifty  years  ago  ?    Have 
the  habits  of  the  Chinese  people  altered, 
or  can  it  be  that  we  are  less  particular 
than  we  then  were,  less  on  the  watch  in 
safeguarding  our  fellow-subjects  against 
an  evil  which  can  only  be    indirectly 
referred  to  ?    All  I  venture  to  say  is  that, 
while  I  regard  the  first  two  conditions 
upon  which  I  have  insisted  as  having 
been  successfully  carried  out,  and  find  no 
ground  for  dissatisfaction  in  the  Blue- 
book,  I  do  not  find  equal  satisfaction  in 
the  absence  of  reference  to  that  third 
condition  which  I  have  mentioned.  I  have 
tried   to    look    at   the    whole    subject 
honestly,  and  to  arrive  at  an  independent 
and  unbiassed  opinion  about  it.     It  is 
certainly     beset     with      the     greatest 
difficulties,  and,  for   my  part,  while    I 
am  far  from   being  happy  or  satisfied 
at  such  a  thing  being  done  at  all,  it  is  my 
special  wish  that  upon  the  moral  aspect 
of  this  life  of  the  Chinese  in  the  com- 
pounds we  should  have  fuller  informa- 
tion than  the  House  at  present  possesses. 

♦Tab  Earl  of  MINTO  :  My  Lords,  I 
have  been  so  long  absent  from  this 
country  that  I  feel  very  diffident  in 
addressing  your  Lordships,  but,  as  my 
noble  friend  Lord  Carrington  in  his  allu- 
sions to  colonial  legislation  turned  to  me, 
I  hope  I  may  be  aUowed  to  make  a  few 
remarks,  for  I  cannot  entirely  agree  with 
the  complexion  which  he  put  upon  that 
legislation.  During  the  term  of  my  office 
in  Canada  I  saw  a  good  deal  of  legislation 
levelled  against  not  only  Chinese  but 
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Japaiiese  immigration,  but  that  legisla- 
tion was  entirely  provinoiaL  It  was 
legislation  inaugurated  by  the  Parliament 
of  British  Columbia,  and  it  was  invariably 
disallowed  by  the  Dominion  Parliament. 
It  was  not  only  directed  against  immi- 
gration, but  dealt  ako  with  employment 
in  certain  trades  in  British  Columbia  not 
only  of  Chinese  but  Japanese,  and  it  was 
objected  to' by  the  Dominion  Government 
chiefly  on  the  ground  that  it  was  anti- 
Imperial.  I  may  tell  your  Lordships 
that  this  strong  feeling  against  the  immi- 
gration of  Chinese  and  Japanese  in 
British  Columbia  is  very  much  mixed  up 
with  labour  interests  and  utilised  for 
political  purposes.  The  result  of  all  this 
legislation  was  that  a  Royal  Commission 
was  appointed,  I  think  in  1900,  and  it 
reported  in  1902  against  both  Chinese 
and  Japanese  immigration,  but  the 
only  result  was  that  the  Dominion 
Parliament  still  refused  to  pass  the 
British  Columbian  Acts,  though  they 
did  agree  ultimately  to  raise  the  poll-tax 
for  each  Chinaman  from  100  dollars  to 
500  dollars.  In  dealing  with  this  Ques- 
tion I  do  not  think  it  is  fair  to  oraw 
comparisons  between  British  Columbia 
in  its  present  state  and  the  Transvaal ;  if 
you  want  to  make  a  fair  comparison  you 
must  go  back  to  the  early  days  of  British 
Columbia  before  its  resources  were  de- 
veloped. Those  resources  were  developed 
very  largely  by  means  of  Chinese  labour. 
The  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  the  mak- 
ing of  which  really  brought  British 
Columbia  into  confederation,  was  built 
very  largely  by  Chinese  labourers.  There 
were  something  like  7,000  employed  on 
the  line,  and  they  were  a  well-behaved, 
respectable  body  of  men.  All  the  re- 
sources in  British  Columbia  at  that  time 
were  developed  to  a  great  extent  by  the 
same  means,  because  white  labour  did 
not  exist.  We  all  wish  to  employ  white 
labour  if  we  can  get  it,  and  at  the 
present  moment  white  labour  in  British 
Columbia  may  be  more  available  than  it 
wasy  but  we  must  not  forget  that  British 
Columbia  rose  to  its  present  prosperous 
position  very  largely  through  the  em- 
ployment of  Chinese  labour.  We  must 
all  recognise  that  there  are  periods  in  the 
early  history  of  colonial  dependencies 
when  white  labour  is  not  obtainable,  and 
I  ask  your  Lordships,  are  we  to  sit  down 
The  Earl  of  Minto, 


and  see  these  resources  remain  node- 
veloped  through  some  theoretical  idea 
that  we  must  not  employ  other  tli*n 
white  labour  1 

Lord  8TANM0RE :  My  Lords,  I  do 
not  wish  the  debate  to  close  without 
saying  a  few  words  on  this  subject.  I 
cannot  agree  with  the  noble  Duke  the 
Under-Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
that  this  is  a  subject  which  has  been 
already  completely  thrashed  out.  I 
think  it  is  a  very  important  one,  and  one 
which  still  afiords  great  possibilities  of 
discussion;  and  my  reason  for  rising  is 
to  bring  before  the  House  some  considera- 
tions to  which  I  think  the  attention  of 
your  Lordships  has  not  been  drawn.  It 
is  not  so  much  the  interests  of  the  Chinese 
labourers  that  I  wish  to  refer  to.  We 
all  desire  that  they  should  be  fairly 
treated,  but  that  is  not  the  sole  or  the 
principal  object  which  we  have  in  view. 
You  can  do  nothing  in  this  matter  with- 
out its  having  a  great  effect  upon  the 
whole  system  of  indentured  immigration 
throughout  all  our  Colonies.  There  will 
be  throughout  them  all  a  movement  for  the 
relaxation  of  those  regulations  which  are 
now  in  force  in  regard  to  the  employment 
of  labourers,  if  some  additional  restriction 
is  not  added  to  those  which  exist  in  the 
Transvaal. 

There  is  another  and  more  important 
reason  why  I  desire  to  see  this  subject 
well  ventilated  in  Parliament  and  in  the 
country  ;  I  refer  to  the  effect  this  system 
will  have  on  the  white  population  of  the 
colonies  where  these  immigrants  are 
employed  by  the  encouragement  it  will 
give  to  the  pernicious  views  which  are 
only  too  prevalent  at  present  in  those 
colonies  with  regard  to  the  manner  in 
which  the  different  races  living  in  them  are 
to  be  considered.  Indentured  immigration 
has  been  of  vast  benefit  both  to  the 
colonies  in  which  the  labourers  have  been 
introduced  and  to  the  labourers  them- 
selves. I  have  seen  it  abundantly 
illustrated.  I  have  seen  the  coolies  who 
came  in  misery  and  poverty  from  India 
develop  into  self-respecting  householders 
and  cultivators,  and  become  prosperous 
in  the  land ;  and  I  have  seen  also  how 
the  C3lonies  into  which  they  have  been 
introduced  have  been  benefited  by  their 
introduction,  how  cultivation  has   gen? 
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on  where  cultivation  did  not  exist  before, 
and  how  what  were  practically  deserts 
have  blossomed  into  gardens  under  their 
agency.  But  it  has  always  been  and 
always  will  be  a  difficult  and  dangerous 
task.  It  is  a  system  which  requires  the 
mopt  careful  watching  and  the  most 
careful  regulation.  Without  those  regu- 
lations and  without  that  care  it  is  a 
serious  danger  to  the  community.  Such 
a  danger  must  always  exist  where  you 
have  a  wholly  artificial  state  of  society 
founded  upon  exceptional  laws. 

The  late  Lord  Elgin  was  no  sentimen- 
talist. The  younger  Members  of  the 
House,  such  as  the  noble  Duke  the  Under- 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  do  not 
remember  him,  but  there  are  many  older 
Peers  who  will  recollect  that  he  was  a 
man  of  great  ability  and  sagacity,  and  of 
rather  a  cynical  than  a  sentimental  turn 
of  mind.  This  is  what  he  wrote  in  a 
letter  on  this  subject — 

"It  is  a  terrible  buaioess  this  living  among 
inferior  races.  I  have  seldom  from  man  or  woman 
since  I  came  to  the  East  beard  a  sentence 
which  was  reconcilable  with  the  hypothesis  that 
Christianity  had  ever  come  into  the  world. 
Detestation,  contempt,  ferocity,  these  are  the 
feelings  with  which  Chinese  and  Indians  alike 
are  regarded.  We  do  not  treat  them  as  dogp, 
because  in  that  case  we  would  whistle  to  them 
and  pet  them,  but  as  machines  ^ith  which  we 
can  have  no  communion  or  sympathy." 

That  is  very  much  like  the  machines 
that  my  noble  friend  the  noble  Duke 
Bpoke  of,  and  this  testimony  raises  one 
of  the  greatest  dangers  in  our  dealings 
with  this  subject — the  danger  to  the 
whites  themselves  of  the  encouragement 
of  race  hatred,  and  this  is  a  point  which 
I  think  it  is  important  for  us  to  consider. 

As  to  the  three  conditions  referred  to 
by  the  most  rev.  Primate,  I  think  he 
has  completely  established  the  first.  As 
far  as  the  regulations  go,  I  see  nothing  of 
unfairness  in  the  way  in  which  the  coolies 
are  recruited.  There  will  be  some  unfair- 
ness— there  always  is — behind  the  scenes, 
but  you  cannot  prevent  that.  A  s  regards 
his  second  condition,  I  believe  the 
physical  treatment  of  the  Chinese  in  the 
Transvaal  is  good,  but  physical  treatment 
is  not  all.  When  I  read  the  description 
given  of  the  compounds,  of  how  the  men 
are  well  fed,  well  housed,  and  well  taken 
care  of,  I  seemed  to  be  reading  some  oi 
the  accounts  of  my  old  Inspector-General 


of  Prisons  in  Ceylon.  There,  too,,  we 
took  very  good  care  to  shut  up  people  in 
compounds,  where  they  were  very  weU 
fed,  very  well  housed,  very  well  doctored, 
very  well  looked  after,  and  very  often 
much  better  off  than  out  of  prison,  but 
they  were  in  prison.  I  maintain  that 
this  compound  system  is  the  great  blot 
on  the  African  system  of  Chinese  immi- 
gration. You  have  no  right  to  shut  up 
men  in  what  are  virtually  prisons.  It  is 
a  mistake  to  think  that  these  regula- 
tions apply  to  coolies  elsewhere.  The 
noble  Marquess  the  Leader  of  this 
House  dwelt  last  year  on  the  similarity 
of  the  laws  that  existed  in  this 
respect,  but  he  was  quite  mistaken. 
He  quoted  as  an  argument  that  the 
coolies  in  Trinidad  were  compelled  to 
reside  on  the  estates.  It  is  true  that 
in  a  quite  recent  Act — passed  in  1899 — 
that  obligation  of  residence  was  for  the 
first  time  put  into  the  law.  But  what  is 
meant  by  residence  ?  The  noble  Marquess 
thought  it  meant  that  they  were  confined 
to  the  estate  and  were  punished  if  they 
left  it.  The  noble  Marquess,  of  course, 
csnnot  himself  know  much  about  colonial 
affairs ;  he  is  taken  up  with  the  impor- 
tant questions  connected  with  his  Depart- 
ment and  probably  only  speaks  on 
colonial  matters  on  information  supplied 
to  him.  A  certain  clause  was  given  to  the 
noble  Marquess  which  he  quoted  to  the 
House,  but  those  who  furnished  him  with 
that  clause  quite  forgot  to  give  him  alec 
Clause  137,  which  follows  it,  and  which 
Ls  to  this  effect,  that  it  is  punishable  for 
anv  man  to — 

"Absent  himself  without  leave  from  the 
plantation  in  such  manner  or  for  such  a  time 
as  to  constitute  a  breach  of  the  obligation  of 
residence." 

Nothing  like  the  imprisonment  in  the 
compounds  which  obtains  in  South  Africa 
obtains  in  any  other  colony.  The  im- 
migration of  women  is  imperative  in 
other  colonies  importing  indentured 
labourers.  If  the  same  laws  with  regard 
to  Chinese  immigrants  prevailed  in  South 
Africa  as  are  enforced  in  other  colonies 
the  Chinese  would  not  be  counted  by 
thousands,  or  by  hundreds,  or  even  by 
scores.  If  the  same  proportion  of  women 
to  men  was  enforced  there  as  is  enforced 
in  other  colonies  the  number  of  Chinamen 
would  be  only  six.  Those  who  say  that 
the  conditions  are  the  same  in  South 
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Aiiica  as  in  other  colonies  may  take  that 
fact  to  heart  and  make  the  best  they  can 
of  it.  It  must  have  a  bad  effect  on  the 
white  community  to  be  encouraged  to 
look  down  on  immigrants  as  prisoners. 

♦Thb  lord  bishop  of  HERBFORD  : 
My  Lords,  even  at  this  late  hour  I  hope 
I  may  be  permitted  very  briefly  to  say 
how  this  matter  presents  itself  to  plain 
and  serious  English  people  outside  the 
Parliamentary  circle.  The  noble  and 
learned  Lord  at  the  beginning  of  his 
speech  spoke  of  the  Chinese  Chrdinance 
as  a  new  departure.  It  is  not  because  it 
is  a  new  departure  that  we  object  to  it, 
but  because  it  is,  in  fact,  a  reversion  to 
a  lower  type  of  legislation  and  represents 
a  policy  wh'ch  we  had  hoped  had  been 
entirely  discarded.  EngUsh  people  have 
feelings  of  repulsion  in  regarding  this 
Ordinance  because  of  the  taint  of 
serfdom  in  it. 

The  Questions  of  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  were  somewhat  comprehensive. 
They  dealt  with  the  recruiting  of  the 
Chinese  labourers,  with  their  treat- 
ment in  South  Africa,  and  with  the 
declarations  of  His  Majesty's  Ministers 
on  the  subject.  One  cannot  but  observe 
to  what  an  extent  on  this  side  of  the 
House  the  discussion  has  been  confined 
to  the  treatment  of  the  natives.  With 
regard  to  the  question  of  recruiting,  the 
well-known  Chinese  missionary,  the  Rev. 
Arnold  Foster,has  described  the  advertise- 
ments for  these  labourers  in  Northern 
China  as  absolutely  misleading.  Those 
advertisements  are  said  to  omit  no 
favourable  condition  among  the  terms 
of  the  Ordinance  except  one,  and  that 
one  is  the  condition  that  the  Chinaman 
may  take  his  wife  to  South  Africa  with 
him,  while  they  hardly  refer  at  all  to 
thpse  conditions  which  have  in  them  the 
element  of  slavery.  One  would  like  to 
know  whether  that  series  of  advertise- 
ments is  still  being  circulated  in  Northern 
China — whether  these  roseate  and  mis- 
leading announcements  are  still  the  first 
thing  the  Chipese  emigrants  to  South 
Africa  are  allowed  to  see.  I  agree  that, 
on  the  whole,  the  treatment  of  the 
Chinese  in  the  compounds  is  favourable. 
The  mincowners  are  wise  and  shrewd 
men ;  they[[are,  no  doubt,  also  influenced 
by  i  humane  ^views,   and   therefore  it   is 

[-  Lord  Stanmore. 


not  surprising  that  they  should  treat 
their  labourers  well.  Still.  I  have  read, 
within  the  last  day  or  two,  statements 
in  the  Press  of  coolies  having  been 
tied  up  by  the  pigtail  so  that  their 
toes  only  touched  the  ground,  and  so 
many  cuts  of  the  cane  administered  to 
them  by  order  of  the  compound  mana- 
ger. One  cannot  but  ask  who  gives 
this  authority  ?  This  statement  may  not 
have  been  seen  by  many  ol  your  Lord- 
ships; it  appeared  in  the  Dailif  News^ 
which,  if  not  universally  read,  is  read  by 
an  immense  number  of  serious,  middle- 
cla^s  English  people.  The  statement  was 
written  to  Mr.  R.  L.  Brathwaite  by  a 
member  of  the  Witwatersrand  Trude  ^nd 
Laboiu  Council  and  if  ^it  is  mistaken  it 
ought  to  be  contradicted. 

But  it  is  not  merely  of  the  Chinese 
that  most   of  us    are  thinking.    I  am 
thinking    also    of    the    r^utation    of 
Englishmen,    because  this    policy  is  a 
step    backward,    and    has    placed    an 
offensive     yellow     blotch     upon     the 
escutcheon  of  our   Empire  of  freedom. 
Moreover,  putting  aside  the  moral  aspect 
of  the  question,  and  regarding  it  from  the 
economical  point  of  view,   this  system 
of    indentured   Chinese    labour   in   the 
Transvaal  is  nothing  more  nor  leas  than 
a  triumph  of  capitalism.    It  is  obvious 
to  any  impartial  reader  that  the  Trans- 
vaal is  not  governed  by  His  Majesty's 
Government  at  home,  or  by  the  High 
Commiseioner,  but  by  a  group  of  capi- 
talists, who  have  stated  in  the  frankest 
terms  that  they  do  not  wish  the  Rand 
to  become  a  white  man's  country.    Their 
policy  is  that  it  should  not  be  a  country 
with  its   thousands  of    white  men  like 
Durham  or  Lancashire,  everyone  with  a 
vote,  but  that  the  govermnent  of  the 
country  should  be  in  the  hands  of  a  group 
of  capitalists  working  servile  labour.     I 
need  not  remind  your  Lordships  of  the 
very  plain  statements  thathave  been  made 
by  chairmen  of  companies  on  this  subject 
when  they  have  met  their  shareholders, 
and  I  need  not  remind  you  of  the  state- 
ment made  by  Lord  Milner,  in  which  l.e 
said  the   Rand  did   not  want  a  white 
proletariat.    When  this  country  sent  its 
sons  to  fight  in  the  late  war  they  expected 
that  they  were  fighting  for  something  very 
different  from  this.    However  much  we 
might  have  objected  to  the  war,  we  had 
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hoped  the  result  might  be  that  we  should 
see  a  colony  of  British  citizens  growing 
up  and  expanding,  and  we  might  have 
seen  the  beginning  of  this  but  for  this 
policy.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord  has 
reminded  us  that  bub  for  the  invasion  of 
yellow  labour  we  might  fairly  have 
anticipated  the  development  of  mining 
by  the  employment  of  an  ever-increasing 
number  of  white  men,  so  that  we  should 
have  had  our  fellow-countrymen  going 
from  Cornwall  and  other  parts  and  settling 
with  the'r  families  in  what  would  have 
become  a  prosperous  and  happy  colony  of 
tht)  English  self-governing  type.  Now  it  is 
beyond  all  question  that  theRandisaplace 
governed  by  a  few  millionaire  capitalists, 
with  its  mines  exploited  by  alien  serfs. 
That  is  why  the  English  people  are,  I 
believe,  strongly  opposed  to  that  policy 
and  will  continue  so  in  spite  of  any 
political  blandishments. 

-  One  word,  my  Lords,  with  reference  to 
the  declarations  of  His  Majesty's  Minis- 
ters. We  have  nothing  to  complain  of 
in  the  declaration  of  the  noble  Duke,  but 
as  I  read  the  surprising  speech  made  by 
the  Prime  Minister  the  other  day  in  the 
Albert  Hall,  I  felt  that  its  unblushing 
cynicism  oalled  for  a  protest  from  all  of  us 
who  have^been  opposed  to  this  Ordinance. 
There  we  had  the  Prime  Minister  of 
England  addressing  a  company  of  Prim- 
rose League  ladies  and  saying  to  them 
that  this  Chinese  advance  has  been 
opposed  and  assailed,  hot  only  by  mis- 
representation, but  by  mendacious  mis- 
representation. That  is  a  very  strong 
thing  for  a  Prime  Minister  to  sa>,  and  I 
think  he  ought  to  be  more  explicit  when 
he  indulges  in  such  language.  I  have  no 
doubt  there  may  have  been  misrepresenta- 
tion in  this  and  other  forms  of  South 
African  affairs,  but  I  am  sure,  if  that  is  so, 
that  the  misrepresentation  has  not  been 
all  on  our  side.  The  Prime  Minister 
went  on  to  appeal  to  the  Primrose  League 
ladies  to  defeiid  the  Government,  religion, 
and  the  Chinese  Ordinance,  and  I  noticed 
he  was  standing  strange  to  say,  all  the 
time,  under  the  motto,  Imperium  et 
libertas,  I  do  not  think  I  ever  read  any- 
thing more  glarinely  cynical  or  which  I 
felt  more  seriously  demanded  a  protest 
from  these  who  have  been  conscientiouil^ 
opposed  to  this  Oidinance  and  its  conse- 
quences, and  I  sincerely  hope  that  those 


ladies  will  not  allow  themselves  to  be 
turned  into  missionaries  of  this  Chinese 
O^inance.  My  Lords,  we  see  various 
sorts  of  missionaries  now-a-days,  but  I 
hope  I  may  never  see  respectable  British 
matrons  going  about  in  our  constituencies 
as  missionaries  in  support  of  this  invasion 
of  Chinese  serfdom.  I  am  convinced  that 
nothing  can  come  of  this  Ordinance, 
morally  or  politically,  but  evil  conse- 
quences to  the  Empire,  which  we  must 
always  regret,  even  if  we  can  think  of 
them  without  shame. 

♦Thb  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of 
Lansdowne)  :  My  Lords,  the  arguments 
which  are  used  in  these  not  inbequent 
debates  on  Chinese  labour  in  the  Trans* 
vaal  are  so  familiar  that  I  hesitate  to 
travel  again  over  the  ground  which  has 
been  covered  by  the  speeches  this  evening. 
But  the  noble  Lord  opposite.  Lord  Car- 
rington,  made  so  impassioned  an  appeal 
to  me  that  I  feel  myself  obliged  to  offer 
him  some  kind  of  response.  I  am  afraid 
the  noble  Earl  greatly  exaggerates  the 
egect  of  any  words  that  are  likely  to  fall 
from  me  upon  an  occasion  of  this  sort ; 
but  as  he  desires  my  humble  opinion  on 
the  subject,  I  am  willing  to  satisfy  him. 
I  am  one  of  those  who  have  always 
regarded  the  experiment  which  is  being 
tried  in  the  Transvaal  as  a  very  serious 
experiment,  and  one  which  requires  close 
and  attentive  watching.  We  made  the 
experiment  not  light-heartedly  or  with- 
out deep  consideration;  we  made  it 
because  we  were  convinced  that  something 
of  the  kind  was  absolutely  necessary  [in 
the  interest  of  the  colony. 

Some  of  the  old  fallacies  in  connection 
with  this  subject,  which  liave  been  from 
time  to  time  controverted,  die  very  hard, 
as  we  see  from  the  debate  this  evening. 
It  has  been  said  by  more  than  one  speaker 
— it  was  certainly  said  by  the  mover  of 
the  Motion — that  His  {Majesty's  Govern* 
ment,  or  the  mine-owners  had  by  some 
means  or  another  created  an  artificial 
scarcity  of  labour  in  South  Africa  with 
the  object  of  facilitating  the  introduction 
of  Chinese  coolies.  Was  ever  a  statement 
wider  of  the  mark  than  that  ?  What  are 
the  facts  ?  The  complete' collapse  of  the 
mining  industry  was  imminent.  White 
labour  was  .unobtainable;    Some  of  the 
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mineowners  had  tried  to  obtain^  it,  and 
iailed^egregiously.  Efforts  were  then  made 
to  obtain  labour  in  other  parts  of  the 
world.  I  remember  that  an  effort  was  made 
to  obtain  a  certain  number  of  coolies 
from  one  of  the  African  protectorates, 
but  it  bad  to  be  given  up  in  despair. 
Kaffir  labour  was  not  forthcoming  in 
sufficient  numbers;  and  it  was  because 
the  collapse  was  inmiinent,  and  be- 
cause the  mining  industry  would  have  gone 
under,  that  we,  not  without  hesitation 
as  I  have  said,  authorised  the  introduction 
of  Chinese  labour.  If  the  mining  industry 
had  gone  under  it  would  have  carried 
with  it  most  of  the  other  industries  in 
that  part  of  Africa. 

What  I  always  regret  is  that  this 
question  cannot  be  discussed  without  the 
exhibition  of  what  I  can  only  describe 
as  a  considerable  amount  of  class  preju- 
dice. During  the  course  of  the  discussion 
this  evening  we  have  been  constantly 
told  that  all  this  has  been  done  for  the 
sake  of  the  capitalist  class,  who,  because 
they  are  described  as  millionaires,  seem 
to  be  regarded  as  wholly  unworthy  of 
any  support  or  recognition.  I  want  to 
know  why  the  mineowners  of  South  Africa 
are  to  be  singled  out  for  special  attack 
in  this  manner.  It  is  suggested  that 
they  are  unworthy  of  our  consideration 
because  the  wealth  which  is  produced  in 
the  mines  leaves  the  country ;  but  do 
noble  Lords  who  use  that  argument 
suppose  that  the  existence  of  these  mines 
does  not  lead  to  other  industries  and 
other  forms  of  employment  of  labour 
which  create  wealth — a  wealth  which 
does  remain  in  the  country  and  benefits 
those  who  dwell  in  it  ?  Do  noble  Lords 
suppose  that  if,  for  example,  the  mines 
were  to  be  suddenly  closed,  that  would 
not  affect  the  prosperity  of  the  whole 
of  South  Africa,  and  the  welfare  of  other 
trades  besides  the  mining  trade  ?  There 
is  another  kind  of  class  prejudice  which 
I  am  sorry  to  say 'is  also  manifested 
on  these  occasions ;  I  think  we  have  some 
right  to  complain  of  the  maimer  in 
which  the  Chinese  coolies  themselves 
are  very  often  referred  to.  The  noble 
Lord  opposite,  Lord  Carrington,  on 
every  occasion  when  he  mentioned  the 
word  coolie  coupled  it  with  the  epithet 
*' low-class " ;  and  during  the  course 
of  his  speech  he  iinlicated  not  obscurely 
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that  that  class  was  distinguished  by 
forms  of  immorality  which  he  did  not 
more  particularly  describe. 

The  same  point  was  dealt  with,  though 
I  must  say  in  a  very  different  spirit  and 
tone,  by  the  most  rev.  Primate,  who,  I 
think  very  naturally,  asked  us  whether 
we  were  able  to  give  an  assurance  as  to 
the  maimer  in  which  the  question  of  the 
morality  of  the  coolies  had  been  dealt 
with.  Well,  I  have  to  say  that  that 
aspect  of  the  case  has  not  been  and  will 
not  be  lost  sight  of;  and  I  am  able  to 
tell  the  most  rev.  Primate  that  up  to  the 
present  time  among  this  great  body  of 
coolies  there  has  only  been  one  criminal 
assault  of  the  land  at  which  his  argument 
pointed;  and,  when  I  say  that,  I  ask 
your  Lordships  to  remember  that  these 
compounds  are  always  open,  that  the} 
may  be  visited  freely,  and  are  visited, 
and  that  there  are  consequently  ample 
opportunities  for  ascertaining  whether 
the  kind  of  immorality  which  is 
particularly  apprehended  really  prevails 
within  them  or  not. 

What  we  say  is  that  this  experiment 
has  produced  the  results  which  we  hoped 
from  it,  in  so  far  as  it  has  saved 
the  mining  industry  from  impending  ruin ; 
and  we  say,  on  the  other  hand,  that  it 
has  not  produced  the  sinister  results 
which  were  so  freely  predicted  from  it  by 
noble  Lords  opposite.  That  part  of  the 
case  was  so  fully  dealt  with  by  my  noble 
friend  who  represents  the  Colonial  Office 
that  I  will  not  enter  into  it  in  any  detail ; 
but  I  ask  your  Lordships  to  remember 
that  a  year  ago  the  conditions  under 
which  these  coolies  were  employed  were 
constantly  described  to  us  as  conditions 
indistinguishable  from  those  of  slavery — 
a  charge  which  has  been  completely 
disposed  of  by  the  statements  contained 
in  the  Blue-book.  In  the  same  way  we 
were  told  that  fraudulent  enlistment  was 
sure  to  prevail.  I  was  glad  to  hear  from 
the  most  rev.  Primate  to-night  a  frank 
admission  that  in  his  opinion  that  part 
of  the  case  had  broken  down.  Then 
there  is  the  question  of  the  health  of  the 
coolies.  Your  Lordships  will  find  io  this 
Blue-book  detailed  reports  from  re- 
sponsible officials,  showing  that  the  sur- 
roundings under  which  these  men  live 
and  do  their  work  are  surroundings  of  a 
satisfactory    character,    and    that    the 
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genezal  state  of  their  health  is  not  bad 
at  present  and  is  tending  to  improve. 

Something  was  said  this  evening  on 
the  subject  of  the  riots,  which  are 
described  very  folly  in  the  Blue-book. 
But  the  loss  of  life  from  tho>e  riots  does 
not  appear  to  have  been  considerable; 
and  it  is  stated,  and  I  must  say  stated  in 
a  manner  which  carries  great  con- 
viction to  one's  mind,  that  these  riots 
were  largely  due  to  the  fact  that  the 
first  batches  of  Chinamen  who  arrived  in 
the  country  were  completely  strange  to 
it,  were  easily  alarmed,  and  got  out  of 
hand.  It  is  confidently  predicted  by 
those  best  able  to  judge  that  now  that 
the  newcomers  find  friends  and  fellow- 
coimtrymen  on  the  spot,  and  are  able  to 
learn  from  them  what  their  actual  position 
in  the  mines  is  Ukely  to  be,  such 
riots  and  disturbances  will  become  much 
less  frequent. 

In  regard  to  the  question  of  the 
absence  of  wives,  the  most  rev.  Primate 
has,  I  think,  been  somewhat  misled, 
because  he  has  not  realised  or  had  it 
explained  to  him  that  Chinese  coolies,  as 
a  rule,  do  not  take  their  wives  with 
them.  I  was  under  no  delusion  upon 
this  point,  and  I  remember  that  I 
stated  in  the  House,  on  high  authority, 
that  the  Chinaman  when  he  leaves 
his  country  for  a  short  time  to  go 
and  work  in  another  country  scarcely 
ever  takes  his  wife  with  him.  Do  noble 
Lords  opposite  believe  that  in  other  parts 
of  the  world,  where  large  bodios  of 
labourers  are  gathered  together,  they  do 
not  leave  their  wives  or  families  behind  ? 
I  have  seen  something  of  railway  con- 
struction in  other  parts  of  the  world, 
where  large  gangs  of  men  have  been 
employed  together,  and  I  do  not  think  it 
was  ever  the  case  that  in  their  camps — 
which  probably  were  not  at  all  fit  places 
for  women — their  wives  and  families 
were  to  be  found.  It  appears  that 
out  of  the  total  number  of  men  now 
in  South  Africa,  about  4,000  have 
registered  their  intention  of  bringing 
their  wives  out,  but  whether  they  will  do 
so  seems  to  me  somewhat  problematic. 
Another  anticipation  which  has  been 
completely  falsified  is  the  anticipa- 
tion that  the  employment  of  these 
Chinese  workmen  would  have  the  efiect 
of    limiting    the  employment  of  white 


labourers.  We  now  know  that  a  large 
number  of  white  men  are  being  employed 
who  certainly  would  not  be  employed  if 
the  Chinese  coolies  were  not  there  to 
keep  the  mines  going.  The  fact  is  that, 
as  Lord  Milncr  explains  in  one  of  the  des- 
patches contained  in  the  Blue-book,  the 
white  labourers  do  not  resent  the  presence 
of  the  Chinese,  but,  on  the  contrary, 
know  perfectly  well  that  the  addition  of 
a  large  number  of  Chinamen  to  the  ranks 
of  labour  in  South  Africa  means  a  corres- 
ponding addition  to  the  number  of  white 
men  employed. 

All  these  gloomy  anticipations  have 
certainly  not  been  fulfilled ;  and  I  should 
have  thought  it  would  have  been  more 
natural  for  those  who  indulged  in  them 
to  confess  frankly  that  they  had  been 
mistaken  in  many  particulars,  to  continue 
their  watchfulness,  which  mi^ht  be  use- 
fully exercised,  but  at  the  same  time  to 
concede  to  us  ihat  many  of  the  disastrous 
results  to  which  they  looked  forward  have 
by  no  means  taken  place.  I  am  sorry  to 
say  that  instead  of  that  we  are  treated  to 
a  constant  reproduction  of  the  same  old 
charges  which  have  been  made  and  met 
on  60  many  occasions.  As  for  us,  we 
shall  continue  the  experiment,  we  shall 
continue  it  under  proper  precautions  and 
with  due  watchfulness.  And  before  I  sit 
down  I  should  like,  as  prophecies  are  the 
fashion,  to  indulge  in  a  little  prophecy  of 
my  own — and  that  is  that,  if  the  fortunes 
of  war  should  permit  noble  Lords  opposite 
to  occupy  our  places  on  these  benches, 
they  too  will  continue  the  experiment  and 
do  exactly  what  we  have  been  doing. 

*Thb  Mabqubss  ofRIPON  :  My  Lords, 
I  do  not  know  that  I  should  have  been 
tempted  to  take  any  part  in  this  debate 
at  this  hour  of  the  evening  had  it  not 
been  for  what,  to  my  mind,  is  the  dis- 
tinguishing feature  of  this  debate,  and 
that  is  the  fact  that  His  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment appear  to  be  quite  unconscious  of 
the  grave  importance  which  attaches  to 
the  question  of  the  lack  of  Chinese 
women  with  the  coolies,  which  has  been 
referred  to  by  the  most  rev.  Primate. 
It  was  certainly  a  very  singular  thing 
that  the  noble  Duke,  answering  not  only 
what  my  noble  and  learned  friend  said, 
but  a  great  many  things  which  he  never 
said,  should  have  entirely  omitted  the 
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smallest  allusion  to  this  question  of  the 
supply  of  women.  I  do  not  make  anj 
<^ige  against  the  noble  Duke  in  that 
respect.  I  have  no  doubt  he  entlrelj 
forgot  it.  I  do  not  doubt  that  if  he  had 
remembered  it  he  would  have  said  some- 
tuing  about  it,  but  I  do  think  it  is 
a^  singular  fact  that  the  Under-Secretary 
should  forget  what  seems  to  many  of  us 
one  of  the  most  important  features  of 
this  case,  and  that  there  should  be,  as 
the  *^most  rev.  Primate  has  stated,  no 
allusion  to  the  subject  in  the  Blue-book. 
There  is  no  apparent  consciousness  on  the 
part  of  those  who  prepared  the  Blue-book 
in  South  Africa,  that  the  subject  was  of 
any  importance  at  all. 

The  noble  Duke  said  that  our  prophecies 
had  been  very  unfortunate  and  wholly 
disproved,  but  there  is,  at  all  events,  one 
prophecy  that  has  not  been  disproved, 
and  that  is  the  statement  which  we 
X>ersistently  made  that  you  would  not 
get  any  cons'derable  quantity  of  women 
to  accompany  the  coolies  who  were  taken 
from  China  to  South  Africa.  That  has 
been  exactly  the  case.  Some  4,000  or 
5,00),  out  of  between  35,000  and  40.000 
who  have  gone  to  South  Africa,  have 
registered  their  names  in  order  to  bring 
out  their  wives ;  and  as  a  matter  of  fact 
I  believe  there  are  only  two  Chinese 
women  and  a  few  children  at  the  present 
moment  with  them.  That  that  should 
be  the  state  of  things  does  not  in  the 
smallest  degree  surprise  me.  It  is  what 
I  always  anticipated  would  be  the  result. 
I  quite  admit  that  Mr.  Lyttelton  removed 
those  provisions  of  the  original  draft 
Ordinance  which  tended  absolutely  to 
prevent  women  accompanying  the  coolies 
at  all,  but  I  never  supposed  that  that 
would  have  the  elEeot  of  bringing  over  a 
large  number  of  women,  not  so  much  on 
the  ground  pointed  out  by  the  most  rev. 
Primate  that  Chinese  coolies  when  they 
went  out  to  labour  were  not  in  the  habit 
of  taking  their  women,  but  because  I 
felt  that  those  engaged  in  recruiting  were 
quite  certain,  after  the  Ordinance  had 
been  altered,  to  enlist  very  few  married 
men  or  men  who  were  inclined  to 
take  their  wives  out  to  South  Africa. 
We  all  know  what  sort  of  persons  these 
recruiters  are ;  they  would  natuially  look 
to  what  they  would  suppose  to  be  the 
principal  interest  of  their  employer,  and 
it  was  idle  to  imagine  that  any  number  of 
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women  would  really  accompany  these 
coolies.  Therefore  we  have  precisely 
that  grave  state  of  things  which  was  con- 
templated and  discussed  last  year. 

Tou  have  between  35,000  and  40,000 
Chinese  coolies  in  South  Africa.  We  are 
told  in  this  Blue-book  that  the  namber 
will  soon  rise  to  65,000,  and  yet  the  pro- 
port'on  of  women  even  registered  ia  only 
4,000.  That,  I  think,  is  the  most  com- 
plete  proof  of  the  justice  of  our  contention 
last  year  that  this  very  grave  state  of 
things  ought  never  to  have  been  allowed 
to  be  created  because  of  the  grave  moral 
questions  involved.  As  your  Lordships 
know,  we  on  this  side  of  tiie  House  have 
never  admitted  that  there  was  a  necessity 
for  the  introduction  of  Chinese  labourers. 
I  believed,  and  I  think  it  is  clear  now, 
that  the  necessary  labour  might  have 
been  obtained  at  a  price  in  South  Africa. 
But  it  is  a  question  of  cheap  labour,  not 
of  labour  alone,  and  we  hold  that,  in 
order  to  procure  this  cheap  labour 
for  the  mineowners.  His  Majesty's 
Government  were  not  justified  in  in- 
curring the  great  and  grave  moral  risks 
which  they  are  proved  to  have  incurred 
by  the  adoption  of  this  policy. 

My  noble  friend  who  has  just  sat  down 
said  that  the  mines  were  ^threatened  with 
ruin.  I  have  in  my  hand  a  statement 
not  altogether  consistent  with  that 
notion.  It  is  a  statement  made,  not  in 
1904,  but  in  1903,  and  I  am  quite  aware 
that  anybody  now-a-days  quoting  the 
opinion  of  anybody  else  expressed  a 
year  ago  is  considered  to  be  guilty  of 
a  very  unjust  and  highly  improper 
proceeding.  But  I  am  rather  old- 
fashioned,  and  believe  in  political  con- 
sistency. This  is  what  Lord  Milner 
said  on  June  2nd,  1903,  at  which  time  he 
was  not,  I  believe,  an  advocate  of  the 
introduction  of  Chinese  labour — 

"To  listen  to  the  extreme  sdrooates  of 
Asiatio  labour  you  would  think  the  oountry 
was  on  the  yerge  of  ruin.  What  was  bibulous 
wealth  se-ven  years  ago  oanaot  be  abject  porerty 
now.  Not  only  that,  but  the  rate  of  prodaotion 
is  steadily  increasing." 

And  on  May  31st  of  that  year  he  said — 

'*It  does  not  strike  me  that  our  financial 
troubles,  over  which  so  many  crocodile  teaxe 
have  been  shed,  are  anything  out  of  the  com- 
mon :  the  Transvaal  is  paying  its  way." 

Lord  Milner  subsequently  took  a  differ- 
ent view  of  the  case,  but  at  the  same 
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time  he  ought  to  have  known  something 
of  the  prospects  of  the  Transvaal  in  May, 
1903,  and  his  sadden  conversion  to  the 
introduction  of  Chinese  labour  and  the 
statements  made  in  regard  to  it,  that  the 
colony  was  on  the  verge  of  ruin,  do  not, 
I  confess,  commend  themselves  to  me  as 
very  certain  proofs  of  tdie  real  state  of 
things.  We  know  the  pressure  thit  was 
brought  to  bear.  We  know  the  circum- 
stances that  probably  led  to  the  change  of 
Lord  Milner  s  opinion,  but  we  still  hold 
that  labour  might  have  been  obtained  at 
a  price,  and  I  think  you  will  find  the  proof 
of  that  in  the  Blue  -  book  itself. 
Your  Lordships  will  observe  that  in  the 
month  of  June,  1903,  there  was  a  sudden 
drop  in  the  number  of  Kafiirs  employed ; 
they  fell  to  74,000,  and  in  July  and  August 
to  73,000.  That  was  just  ^e  time  when 
the  controversy  with  reference  to  Chinese 
labour  was  at  its  height;  but  by 
December  of  that  year  the  number  of 
Kaffirs  employed  had  risen  to  83,000.  I 
do  not  Delieve,  therefore,  that  it  would 
have  been  impossible  to  get  Kaffir  labour 
if  the  mineowners  had  been  willing  to 
pay  for  it. 

My  noble  friend  asked  why  this  hard 
language  was  used  in  regard  to  the 
mineowners.  He  said  they  are  persons 
conducting  an  industry  in  the  Transvaal 
naturally  anxious  to  promote  their  own 
interests,  but  why  were  all  these  hard 
things  said  of  them?  Those  who  own 
the  mines  are  not  mainly  persons  whose 
chief  interest  is  the  conduct  of  that 
industry.  They  are  persons  who  are 
much  more  interested  in  what  goes  on 
on  the  Stock  Exchange  in  London  than 
in  the  mines  in  South  Africa,  and  that  is 
the  reason  why  there  is  a  greater  suspicion 
in  regard  to  their  proceedings.  They 
have  less  real  concern  in  the  true 
interest  of  the  country  than  they  would 
have  if  they  were  merely  employed  in 
the  conduct  of  a  straightforwara  industry 
on  the  spot.  Both  the  noble  Duke  and 
the  noble  Marquess  who  ha3  just  sat 
down  seemed  to  make  some  sort  of 
complaint  of  my  noble  and  learned 
friend's  having  brought  forward  this 
subject  to-day.  We  have  occasionally 
brought  the  subject  forward  because  we 
attach  great  importance  to  it  and  enter- 
tain grave  objections  to  the  policy  that 
has  been  pursued.  I  should  have  been 
sorry  if  we  had  lost  the  able  speech  with 


which  my  noble  and  learned  friend 
opened  this  discussion  to-night;  and  I 
must  say  it  is  going  rather  far  to 
complain  of  my  noble  friend's  bringing 
the  subject  forward  for  the  first  time  ia 
this  Fcssion,  after  this  experiment,  as 
my  noble  friend  the  Foreign  Minister 
called  it — and  I  was  delighted  to  hear 
him  use  the  word  '"experiment" — has 
had  six  months  trial 

♦The  Marquess  op  LANSDOWNE: 
I  took  exception  to  some  of  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord's  arguments,  but  made 
no  complaint  whatever  of  his  bringing 
the  subject  forward. 

♦The  Makqubss  of  RIPON:  I  beg 
the  noble  Marquess'  pardon,  but  I  am 
sure  the  noble  Duke  will  not  deny  the 
soft  impeachment,  for  he  spoke  about  the 
frequency  with  which  this  question  was 
discussed.  To  my  mind  the  question  is  one 
of  the  highest  importance,  concerning  as 
it  does  the  reputation  of  this  country. 
I  am  glad  to  think,  however,  that  there 
is  a  possible  opportunity  of  bringing  the 
experiment  to  a  close.  Mr.  Evans  tells 
us  that  by  the  end  of  August  or  Sep- 
tember there  will  be  65,0(X)  Chinese 
coolies  in  the  Transvaal,  and  that  after 
that  time  they  will  not  need  to  introduce 
any  more  except  to  supply  the  natural 
wastage.  I  therefore  urge  His  Majesty's 
Government,  if  they  really  were,  as  the 
noble  Marquess  has  said,  reluctant  to 
enter  upon  this  mischievous  experiment, 
to  take  the  opportunity  of  bringing  that 
experiment  to  a  close  as  soon  as,  at  all 
events,  they  can  say  that  the  immediate 
danger  which  they  anticipated,  but  the 
existence  of  which  I  and  my  friends 
always  doubted,  has  passed  away.  The 
noble  Lord  treated  lightly  the  question 
of  the  ratio  between  the  white  and 
coloured  men,  but  it  is  of  the  essence  of 
the  question.  Until  that  point  has  been 
satisfactorily  answered — and  I  do  not 
think  it  can  be — we  shall  continue  to 
think  that  the  Government  have  made 
a  dangerous  experiment,  involving  very 
serious  questions,  especially  moral  ques- 
tions, and  tending  not  to  increase,  but 
to  reduce,  the  employment  of  British 
labour. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  with- 
drawn. 

House  adjoarned  at  five  mioutes 
past  Eight  o'clock,  till  Thursday 
day  next,  half-pant  Ten  o'clock. 
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The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  Clock. 

MR.  SPEAKER'S  ABSENCE. 

The  House  being  met,  the  derk  at  the 
Table  informed  the  House  of  the  unavoid- 
able absence  of  Mr.  Speaker,  owing  to 
continued  indisposition. 

Whereupon  Mr.  James  Wiluam 
LowTHEB,  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
Means,  proceeded  to  the  Table,  and,  after 
Prayers,  took  the  Chair  as  Deputy- 
Speaker,  pursuant  to  the  Standing 
Order. 


PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 


Highland  Railway  Bill;  Leeds  and 
Liverpool  Canal  Bill  [Lords];  Metropolitan 
District  Railway  Bill  [Lords];  Orphan 
Working  School  and  Alexandra  Orphan- 
age Bill  [Lords].  As  amended,  considered ; 
to  be  read  the  third  time. 

Alexander  Scott's  Hospital  Order  Con- 
firmation Bill;  Arbroath  Corporation 
Water  Order  Confirmation  Bill ;  Dundee 
Water  Order  Confirmation  Bill.  Con- 
Bidered ;  to  be  read  the  third  time  upon 
Thursday. 

Electric  Lighting  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  6)  Bill ;  Electric  Lighting  Provisional 
Orders  (No.  7)  Bill ;  Local  Government 
Provisional  Order  (Gas)  Bill;  Local 
Government  (Ireland)  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  2)  Bill ;  Local  Government  (Ireland) 
Provisional  Orders  (No.  3)  Bill;  Local 
Government  Provisional  Orders  (No.  6) 
Bill;  Local  Government  Provisional 
Orde  s  (No.  7)  Bill ;  Local  Government 
Provisional  Orders  (No.  8)  Bill;  Local 
Government  Provisional  Orders  (No.  9) 
Bill.  Re^d  a  second  time,  and  committed. 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  15)  Bill.  '*  To  confirm  certain  Pro- 
visional  Orders  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  relating  to  Cheltenham  and  Hor- 
sham (Rural),"  presented  by  Mr.  Grant 
Lawson ;  j  supported  by  Mr.  Gerald 
Balfour;    read  the   first  time;   and  re- 


Private  Bills,  and  to  be  printed. 
222.] 


[BiU 


Local  Government  Provisional  Order 
(Poor  Law)  (No.  2)  Bill.  "  To  confirm  a 
Provisional  Order  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  relating  to  the  Southamp- 
ton Incorporation,"  presented  by  Mr. 
Grant  Lawson ;  supported  by  Mr. 
Gerald  Balfour ;  read  the  first  time ;  and 
referred  to  the  Examiners  of  Petitions 
for  Private  Bills,  and  to  be  printed. 
[Bill  223.] 

STANDING  ORDERS. 

Resolutions  reported  from  the  Select 
Committee. 

1.  "  That,  in  the  case  of  the  Wigan 
Corporation  Bill,  Petition  for  Additional 
Provision,  the  Standing  Orders  ought  to 
be  dispensed  with.  That  the  parties  be 
permitted  to  introduce  their  additional 
Provision  if  ths  Committee  on  the  Bill 
think  fit." 

2.  "That,  in  the  case  of  the  London 
County  Council  (General  Powers)  Bill, 
Petition  for  Additional  Provision,  the 
Standing  Orders  ought  to  be  dispensed 
with.  That  the  parties  be  permitted  to 
introduce  their  Additional  Provision  if 
the  Committee  on  the  Bill  think  fit." 

3.  *'That,  in  the  case  of  the  Ulster 
and  Connaught  Light  Railways  BiU, 
Petition  for  Additional  Provision,  the 
Standing  Orders  ought  to  be  dispensed 
with.  That  the  parties  be  permitted  to 
introduce  their  Additional  Provision  if 
the  Committee  on  the  Bill  think  fit." 

4.  "  That,  in  the  case  of  the  London 
County  Council  (Tramways)  Bill,  Peti- 
tion for  Additional  Provision,  the  Stand- 
inn  Orders  ought  not  to  be  dispensed 
with." 

First  three  Resolutions  agreed  to. 

Report  to  he  upon  the  Table. 

Dublin  Police  Acts  Amendment  BilL 
Ordered,  That  the  Examiners  of  Peti- 
tions for  Private  Bills  do  examine  the 
Dublin  Police  Acts  Amendment  Bill, 
with  respect  to  compliance  with  the 
Standing  Orders  relative  to  Private 
Bills,--(ilfr.  Clancy.) 
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MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 

That  thej  have  agreed  to — ^Amendment 
to  Holy  Trinity,  Portsea,  Bill  [LordsJ, 
without  Amendment. 

That  they  have  passed  aBill,  intituled, 
**An  Act  to  remove  doubts  as  to  the 
validity  of  a  certain  Decree,  dated 
twenty-second  November,  one  thousand 
eight  hundred  and  ninety-two,  of  the 
High  Ck)urt  of  Justice  (Probate  Divorce 
and  Admiralty  Division)  dissolving  the 
Marriage  solemnised  on  the  eleventh 
July,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and 
seventy-two,  between  John  Richard  Mal- 
one  and  Charlotte  Mildred  Malone,  then 
Charlotte  Mildred  Tarde-BuUer,  Spin- 
ster, and  to  confirm  the  said  Decree." 
[Malone's  Divorce  (Validation)  Bill 
[Lords.] 

Also,  a  Bill,  intituled,  "  An  Act  to  dis- 
solve the  marriage  of  Charles  George 
Gamble  (formerly  of  No.  14,  Rostrevor 
Terrace,  Orwell  Road,  Rathgar,  but  now 
of  Mount  Jerome  House,  both  in  the 
county  o(  Dublin,  and  of  39,  Fleet  Street, 
in  the  city  of  Dublin),  Solicitor  of  the 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature,  Ireland, 
with  Ida  Gertrude  Gamble,  his  now  wife, 
and  to  enable  him  to  marry  again ;  and 
for  other  purposes,"  [Gamble's  Divorce 
BiB  [Lords.] 

Also,  a  Bill,  intituled,  *' Ah  Act  to  dis- 
solve the  marriage  of  Jane  Sarah  Victoria 
Lautour,  of  Ansty  Hous^,  Erdington,  in 
the  county  of  Warwick,  with  Ernest 
Lautour,  her  husband,  and  to  enable  her 
to  marry  again;  and  for  other  pur- 
poses. "    Lautour's  Divorce  BiU  [Lords.] 

And,  also,  a  Bill,  intituled,  ''  An  Act 
to  empower  the  County  Council  of 
Middlesex  to  pay  certain  sums  agreed  to 
be  paid  by  them  to  the  Alexandra  Park 
Trustees;  and  for  other  purposes."  [Alex- 
andra Park  and  Palace  Bill  [Lords.] 

Alexandra  Park  and  Palace  Bill  [Lords]. 
Read  the  first  time ;  and  referred  to  the 
Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills. 

Malone's  Divorce  (Validation)  Bill 
[Lords] ;  Gamble's  Divorce  Bill  [Lords] ; 
Lautour's  Divorce  Bill  [Lords].  Read 
the  first  time ;  and  oidered  to  bo  read  a 
second  time. 
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COMPULSORY  VACCINATION  BILL. 

Petition  of  the  Royal  Sanitary  Insti- 
tute, against ;    to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

EDUCATION  ACTS  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

Petition  from  Reigate,  in  favour;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

EDUCATION  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Petition  from  Paisley,  for  alteration ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

JUVENILE  SMOKING  BILL. 

Petition  from  Old  Monkland^  in 
favour  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

LANDS  VALUATION  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Petition  from  Paisley,  in  favour;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

PUBLIC  LIBRARIES  BILL. 

Petition  from  Paisley,  for  alteration ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

SALE  OF  BUTTER  BILL. 

Petition  of  Royal  Sanitary  Institute, 
in  favour ;   to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

TRADES  UNIONS  AND  TRADE 
DISPUTES  BILL. 

Petition  from  Paisley,  for  alteration; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

VACCINATION  BILL. 

Petition  of  Royal  Sanitary  Institute, 
against ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

VACCINATION  (No.  2)  BILL. 

Petition  of  Royal  Sanitary  Institute, 
against ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

WOMEN'S  ENFRANCHISEMENT  BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour ;  from  Man- 
chester ;  and  West  London ;  to  lie  upon 
the  Table,     j 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 


LOCAL  AUTHORITIES  IN  SCOTLAND 
(TECHNICAL  EDUCATION). 

Return  presented,  relative  thereto 
[ordered  29th  June,  1904 ;  Mr.  Oraham 
Murray] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to 
be  printed.    [No.  165.J 
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UGANDA  RAILWAY  ACTS,  1896  AND  1902. 

Account  presented,  showing  tbe  money 
issued  from  the  Oonsolidated  Fund  under 
the  provisions  of  the  Uganda  Railway 
Acts,  1896  (59  and  60  Vic,  c.  38),  and 
1902  (2  £dw.  7,  c.  40),  and  of  the  money 
expended  and  borrowed,  and  Securities 
created  under  the  said  Acts,  to  31st 
March,  1904,  together  with  the  Report  of 
the  Comptroller  and  Auditor-General 
thereon  [by  Act] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table, 
and  to  be  printed.    [No.  166.] 

POST  OFFICE  (FOREIGN  AND  COLONIAL 

PARCEL  POST). 

Copy  presented,  of  the  Foreign  and 
Colonial  Parcel  Post  Amendment  (No. 
14)  iWarrant,  1905,  dated  22nd  March, 
1905  [by  Act] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

PAPER  LAID  UPON  THE  TABLE  BY  THE 
CLERK  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Public  Records  (Office  of  Land  Revenue 
Records  and  Enrolments).  Copy  of 
Schedule  containing  a  List  and  Particulars 
of  Classes  of  Documents  existing  or 
accruing  in  the  Office  of  Land  Revenue 
Records  and  Enrolments  which  are  not 
considered  of  sufficient  public  value  to 
justify  their  preservation  in  the  Public 
Record  Office  [by  Act]. 

EXPERIMENTS  ON  LIVING  ANIMALS. 

Address  for  "Return  showing  the 
number  of  Experiments  performed  on 
Living  Animals  during  the  year  1904, 
under  licences  granted  imder  the  Act,  39 
and  40  Vic.  3.  77,  distiDguishing  painless 
from  painful  experiments  (in  continuation 
of  Parliamentary  Paper,  No.  183,  of 
Session  1904)."—(Mf.  Cochrane.) 

IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION. 

Return  ordered,  "showing  (1)  the 
names  of  the  Lay  Assistant  Commis- 
sioners acting  as  Purchase  Inspectors 
under  the  Land  Purchase  Acts ;  (2)  date 
of  original  Appointment;  (3)  date  upon 
which  Appointment  expires;  (4)  age  on 
Appointment;  (5)  residence  at  time  of 
Appointment;  (6)  Locality  in  which 
practical  experience  of  Land  was  acquired; 
(7)  where  Educated ;  (8)  previous  Occupa- 
tion; (9)  acreage  of  Land  farmed;  (10) 
whether  held  as  Cwnar  or  Tenant;  (11) 
what  other  experience  in  Agriculture  ^  and 
(12)  what  experience  in  Valuing,  Mapping, 


and  Surveying ;  and  like  Particulars  with 
reference  to  others  than  Lay  Assistant 
Comnussionerfi(,  if  any,  who  have  been 
appointed  Inspectors  under  The  Land 
Purchase  Act,  1903."-*(ifr.  Ddany,) 


QUESTIONS  AND  ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED  WITH  THE  VOTES, 


Discharges  firom  Government  Dockyards. 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  (Battersea) :  To 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  the 
total  number  of  workmen  discharged 
fiom  Portsmouth,  Chatham,  Devonport, 
Sheemess,  and.  Pembroke  Dockyaids 
since  June,  1903,  for  causes  other  than 
misconduct. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Pretyman.)  The 
total  number  of  men  discharged  from 
the  dockyards  since  June,  1903,  for  causes 
other  than  misconduct,  are  as  follows : — 


Portsmouth    . 

.    1.842 

Chatham 

.    1,967 

Devonport     • 

.    2,492 

Sheemeas       • 

.       679 

Pembroke 

252 

These  figures  include  men  discharged 
at  their  own  request  and  on  superannua- 
tion, but  not  those  entered  for  casual 
employment. 

Estates  purchased  by  the  Congested 
Districts  Board. 

Mr.  O'KELLY  (Mayo,  N.):  To 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  will  8t<ate  the 
number  of  estates  or  untenanted  farms 
purchased  by  the  Congested  Districts 
Board  in  unscheduled  districts  since  the 
Congested  Districts  Act  of  1901  was 
passed;  and  the  number  of  cases  in 
which,  in  respect  to  such  estates  or 
untenanted  farms,  the  Congested  Districts 
Board  requested  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
to  exercise  the  power  conferred  upon  him 
by  the  3id  Section  of  said  Act. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Walter  Long.)  The 
number  of  estates  and  untenanted  farms 
purchased  is  thirty-eight.  The  number  re- 
ferred to  in  the  second  inquiry  is  one.  In 
the  case  of  untenanted  farms  it  is  not  neces- 
sary for  the  Board's  purpose  to  put  into 
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force  the  powers  of  Section  3,  This  is  only 
necessary  in  the  case  of  tenants  or 
tenant  parchasers  to  whom  the  Board 
desire  to  give  additional  land  for  the 
enlargement  of  uneconomic  holdings  situa- 
ted in  non-congested  districts. 

Irish  Uackerel  Fisheries 

Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.):  To  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Irish  Board  of  Agriculture 
has  been  called  to  the  complaints  made 
regarding  the  injury  done  to  the  mackerel 
fishing  industry  of  Ireland  by  captures 
of  immature  mackerel  by  Scotch  fishing 
boats  engaged  in  the  herring  fishery  at 
an  early  season  of  the  year ;  and  whether, 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  Scotch 
Fisheries  Board  prohibit  fishing  for 
herrings  in  the  Scotch  fishing  grounds 
be 'ore  the  middle  of  June,  steps  will  be 
taken  to  protect  the  Irish  fishing  grounds 
from  this  destructive  practice. 

Mr.  FLYNN :  To  ask  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
whether  he  is  aware  that  injury  is  caused 
to  the  autumn  mackerel  fishing  and  fish 
curing  industry  in  Ireland, by  the  exten- 
sive capture  of  immature  mackerel  in 
herring  fishing  nets  or  seines  at  an  early 
period  of  the  fishing  season,  and  that  the 
haak  fishing  is  threatened  with  destruc- 
tion owing  to  the  growth  of  this  practice ; 
and  whether  steps  will  be  taken  by  the 
fishery  inspectors  of  the  Irish  Board  of 
Agriculture  to  prohibit  all  herring  fishing 
in  Irish  waters  before  the  first  or  second 
week  in  June. 

(Answered  bu  Mr.  Walter  Long.)  It  is  the 
fact  that  small  mackerel  have  been  cap- 
tured in  large  quantities  by  the  herring 
boats  that  fish  from  Kinsale  during  the 
month  of  Mav.  This  could  only  be  pre- 
vented by  stopping  the  spring  herring 
fishing  ofi  the  south  coast  durmg  that 
month,  the  only  month  in  which  it  can  be 
profitably  carried  on.  The  entire  question 
was  investigated  at  public  inquiries  held  at 
Kinaale  and  other  places  in  1892,  with 
the  result  that  no  by-law  could  be 
framed  that  would  satisfactorily  meet  its 
difierent  aspects.  The  scientific  adviser 
to  the  Fisheries  Branch  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  AgricuHute  is  of  opinion  that  the 
capture  of  smaU  mackerel  by  herring  nets 
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in  serious  quantity  is  sporadic  rather 
than  regular,  that  it  is,  in  fact,  an  acci- 
dent in  a  most  important  industry,  and 
appears  to  have  recurred  through  a 
great  number  of  years,  which  commenced 
long  before  any  failure  of  the  mackerel 
fishery,  spring  or  harvest,  could  be  laid 
to  its  account.  The  Department  are 
not  aware  that  the  Scotch  Fishery  Board 
prohibit  herring  fishing  on  the  Scotch 
fishing  grounds  before  the  middle  of 
June.  At  the  inquiries  above  referred  to, 
evidence  was  submitted  as  to  the  destruc- 
tion of  considerable  numbers  of  small  and 
unsaleable  haak  by  the  herring  nets. 
This  seems  to  be  unavoidable,  but  it  does 
not  afEord  sufficient  justification  for 
prohibiting  a  profitable  herring  fishing  in 
the  month  of  May, 

AnsBSthetics  Administered  by  Unregis- 
tered Dentists. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  HENDERSON  (Dur- 
ham, Barnard  Castle) :  To  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
if  his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
death  of  a  young  woman  at  CarUste, 
whilst  having  teeth  extracted  by  an 
unregistered  dentist;  and  whether,  in 
view  of  the  frequency  of  deaths  from 
anaesthetics  administered  by  unqualified 
dentists,  he  will  consider  the  advisability 
of  promoting  legislation  for  the  protection 
of  the  pubUc. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Secretary  Akers- 
Douglas,)  I  have  received  a  report  of  the 
facts  of  this  case  from  the  coroner,  and 
I  shall  communicate  them  to  the  Privy 
Council  Office  lor  the  Lord  President's 
consideration.  The  propriety  of  the 
action  of  the  unregistered  dentist  in  this 
cAse  may  be  considered  open  to  question, 
but  I  do  not  think  further  proceedings 
are  called  for.  It  should  be  remembered 
that  unregistered  practitioners  who 
undertake  serious  operations  resulting  in 
death  may  be  prosecuted  for  man- 
slaughter. 

Sale  of  Poisons. 
Sir  THOMAS  DEWAR  (Tower  Ham- 
lets, St.  George's) ;  To  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
whether  his  attention  has  baen  called  to 
an  inquest  at  the  City  Coroner's  Court, 
on  the  25th  April  last,  at  which  the  ]ury 
unanimously  expressed  the  opinion  that 
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it  should  be  made  compulsory  for  all 
poisons  to  be  sold  in  bottles  of  standard 
shape,  and  easily  distinguishable  by 
touch ;  will  he  state  whether  he  will  in- 
troduce legislation  this  session;  and,  in 
view  of  the  possibility  of  early  legislation, 
will  he  seek  the  opinion  of  Metropolitan 
coroners  on  the  subject 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Secretary  Akers- 
Dou^(u.)  The  rider  to  the  verdict  of  the 
jury  in  the  case  referred  to  was  communi- 
cated to  me  by  the  coroner.  I  am  sorry 
that  I  cannot  add  anything  to  the 
Answer  which  I  gave  to  the  hon.  Member 
on  13th  Marchf  respecting  legislation. 
The  matter  is  under  the  consideration  of 
the  Privy  Council  Office,  who  will  have 
full  information  before  them. 

Oase  of  James  Nicholson  at  South- Western 

Police  Court 

Mr.  jambs  O'CONNOR  (Wicklow, 
yf.) :  To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  if  he  has  con- 
sidered the  case  of  James  Nichokon,  who 
was  sentenced  at  the  South  -  Western 
Police  Court  some  ten  days  ago  to  four- 
teen days  imprisonment  for  stealing  a 
loaf  of  bread ;  whether  he  has  been  able 
to  order  his  discharge;  and,  if  so,  on 
what  date  was  the  prisoner  released. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  Secretary  Akers- 
DougfiU.)  I  have  made  inquiry  of  the 
magistrate  who  dealt  with  this  case  and 
find  that  it  is  true  that  the  prisoner, 
whose  ag9  appears  to  be  nineteen, 
and  not  seventeen,  as  stated  in 
the  Question,  declared  to  the  police- 
man who  arrested  him  that  he  was 
hungry  and  that  stealing  was  the  only 
way  in  which  he  had  been  able  to  live. 
It  appeared,  however,  that  he  was  charged 
with  an  offence  laat  month  and  allowed 
to  go  to  a  Salvation  Army  Home.  That 
he  left  this  place  after  a  few  days  because, 
according  to  his  own  account,  he  did  not 
like  the  people  or  the  work,  and  that 
previously  to  this  he  had  given  up 
respectable  employment  that  was  open  to 
him.  I  have  also  received  a  letter  from 
the  Police  Court  missionary,  to  whom  the 
hon.  Member  referred  in  his  previous 
Question,  in  which  he  points  out  that  the 
newspaper  report  of   the  statement    he 

t  See  (4)  Debates,  cxlii.,  1204. 


made  in  this  case  is  imperfect  and  in- 
accurate, and  explains  that  the  trouble 
he  had  taken  about  Nicholson  on  a 
previous  occasion  had  been  of  no  avaiL 
In  these  drcumstances  I  see  no  reason 
for  advising  any  interference  with  the 
lenient  sentence  passed  by  the  magistrate. 
I  may  add  that  the  reports  of  Police 
Court  cases  which  appear  in  the  daily 
Press  are  necessarily  brief,  and,  in  my 
experience,  are  often  extremely  mislead- 
ing. 

The  Underground  Cable  to  the  North. 

Sir  THOMAS  DEWAR :  To  ask  the 
Postmaster-Greneral  if  he  will  state  what 
progress  has  been  made  with  the  under- 
ground telegraph  cable  to  the  North. 

(Answered  by  Lord  Stanley.)  The  cable 
is  complete  as  far  as  Carlisle ;  the  pipes 
are  all  laid  between  Carlisle  and  Glasgow ; 
and  the  cable  for  these  pipes  has  been 
ordered,  and  will  be  drawn  in  daring  the 
present  year.  The  under^ound  line 
from  London  to  Glasgow  will  then  be 
complete. 

Holy  Rood  Roman  Catholic  Church. 
Swindon. 

Lord     EDMUND     FITZMAURIGE 

(Wfltshire,  Cricklade) :  To  ask  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  Board 
if  Holy  Rood  Roman  Catholic  Church. 
Swindon,  was,  prior  to  1905,  certified  for 
worship  and  the  registration  of  marriages ; 
and  if,  on  the  sale  of  this  church  in  1903. 
Holy  Rood  temporary  church  was 
similarly  certified  and  the  usual  fees  paid ; 
if  it  is  the  case  that  a  new  church  has  now 
been  completed  on  what  is  substantially 
the  same  site  for  the  congregation  of 
Holy  Rood  Church,  Swindon,  and  that 
the  Registrar  -  Greneral  has  thereupon 
decided  that  a  fresh  certification  of  the 
church  b  necessary  for  the  purposes  of 
woiship  and  to  licensing  of  marriages; 
and  what  are  the  reasons  for  this  decision ; 
and  what  is  the  total  amount  in  fees 
which  will  have  been  paid  in  respect  of 
the  original  church,  the  temporary 
church,  and  the  new  church  of  the  Holy 
Rood,  Swindon. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Oerald  Balfour.)  I 
have  communicated  with  the  Registrar- 
General  on  this  subject,  and  I  understand 
that  the  circumstances  are  as  stated  in 
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the  Question.  The  Registrar  -  General 
informs  me  "  that  his  decision  is  based 
on  the  fact  that,  although  the  new  Holy 
Rood  Church  is  built  on  the  same  pro- 
perty as  the  temporary  church,  there  is 
no  internal  communiciition  between 
them.  The  two  churches  cannot,  there- 
fore, be  held  to  be  one  and  the  same 
building,  the  only  groand  on  which  the 
statutory  fees  could  be  remitted.  This 
rating  is  in  accordance  with  Section  19 
of  6  and  7  William  4,  c.  85,  and  with 
precedent,  and  it  is  necessary,  therefore, 
^hat  the  new  church  should  be  certij&ed 
for  worship  and  registered  for  marriage3, 
J  it  is  desired  that  marriages  should  be 
legally  celebrated  therein.  The  fees  that 
Jiave  been  paid  and  are  payable  are — 

£    8.  d. 
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thitting  down  of  Standing  Timber  in 

Ireland. 

Captaix  pONELAN  (Cork,  E.) :    To 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary    to  the   Lord- 
Lieutenant     of     Ireland     whether,     in 
view  of  the  action  taken    by    various 
county  councils  and  other  representative 
public  bodies  in  Ireland  in  the  direction 
of    reafforestation,    and   the   feeling    in 
Ireland  on  the  subject,  measures  will  be 
.adopted  for  the  purpose  of  preventing 
Irish    landlords  from  catting   down  the 
standing  timber  on  their  properties  when 
-Belling  to  their  tenants  under   the  Land 
Purchase  Act  of  1903. 

• 

[Answered  hy  Mr.  Walter  Long.)  The 
Land  Commissioners  have  no  juris- 
diction such  as  is  suggested,  nor 
.are  they  aware  that  timber  his  been 
cut  down  by  landlords  in  anticipa- 
tion of  sales.  In  the  case  of  tenant- 
purchisers,  however,  the  Commis- 
sioners possess  the  ordinary  legal 
rights  of  mortgagees  to  restrain  the 
purchasers  from  committing  waste  of  the 
nature  indicated,  and  thereby  depreciating 
the  security. 

King-Harman  and  Sandford  Estates. 

Mr.  TULLY  (Lei trim,  S.) :  To  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
•of  Ireland  whether  the  Estates  Com- 
jnissioners  can  state  the  number  of  cjises 
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on  the  King-Harman  Estate  and  Sandford 
E^tite  respectively  in  which  they  have 
appro Jiched  or  negotiated  with  teiants  in 
possession  of  grazing  lands  or  non-resi- 
dential holdings  for  the  sale  to  them  of 
the  tenant's  interest  in  same  for  the 
purpose  of  the  division  of  these  lands 
amongst  the  holders  of  uneconomic 
holdings ;  in  how  many  cases  have  these 
negotiations  bean  suscoisful;  and  on 
what  t3rm3  is  the  money  proposed  to  be 
rep  lid  which  is  advance!  for  the  purchase 
of  the  tenants'  interests. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Walter  Long.)  In 
five  cases  on  the  estate  of  E.  C.  King- 
Harman,  the  Estates  Commissioners 
h  we  intimated  that  if  the  vendor  should 
buy  up  the  tenants'  interest  and  offer 
the  holdings  to  them  as  untenanted  land, 
they  will  be  prepared  to  coniider 
favourably  the  question  of  their  purchase 
for  the  purpose  of  the  enlargement  of 
smaller  holdings  on  this  estate.  The 
advances  will  be  made  for  the  purchase 
of  the  fee  simple  oE  the  lands  as 
untenanted. 

Punishment  of  Chinese  Coolies  in  ths 

Transvaal. 

Mr.  levy  (Leicestershire,  Lough- 
borough) :  To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  whether  he  is  a^rare 
that  in  some  of  the  compounds  in  South 
Atrica  Chinese  who  refuse  to  go  down  the 
mines  unless  paid  2i.  per  day  are  tied  up 
to  a  pole  by  their  pigtails  in  such 
a  way  that  their  toes  only  just  touch  the 
ground,  and  ar3  then  thrashed ;  and  will 
he  give  instructions  for  an  immediate 
disco ntinuanoe  of  such  punishment. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Secretary  Lyttelton.) 
No,  Sir ;  I  am  not  aware  of  this. 

Boyal  Army  Medical  Oorps— Beserve  of 
Civilian  Surgeons. 

Dr.  THOMPSON  (IMLonaghan,  N.) :  To 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  if  it 
is  his  intention  to  form  a  reserve  of 
civilian  surgeons  in  connection  with  the 
Royal  Army  Medical  Corps,  in  view  of  thu 
experiences  gained  in  the  South  Afric  lu 
War. 

(Ansy^ed  by  Mr.  Secretary  Arnold- 
Forster,)  The  subject  is  receiving  coi- 
sideration. 
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Reorganisation  of  the  Auxiliary  Forces. 
Dr.  THOMPSON :  To  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  if  there  is  any 
intention  of  carrying  out  in  the  near 
future  the  recommendations  of  the  recent 
Roynl  Commission  appointed  to  consider 
the  reorganisation  of  the  Auxiliary  Forces. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Secretary  Arnold' 
Forster.)  I  have  every  hope  that  it  may 
be  possible  to  give  effect  to  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Royal  Commission  in 
the  direction  of  improvinfit  the  organisa- 
tion of  the  Auxiliary  Forces.  But  for 
reasons  which  I  have  frequently  pointed 
out  in  debate,  these  changes  cannot  be 
made  on  a  large  scale  at  once/  Most  of 
the  recommendations  involve  the  expendi- 
ture of  money  which  is  not  at  present 
available  for  this  purpose. 

Government  Stores. 

Mr.  levy  :  To  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  whether,  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  it  is  impossible  to  ascertain  who 
supplied  a  large  portion  of  the  stores 
destroyed  in  South  Africa,  he  will  con- 
sider the  advisability  of  issuing  in- 
structions that  all  stores  supplied  to  the 
War  Office  should  bear  a  distinctive 
mark,  in  order  that  the  contractors  of  all 
stores  may  be  identified  when  necessary. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Secretary  Arndd- 
Forster.)  Under  existing  instructions, 
stores  supplied  to  the  War  Office  are 
required,  as  far  as  possible,  in  the  case  of 
those  which  are  capable  of  being  stamped 
or  branded,  to  bear  the  distinctive  mark 
of  the  contractor  concerned.  It  must  be 
remembered  that  there  are  some  stores 
which  do  not  readily  admit  of  being  so 
stamped  or  branded. 


QUESTIONS  IN  THE  HOUSE. 


Elder,  Dempster  Contract. 
Mr.  WHITLEY  (Halifax) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  if  the  contract  of  April  19th, 
1900,  between  the  Crown  Agents  and 
Messrs.  Elder,  Dempster  and  Co.,  has 
been  fulfilled  in  respect  of  Clauses  2  and 
3  thereof ;  and,  if  not,  have  any  steps 
been  taken  to  bring  about  the  full  ser- 
vices contracted  for. 


Thb  SECRETARY  of  STATE  fob  thb 
COLONIES  (Mr.  Lyttelton,  Warwick 
and  eamington) :  The  contract  has  been 
fulfilled  in  regard  to  all  the  provisions  of 
Clauses  2  and  3,  except  in  so  far  as  twa 
of  the  steamers  now  on  the  line  have  at 
times  failed  to  show  themselves  capable- 
of  maintaining  the  speed  required  by 
Clause  3  (b).  This  matter  has  formed  the 
subject  of  correspondence  and  negotia- 
tions  between  the  Jamaica  Government . 
the  contractor,  and  myself,  with  a  view  to 
securing  satisfactory  fulfilment  of  the 
intention  of  the  contract. 

Motor-Cyclist's  Accident  at  Petersfiald. 
Mr.  SCOTT-MONTAGU  (Hampshire^ 
New  Forest) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
whether  his  attention  has  been  drawn  to 
the  recent  accident  near  Petersfield,  in 
which  a  naval  officer  riding  a  motor- 
bicycle  was  knocked  down  by  a  oart, 
which  was  immediately  driven  away  by 
the  man  in  charge,  while  the  officer  lay 
stunned  and  wounded  on  the  ground ; 
whether  any  steps  have  been  taken  to* 
ascertain  the  identity  of  the  cart. 

The  secretary  of  state  fob  thb 
HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Akbrs- 
DouGLAS,  Kent,  St.  Augustine's):  Yes^ 
Sir ;  and  I  have  obtained  a  report  upon 
the  case  from  the  Hampshire  police.  I 
find  that  the  identity  of  the  driver  and  of 
the  cart  has  been  ascertained,  and  that 
inquiries  are  bemg  made  by  the  police 
with  a  view  to  proccedijigs  being  taken 
against  the  driver  for  an  offence  under  the 
Highway  Act. 

Post  Office  Counter  Duties. 

Mr.  swift  MACNED[iL  (Donegal.  S.)  i 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  -  General 
whether  he  will  make  inquiry  into  the 
system  existing  at  many  provincial  head 
post  offices  whereby  junior  and  unestab- 
fished  officers  are  placed  on  counter 
duties  in  positions  involving  monetary 
responsibility  ;  and  whether,  in  view  of 
the  fact  that  all  losses  have  to  be  made 
good,  the  stafi  shall  have  adequate  oppor- 
tunities for  learning  the  work  before  bein^ 
entrusted  with  the  responsibility,  and 
that  only  officers  of  experience  shall  in. 
future  be  entrusted  with  counter  duties. 
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The  postmaster-general  (Lord 
Stanley,  Lancashire,  Westhoughtoh) : 
Tf  the  lion.  Member  will  furnish  me  with 
some  concrete  instances  of  the  system 
to  which  he  refers  I  will  make  inquiries ; 
but  I  may  say  that  it  is  the  general  prac- 
tice to  assign  important  counter  duties, 
involving  considerable  monetary  respon- 
sibility, to  the  more  experienced  officers 
as  far  as  possible. 

Mr.  swift  M4CNEILL:  Whftn  I 
give  the  noble  Lord  information  in  a 
concrete  case  he  answers  me  in  the 
abstract. 

Overseerships      in      Provincial      Head 

Offices 

Mr.  swift  MACNEILL:  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Postmaster-General  when  it  is 
intended  to  issue  the  scheme  dealing 
with  the  increase  ^of  overseer  rhips,  and 
whether  promotions  will  date  from 
April  1st,  1905 ;  whether  the  claims  of 
members  of  the  staff  in  provincial  head 
offices,  who  have  performed  supervising 
duties  of  three  or  four  months  duration 
annually  for  several  years,  will  be  con- 
sidered ;  and  whether,  in  connection 
with  the  proposed  scheme  and  promo- 
tions, it  is  Intended  to  take  into  account 
the  fact  that  at  many  offices  ordinary 
members  oi  the  staff  are  in  full  charge 
of  the  business  during  the  despatch  of 
important  mails. 

Lord  STANLEY  :  The  examination 
of  the  duties  at  the  various  offices  is 
not  yet  quite  completed.  The  resulting 
promotions  will  take  efEect  from  the 
date  of  my  approval,  and  I  am  not  pre- 
pared to  date  them  from  April  1st.  Due 
consideration  will  be  given  to  duties 
involving  supervision. 

Motor-Gar  Speeds. 
Mr.  CAWLEY  (Lancashire,  Prest- 
wich) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  whether  he 
will  state  the  names  of  the  local 
authorities  who  have  applied  for  power 
to  limit -the  speed  of  motor-cars  within 
their  area  to  ten  miles  an  hour,  and 
have  had  their  application  refused ; 
whether  in  each  case  the  application  has 
been  successfully  opposed  by  the 
Automobile  Club,  the  Motor  Union,  or 
other  motorist  clubs;   and  whether,  in 


view  of  the  many  recent  accidents  caused 
by  motor-cars  driving  at  a  high  speed 
through  populous  places,  he  will  look 
more  favourably  upon  the  application 
of  local  authorities  to  limit  the  speed  of 
motor-cars  to  ten  miles  an  hour  in  thoso 
places. 

Thb  president  of  the  LOCAL 
OOVERXMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Gerald 
Balfour,  Leeds,  Central) :  The  names  of 
the  local  authorities  who  have  made 
applications  of  the  kind  referred  to  which 
have  not  been  complied  with  are — The 
Common  Council  of  the  City  of  London, 
and  the  town  councils  of  Beverley, 'Bury. 
Dover,  Kingston-on-Thames,  Leeds, 
Leigti,  Newport  (Monmouthshire),  Tod- 
morden,  Winchester,  and  Whitehaven. 
The  application  was  in  each  case  opposed 
by  an  organisation  such  as  is  mentioned 
in  the  Question,  there  was  a  local  inquiry 
at  which  both  sides  were  heard,  and  the 
inspector  reported  the  evidence  to  the 
Local  Government  Board  together  with 
the  result  of  his  own  observation.  As 
regards  the  last  part  of  the  Question,  I 
can  assure  the  hon.  Member  that  I  will 
give  unprejudiced  consideration  to  any 
application  that  may  be  made  to  me  for 
the  imposition  of  a  speed  limit  in 
populous  places. 

Private  Burial  Grounds  in  Monastic  and 
Conventual  Institutions. 

Mr.  SLOA.N  (Belfast,  S.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  whether  he  can  state  the 
number  of  private  burial  grounds  that 
exist  in  connection  with  monastic  and 
conventual  institutions  in  the  United 
Kingdom;  does  he  from  time  to  time 
give  his  sanction  for  these  private  burial 
grounds;  and,  if  so,  how  many  have 
been  sanctioned  within  the  past  five 
years. 

Mr,     GERALD     BALFOUR:     The 

Answer  to  the  first  part  of  the  Question 
is  in  the  negative.  The  jurisdiction  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  under  the 
Burial  Acts  only  extends  to  Ba  gland  and 
Wales,  and  their  approval  of  the  opening 
of  a  new  burial  ground  is  required  where 
the  ground  is  in  the  Metropolis  as  defined 
by  the  Burial  Act,  1852,  or  within  tNVO 
miles  of  any  part  of  it,  or  whore  there  is 
in  force  an  Order  on  Council  which  for 
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trie  protection  of  the  public  health  i  Mr.  SCOTT  DICKSON :  The  Secretary 
renders  such  approval  necessary.  Since  !  for  Scotland  has  recently  discussed  the 
the  transfer  to  the  Board  on  January  1st,  situation  with  representatives  of  the 
1901,  of  the  jurisdiction  which  the  Town  Council  of  Edinburgh  and  various 
Secretary  of  State  previously  exercised  bodies  interested,  and  has  the  whole  sub- 
in  this  matter,  their  approval  has  been  ject  under  his  immediate  consideration, 
given  to  the  opening  of  five  new  burial  '  He  hopes  shortly  to  be  in  a  position  to 
grounds  in  connection  with  monastic  and  make  an  announcement  on  the  subject, 
conventual  institutions. 

Local  Begistiation  of  Title  (Ireland)  Act, 
1891— Beftmd  of  Postage. 
Owydyr  House.  i     ^^    VINCENT  KENNEDY  (CavaD, 

Mb.  BENN  (Devonport) :  I  beg  to  ;  W.) :  To  ask  Mr.  Attorney-General  for 
ask  the  hon.  Member  for  Chorley,  as  Ireland  if,  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
representing  the  First  Commissioner  of  |  postage  to  the  local  officers  under  the 
Works,  whether,  in  view  of  the  increased  Local  Registration  of  Title  (Ireland)  Act, 
office  accommodation  shortly  at  the  dis-  1891,  must  be  prepaid  and  registered, 
po  al  of  the  Government,  and  with  a  and  that  the  local  officers  obtain  a  refund 
view  to  preserving  a  valuable  open  space,  |  for  postage  and  registration  of  their 
he  will  consider  the  possibility  of  re-  replies,  will  he  say  why  the  public  have 
moving  the  recently  erected  one-storey  not  the  same  facilities, 
extension  of  Gwydyr  House. 

;  Thb  attorney  -  general  foe 
Lord  B ALCARRES  (Lancashire,  IRELAND  (Mr.  Atkinson,  Londonderry, 
Chorley) :  The  First  Commissioner  re-  ;  N.) :  Local  registrars  of  titles  are 
grets  that  he  is  unable  to  give  any  :  refunded  the  cost  of  postages  officially 
assurance  in  this  matter  before  the  com-  incurred  by  them  because  they  are 
pletion  of  the  Government  buildings  now    public  officials.     I  am  not  aware  of  any 


in  course  of  construction. 

Scottish  Herring  Fisheries. 

Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.) :  To  ask  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  whether  he  can 
state  the  period  of  the  year  prior  to 
which  the  Scotch   Fishery  Board  pro 


reason  why  the  public  should  have  the 
same  facilities ;  but  the  matter  is  one 
for  the  Postmaster-General. 

Trinity  College  Oommission  Report 

Mr.  FLAVIN  (Kerry,   N.) :  I  beg  to 
ask   the    Chief  Secretary  to  the   Lord- 


hibitsjishing  for  herrings  in  the  Scotch    Lieutenant  of  Ireland    whether  he  can 
fishing  grounds.  now   state    when    the    Report    of     the 

Trinity  College  Commission  will  be  issued  ; 

The  LORD-ADVOCATE  (Mr.  Soott  |  and  whether  it  will  be   laid  upon  the 

Dickson,  Glasgow,  Bridgton) :  No  pro-    Table  of  the  House  as  a  Parliamentary 


Paper, 
The      chief     SECRETARY     for 


hibition  [of  herring  fishing  by  the 
authority  of  the  Fishery  Board  exists  in 
Scotland,  but  for  local  statutory  regula- 
tions I  may  refer  the  hon.  Member  to  IRELAND  (Mr.  Walter  Long,  Bristol, 
52  and  53  Vict.  cap.  23,  Section  6,  which  \  S.) :  As  already  stated,  I  have  received, 
relates  to  that  section  of  the  coast  ex-  j  and  am  considerinsr,  this  Report,  which 
tending  from  Ardnamurchan  Point  to  ,  will  be  laid  on  the  Table  in  the  course  of 
the  Mull  of  Galloway.  |  the  present  week. 

Mr.  flavin  :  The  Attorney-General 
promised  it  should  be  published  last 
March,  and  you  promised  it  for  the 
middle  of  April,  yet  we  have  not  got  it 
yet! 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG:  I  do  not 
remember  any  such  promise  on  my  part. 


Scottish  Board  of  Manufactures. 

Mb.  BUCHANAN  (Perthshire,  B.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Lord- Advocate  what  steps 
have  been  taken  by  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland,  or  are  going  to  be  taken,  to 
carry  out  the  Report  of  the  Depart- 
mental Committee  on  the  Board  of 
Manufactures  of  two  years  ago. 
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,riaz  Culture  in  Ireland. 
Mr.  T.  L.  CORBET^  (Down,  N.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Cliief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  how  much  money 
has  been  spent  in  trpng  to  improve  flax 
culture  in  Ireland  since  the  Government 
commenced  to  make  special  loans  and 
grants  with  that  object ;  and  whether  he 
will  lay  Reports  showing  what  success 
has  attended  these  efEorts. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG  :  Since  1900  the 
net  expenditure  of  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  in  this  matter  has  been 
£8,490.  The  results  of  the  experiments 
are  detailed  in  the  Department's  Annual 
Reports  and  Quarterly  Journals. 

Irish  Agricultural  Department— 
veterinary  Branch. 

Mr.  DELANY  (Queen's  County, 
Ossory) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
whether,  since  it  appears  that  a  number  | 
of  Catholic  gentlemen  in  the  veterinary 
branch  of  the  Irish  Agricultural  Depart- 
ment are  restricted  to  practically 
stationary  salaries  of  £95  a  year,  while 
increases  of  salary  have  been  granted  to 
certain  other  officials,  he  will  state  what 
steps  he  proposes  taking  in  order  to 
secure  that  any  economy  effected  in  the 
remuneration  of  the  Catholic  officials  shall 
not  be  availed  of  to  increase  further  the 
salaries  of  higher  paid  officials. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG:  This  Question 
repeats  an  insinuation  which,  as  has  b<sen 
repeatedly  pointed  out,  is  entirely  un- 
justifiable. I  have  nothing  to  add  to  the 
replies  already  given,  except  to  say  that 
the  officials  in  the  veterinary  branch  are 
on  the  scale  of  salary  fixed  for  the  grade 
to  which  they  belong,  and  that  their 
salaries  are  not  stationary. 

Mr.  NANNETTI  (Dublin,  College 
Green)  :  Is  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
aware  that  some  of  these  clerks  will 
not  reach  their  maximum  for  twenty- 
five  years  ? 

Mr.  O'KELLY  (Mayo,  N.) :  Has  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  any  objection  to 
granting  an  inquiry  into  the  alleged 
grievances  of  these  clerks  ? 


Mr.  WALTER  LONG :  I  soe  no  reason 
why  an  inquiry  should  be  granted. 

Warden  Estate,  Sneem. 
Mr.  BOLAND  (Kerry,  S.):  I  b3g 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretarv  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  none  of  the  evicted  tenants 
have  as  yet  been  reinstated  on  the  War- 
den Estate  at  Sneem ;  can  he  state  the 
reason  of  the  delay;  and  can  he  say 
whether  any  negotiations  have  been 
opened  with  the  Estates  Conmiissionerd 
for  the  purchase  of  the  remaining  portiori 
of  the  estate. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG:    I  have   no 

information  as  to  the  first  part  of  the 

Question ;  no  responsibility  for  any  delav 

j  in    the    reinstatement    of    the    evicted 

I  tenants  can  rest,  however,  with  the  land* 

I  lord.'    The  estate,  which  is  a  large  and 

complicated  one,  is  being  dealt  with  by 

the  Commissioners,  but  some  time  must 

elapse,  I  understand,  before  the  sale  can 

be  completed. 

Irish  Education— Mr.  Downing*8  Report. 

Mr.  NOLAN  (Louth,  S.) :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Loid-Lieu- 
tenant  of  Ireland  whether  Mr.  E.  Downing, 
late  chief  inspector  under  the  Irish  Board 
of  National  Education,  made  any  report 
on  the  state  of  education  in  Ireland  since 
that  published  in  the  Appendix  to  the 
68th  Report  of  the  Commissioners  of 
National  Education  in  Ireland  for  the 
year  1901 ;  if  so,  why  his  report  is  not 
published  in  the  Appendix  to  the  69th 
Report  or  in  the  Appendix  to  the  70th 
Report  recently  issued;  will  he  cause 
such  a  report  to  be  laid  on  the  Table  of 
the  House;  andwhthe-,  ifMr.Downing's 
report  was  not  presented  to  the  Board 
as  customary,  he  can  state  why  the 
usual  course  was  dispensed  with  on  this 
occasion. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG:  Yes,  Sir; 
both  of  the  chief  inspectors,  Messrs. 
Downing  and  Purser,  made  general 
reports  for  1902  which  were  not  pub- 
lished. These  reports  consisted  largely 
of  extracts  taken  from  the  raports  of  the 
senior  inspectors,  and  the  Commissioners 
decided  that  it  was  preferable  to  pubUsh 
the  latter  reports  in  their  entirety.     This 
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was  accordingly  done.  Mr.  Downing  did 
not  furnish  any  subsequent  report.  He 
has  since  retired  from  the  service. 

Cragg  and  Ardcrone  Faims,  County 

Kerry* 

Mr.  murphy  (Kerry,  B.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  the  Cragg 
and  .Ardcrone  Farms,  county  Kerry, 
purchased  by  the  Congested  Districts 
Board  over  a  year  ago,  are  practically 
derelict  and  cannot  be  used  for  any  suit- 
able purpose  by  the  Board  owing  to  the 
circumstances  under  which  they  were  pur- 
chased; and;  if  so,  whether  the  Board 
would  be  prepared  to  reconsider  the 
question  of  these  farms  with  the  view  of 
effecting  a  reinstatement  of  the  original 
tenants  who  were  evicted  irom  them. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG  :  These  ^ands 
have  been  fully  stocked  with  cattle  during 
the  past  year.  As  to  the  remainder  of 
the  Question  I  beg  to  refer  the  hon. 
Member  to  the  Answer  which  I  gave  to 
his  previous  Question  of  the  10th  April,  t 

Mr.  MURPHY;  Is  it  not  the  fact 
that  the  cattle  are  merely  the  property 
of  the  local  graziers  and  farmers  and  that 
no  practical  use  is  being  made  of  the 
farm)? 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG :  I  do  not  know 
who  are  the  owners. 

King  Harman  Estate  Bog  Lands. 

Mr.  SLOAN :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  Mr.  John  Drury,  chair- 
man of  .the  Boyle  United  Irish  League, 
has  been  appointed  by  the  Estates 
Commissioners,  at  a  salary,  to  distribute 
the  bog  lands  on  the  King  Harman 
Estate  to  the  tenants. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG  :  I  am  informed 
by  the  Commissioners  that  Mr.  Drury 
has  been  provisionally  appointed  secre- 
tary to  trustees  in  whom  it  is  proposed 
to  vest  certain  bogs  on  this  estate.  The 
appointment,  however,  is  one  for  which 
the  Commissionera  are  not  in  any  way 
responsible,  and  no  payment  in  respect  of 
it  will  be  made  from  moneys  within 
the  control  of  the  Commissioners. 


t  See  (4)  Debates,  cxliv.,  1028. 


Corglass  and  Oomakelly  Bstate,  Longford- 
Mr.  J.  P.  FARRELL  (Longford,  N.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  the 
Corglass  and  Comakelly  Estate  of  Mr. 
O'Brien  is  yet  in  a  position  to  be  offcrc  d 
for  sale  to  the  tenants;  whether  the 
negotiations  which  were  on  foot  some 
months  ago  have  been  suspended  or 
are  proceeding ;  and  when  these  tenants 
may  expect  to  be  vested. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG :  The  difficulties 
experienced  in  completing  the  arrange- 
ments for  the  sale  of  tlus  estate  have 
now  been  surmounted,  and  active  steps 
are  being  taken  for  its  sale  to  the  Estates 
Commissioners. 

Intermediate  Examinations  in  Ireland- 
Mr.  J.  P.  FARRELL :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  he  can  state  the 
reasons  which  induced  the  Commissioners 
of  Intermediate  Education  in  Ireland 
to  abolish  the  preparatory  grade  in 
examinations  imder  the  Board ;  and  also 
why  it  was  that  the  age  limit  for  the 
junior  grade  was  increased. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG:  The  pre- 
paratory grade  has  not  been  abolished, 
but  the  award  of  exhibitions  in  that 
grade  has  been  discontinued  for  some 
years,  for  the  reasons  stated  by  my 
right  hon.  friend  the  Member  for  Dover 
in  reply  to  a  Question  on  June  20th,t  1901 , 
The  age  limit  for  the  pass  examinations 
of  the  junior  and  higher  grades  wad 
increased  in  order  to  enable  students 
between  sixteen  and  nineteen  to  qualify 
for  certificates.  The  limit  of  age  for 
candidates  for  exhibitions  and  prizes 
has  not  been  increased. 

Mr.  J.  P.  FARRELL :  Is  this  to  be  a 
permanent  arrangement  ? 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG:  I  must  ask 
for  notice  of  that  Question. 

Irish  Education-Rule  127  (b). 
Mr.  J.  P.  FARRELL :    I  beg  to  ask 

the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  resolutions  passe  1 

X  See  (4)  DebcUea,  xct.,  915. 
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«t  meetings  of  the  four  deaneries  of  the 

<iiocese  of    Ardagh  and    Clonmacnoiso ; 

and    whether  the  protest  against  Rule 

127  (b)  contained    in  these  resolutions 

viD  receive  attention. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG:    The  Answer 
^o  both  Questions  is  in  the  affirmative. 

County  Longford  Magistracy. 

Mr.  J.  P.  FARRELL :  I  beg  to  ask 
■the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  present  appoint- 
ment of  Mr.  Alexander  W.  Percival,  of 
Minard,  county  Longford,  as  a  justice 
of  the  peace  for  county  Longford,  and 
^wiU  he  say  on  whose  re3ommendation 
the  lord-lieutenant  of  the  county  made 
this  appointment;  how  many  Catholic 
«nd  Protestant  magistrates  have  since 
April  Ist,  1899,  been  appointed  in 
county  Longford ;  and  whether,  in  view 
of  the  fact  that  ninety-one  per  cent,  of 
'the  population  of  county  Longford  is 
Catholic,  he  will  suggest  to  the  Lord 
Chancellor  the  desirability  of  more  equit- 
ably manning  the  magisterial  bench  in 
tihskt  county. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG:  Mr.  Percival 
^as,  in  the  usual  course,  appointed  by 
:the  Lord  Chancellor  upon  the  recom- 
mendation of  His  Majesty's  lieutenant 
of  the  county.  Ten  magistrates  have 
been  appointed  since  April  1st,  1899, 
of  whom  it  is  believed  six  are  members 
of  the  Irish  Church,  three  are  Catholics, 
And  one  a  Methodist.  The  Lord  Chan- 
'Cellor  and  the  lieutenant  of  the  county 
are  always  ready  to  consider  the  names 
of  any  properly  qualified  Catholic  gentle- 
men which  may  be  brought  to  their 
jiotice. 

Mr.  J.  P.  FARRELL :  Is  the  [right 
bon.  Gentleman  aware  that  on  several 
occasions  public  boards  in  the  county  have 
sent  forward  the  names  of  responsible 
Catholio  gentlemen,  and  no  attention 
iias  been  paid  to  them  ? 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG:  1  am  not 
A  ware  of  tha'. 

Youghal  Aaziliary  Asylum. 
Mr.  SLOAN :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary    to   the   Lord  •  Lieutenant  of 


Lreland  if,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  ap- 
pointments to  the  office  of  visiting 
physician  to  Irish  lunatic  asylums  have 
been  abolished,  he  will  explain  how  the 
Lord  -  Lieutenant  has  been  able  to 
sanction  the  appointment  of  a  visiting 
physician  to  the  Youghal  Auxiliary 
Asylum. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG  :  The  appoint- 
ment of  visiting  physician  was  abolished 
prior  to  the  pissing  of  the  Locil  Govern- 
ment Act,  1898 ;  but  Section  84  (1)  (b) 
of  this  Act  empowers  asylum  committees 
to  appoint  an  assistant  medical  officer, 
who  is  under  the  control  of  the  resident 
superintendent.  This  is  the  appointment 
the  Lord-Lieut 3nant  sanctioned. 

Underfed  School  Ohildren  m  Ireland. 

Mr.  DELANY:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  the  Irish  Local 
Government  Board  is  willing  to  adopt 
the  Order  issued  by  the  President  of  the 
English  Local  Government  Board,  dated 
April  26th,  1905,  and  addressed  to  the 
several  Poor  Law  Unions  in  England  and 
Wales,  making  provision  for  the  supply 
of  necessary  food  to  underfed  children 
attending  elementary  schools,  in  view  of 
the  extent  to  which  poverty  exists  in 
Ireland. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG:  The  Local 
Government  Board  are  advised  that  they 
have  no  power  under  the  Irish  Poor 
Law  to  make  such  an  Order.  The  leg  1 
question  will  be  referred  to  the  law 
officers  for  advice. 

Enniskillen  Assizes— Case  of  Owen 

Cleary. 

Mr.  EDWARD  MITCHELL  (Fcr- 
managh,  N.):  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord -Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  if  he  is  aware  that  a  man  named 
Owen  Cleary  was  convicted  at  the 
summer  assizes,  held  in  Enniskillen  on 
July  8th,  1904,  and  sentenced  to  three 
yej^rs  penal  servitude,  that  subsequently 
the  statements  made  at  the  trial  were 
found  to  be  untrue,  that  a  memorial  was 
afterwards  presented  to  the  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant narrating  all  the  facts  as  to 
Cleary's  innocence,  that  the  prayer  of  the 
memorial  was   refused,   that  after    ih 
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publication  of  the  Beck  case  Cleary  was  re- 
quested by  the  Governor  of  Maryborough 
Prison  to  send  forward  another  memorial, 
dated  January  12th,  1905,  and  that  his 
sentence  was  commuted  by  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  on  February  1st ;  and  whether, 
seeing  that  a  miscarriage  of  justice  h^s 
occurred,  he  will  say  what  steps  the 
Government  propose  to  take  by  way  of 
compensating  Cleaiy  for  the  injury  he 
has  sustained. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG:  This  man 
was,  in  the  opinion  of  the  learned  Judge 
who  tried  the  case,  properly  convicted  of 
rape.  The  only  new  information  subse- 
luently  obtained  was  that  the  woman 
aad  not  given  her  true  name,  and  that 
there  was  some  suspicion  that  her 
character  was  not  so  good  as  she  had 
represented  it  to  be ;  but  nothing  trans- 
pired to  show  that  the  accused  was  not 
guilty.  The  Judge,  however,  informed 
the  Lord- Lieutenant  that  had  he  been 
aware  that  the  woman's  character  was 
not  as  represented  at  the  trial,  he  would 
probably  have  passed  a  less  severe 
sentence.  The  memorials  only  prayed 
for  a  reduction  of  the  sentence,  and 
His  Excellency,  taking  into  consideration 
the  matters  I  have  mentioned,  ultimately 
ordered  the  release  of  the  accused  on 
January  28th  last.  No  miscarriage  of 
justice,  as  is  referred  to,  occurred  in  the 
case.  The  Governor  of  the  prison  made 
no  request  or  suggestion  to  the  prisoner. 

Toughal  Auxiliary  Asylum  Accounts. 

Mr.  SLOAN :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether  he  will  explain  why  the 
auditor  lias  not  yet  signed  the  accounts 
in  connection  with  the  Auxiliary  Asylum 
at  Youghal. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG :  The  audit  of 
the  accounts  of  the  Cork  District  Lunatic 
Asylum,  which  embraces  those  in  connec- 
tion with  the  Auxiliary  Asylum  at 
Youghal,  has  been  completed  for  the 
half-year  ended  30th  September,  1904. 
The  audit  for  the  half-year  to  3l8t  March 
last  has  not  yet  been  undertaken. 

Toughal  Asylum  Ohaplain's  Residence. 

Mr.  SLOAN :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether  he  is  aware  that  the  house 


built  by  public  money  for  a  resident, 
medical  superintendent  in  connection 
with  the  Auxiliary  Asylum  at  Youghal  is. 
at  present  occupied  by  a  Roman  Catholic 
chaplain;  and,  if  so,  will  he  explain 
whether  this  change  has  the  sanction  of 
the  Inspectors  of  Lunacy. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG :  The  reply  to 
the  first  inquiry  is  in  the  affinnative. 
There  is  no  legal  provision  which  requires 
that  the  sanction  of  the  inspectors  should 
be  obtained  in  such  a  matter. 

Captain  DONELAN  (Cork,  E.) :  Is  ttie- 
right  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  th& 
physician  lives  within  a  very  easy  distance 
of  the  asylum,  and  that  no  complaint 
has  ever  been  received  that  the  welfare 
of  the  patients  is  neglected,  but  that^ 
on  the  contrary,  the  arrangement  gives, 
complete  satisfaction. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG:  No  complaints: 
have  been  brought  to  my  knowledge. 

Mr.  SLOAN :  But  is  it  legal  for  this: 
house  thus  to  be  occupied  ? 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG:  I  cannot 
answer  that  until  I  have  looked  more 
fully  into  the  circumstances.  I  am  inquir- 
ing into  all  the  matters  connected  witk 
this  asylum  just  now. 

Irish  Local  Government  Board  Auditors. 

Mr.  MACVEAGH  (Down,  S.) :  I  beg: 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  can 
state  how  many  of  the  Local  Governments 
Board  auditors  in  Ireland  were  previously 
accountants,  or  held  or  hold  any  certifi- 
cate from  the  Institute  of  Chartered 
Accountants  or  any  kindred  body; 
whether  he  can  state  if  the  Public  Bodies- 
Order,  1904,  for  Ireland  was  approved  of 
by  the  present  stafE  of  auditors  ;  whether 
the  effect  of  the  Order  will  be  to  confine 
the  duties  of  the  auditors  to  the  correction 
of  figures  and  the  noting  of  illegal  pay* 
ments,  and  to  throw  upon  the  local  bodiea^ 
the  onus  of  preparing  for  the  auditors  a 
draft  accountant's  statement  ;  and 
whether  he  is  aware  that  such  a  system 
was  unanimously  condemned  in  the 
Report  of  the  Joint  Select  Committee  of 
the  House  of  Lords  and  the  House  of 
Commons. 
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Mr.  WALTER  LONO :  Ten  out  of  the 
staff  of  seventeen  auditors  had  experience 
of  public  accounts  prior  to  their  appoint- 
ment. The  Answer  to  the  second  inquiry 
is  in  the  aflirmative.  The  Order  will  not 
have  the  effect  suggested  in  the  third 
inquiry,  but  will  render  the  audit  more 
searching,  and  consequently  of  greater 
value.  The  Joint  Committee  on  Munici- 
pal Trading  expressed  the  opinion  that 
the  duties  of  auditors  should  not  be 
confined  to  the  mere  certification  of 
figures ;  but  such  limited  system  of  audit 
does  not  prevail  in  Ireland.  The  recom- 
mendations of  the  Committee  did  not 
apply  to  Ireland. 

Mr.  mac VEAGH  :  How  many  have  a 
certificate  from  the  Institute  of  Chartered 
Accountants  or  some  similar  body  ? 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG  :  I  cannot  say. 

Mr.  MACVEAGH  :  I  can.  There  are 
none. 


Appointment  of  Auditors  by  the  Irish 
Local  Board. 

Mr.  MACVEAGH :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether,  having  regard  to  the 
recommendation  of  the  Joint  Committee 
of  Lords  and  Commons  on  Municipal 
Trading  that  none  but  members  of  the 
Institute  of  Chartered  Accountants  or  of 
the  Incorporated  Society  of  Accounts  nts 
and  Auditois  should  be  appointed  by 
local  authorities  as  auditors,  he  will 
undertake  that  in  any  future  appoint- 
ments as  public  auditors  in  Ireland  the 
same  quaUfications  will  be  insisted  upon 
that  the  Joint  Committee  urged  in  the 
case  of  the  local  auditors  who  are  subject 
to  the  public  auditors. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG :  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  auditors  in  Ireland  have  to 
satisfy  the  Civil  Service  Commissioners 
not  only  of  their  knowledge  of  accounts, 
but  also  of  their  general  proficiency,  in- 
cluding a  knowledge  of  the  Poor  Laws. 
The  questions  which  come  before  them 
for  decision  are  questions  of  law  quite  as 
much  as  of  accounts.  No  change  in  the 
present  system  of  appointment  is 
proposed. 


Irish  Local  Authorities'  Aceounts. 

Mr.  MACVEAGH:  I  beg  to  ask  the- 
Chief  Secretarv  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that  tha 
Joint  Conmiittee  of  Lords  and  Commons^ 
on  Municipal  Trading  laid  down  that  the 
Local  Government  Departments  should 
consult  the  Institute  of  Chartered  Ac- 
countants or  the  Incorporated  Society  of 
Accountants  and  Auditors  before  pre- 
scribing a  standard  form  of  keeping 
accounts  for  local  authorities;  and 
whether  any  such  conference  or  consulta- 
tion took  place  prior  to  the  issue  of  the 
Public  Bodies  Order,  1904,  for  Ireland. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG:  This  recom- 
mendation of  the  Committee  had  special 
reference  to  the  question  of  municipal 
trading,  and  was  not  extended  by  them 
to  the  case  of  Ireland,  where  such  trading: 
has  made  little  headway.  The  Answer  to 
the  latter  inquiry  is  in  the  negative. 
Local  authorities  in  Ireland,  before  em- 
barking on  any  large  scheme  of  municipal 
trading,  will  be  required  to  submit  their 
accounts  in  such  matters  in  a  form  which 
will  meet  the  Committee's  recommenda* 
tions  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  MACVEAGH  said  that,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  the  local  authorities  had  them* 
selves  to  do  certain  work  because  tha^ 
auditors  were  not  competent. 

Oase  of  Constable  Anderson,  Boyal  Irish 

Constabulary. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  B.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretarj'  to  the  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether,  in  view  of  tho 
persistent  attacks  made  on  a  permanent 
official  of  the  Irish  Government  in  con- 
nection with  the  case  of  Constable  Ander- 
son, he  will  grant  a  public  inquiry  int> 
all  the  circumstances  connected  with  the 
dismissal  and  reinstatement  of  Constable 
Anderson. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG :  No,  Sir.  I  see 
no  reason  to  grant  the  proposed  inquiry. 

Mr,  JOHN  REDMOND  (Waterford)  • 
May  I  ask  whether,  in  view  of  the  exceed- 
ingly serious  nature  of  the  accusations 
which  are  being  made  by  hon.  Members 
against  cr»rtain  members  of  the  Irish 
Government,  and  in  view  of  the  conflict 
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that  has  arisen  between  tbe  Member  for 
Djver  and  certain  Members  of  the  House 
■on  matters  of  fact,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
mitn  will  not  say  that  it  is  in  the  public 
interest  to  grant  a  full  inquiry  into  the 
^ircuDQ^tances  of  the  case. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  MOORE  (Antrim,  N.): 
May  I  ask  whether  the  Under-Secretary 
for  Ireland  has  authorised  the  hoa.  Mem- 
bers for  Waterford  and  East  Mayo  to  take 
op  this  question  ? 

Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND :  I  wiU  at  once 
answer  that  insinuation.  I  have  had  no 
communication,  direct  cr  indirect^  with 
the  Under-Secretary  on  this  question. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  MOORE :  Then  the 
hon.  Member  is  unauthorised  ? 

Mr.  swift  MACNEILL  :  Were  you 
authorised  by  Lord  Londonderry  ? 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG :  I  am  certain 
that  my  hon.  friend  is  mistaken  as  to  the 
Under-Secretary  having  any  knowledge 
or  any  share  in  the  putting  of  this  Ques- 
tion. As  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  put 
the  additional  Question  is  aware,  a  con- 
troversy has  arisen  over  two  totally 
different  subjects — first,  whether  or  not 
the  case  of  Constable  Anderson  was  pro 
perly  dealt  with ;  and,  secondly,  the  share 
which  the  Under-Secretary  had  in  the 
conduct  of  the  case.  On  the  first  head  I 
have  to  say  that  there  seems  to  be  no 
necessity  for  an  inquiry,  and  on  the 
»pcond  point  my  right  hon.  friend  the 
late  Chief  Secretary  has  stated  ihat 
the  charges  agamst  the  Under-Secretary 
are  unfounded  and  ought  not  to  have 
been  brought  forward.  I  have  examined 
the  Papers  dealing  with  the  subject,  and 
my  view  agrees  with  that  of  my  right 
bon.  friend  the  Member  for  Dover  that 
there  is  no  necessity  for  an  inquiry,  nor 
could  a  good  result  come  out  of  further 
investigation,  which,  as  I  am  advised,  is 
unnecessary. 

Mr.  DILLON :  In  view  of  the  fact  that 
recently  in  the  House  a  statement  was 
made  by  the  late  Chief  Secretary,  which 
I  cannot  accept  as  having  been  accurately 
repeated  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  was  challenged 


Mr.  T.  L.  CORBETT:  I  rise  to  a 
point  of  order 

Mr.  deputy-speaker  :  The  hon. 
Member  for  East  Mayo  is  in  possession  of 
the  House. 

Mb.  DILLON  :  Hon.  Members  opposite 
are  evidently  very  much  afraid  of  the 
facts.  I  notice  with  interest  their 
extreme  anxiety.  I  ask  whether,  in  view 
of  what  occurred  recently  in  the  House, 
wben  tbe  hon.  Member  for  North  Antrim 
flatly  contradicted  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Dover,  and  asserted  publicly  in  the 
House  that  the  charges  made  against  the 
Under-Secretary  for  Ireland  were 
absolutely  true 

Mr.  T.  L.  CORBETT  again  rose  to 
order  amid  loud  cries  of  "Sit  down." 

Sir  GEORGE  HARTLEY  (Islington. 
N.) :   He  is  rising  to  a  point  of  order. 

Mr.  REDDY  (King's  County,  Birr): 
Why  do  not  you  name  him '? 

Mr.  DEPUTY-SPEAKER:  WUl  the 
hon.  Member  wait  and  see  the  purport  of 
the  Question. 

Mr.  DILLON :  Whether  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  the  Chief.  Secretary  will  not 
either  grant  a  pubUc  inquiry  into  all  the 
facts  of  this  case  or  inionn  the  House 
whether  he  has  studied  the  facts  himself, 
he  will  make  a  public  statement  in  reply 
to  the  charges  brought  publicly  in  the 
House  by  the  Member  for  North  Antrim  ? 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG :  I  have  already 
stated  that  I  do  not  consider  any  inquiry 
necessary,  and  that  no  good  object  could 
be  served  by  holding  it.  I  do  not  under^ 
stand  what  form  it  is  suggested  that  tbe 
inquiry  should  takd,  nor  what  its  scope 
should  be  in  order  to  carry  out  the  object 
of  the  hon.  Member.  I  stated  just  now 
that  I  had  myself  examined  the  case,  and 
I  confirm  absolutely  the  view  expressed 
by  my  right  hon.  friend  the  Member  for 
Dover  and  the  action  taken  in  this 
matter — action  for  which  he  was  alone 
responsible — that  the  charges  made 
against  the  Under-Secretary  of  having 
unduly  influenced  the  policy  of  th'^ 
Government  were  unfounded.    I  do  not 
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see  that  any  good  object  would  be  served 
by  an  inquiry,  nor  do  I  reaUse  what  form 
Any  such  inquiry  could  take. 

Mr.  DILLON:  My  Question  on  the 
Paper  indicated  fully  the  form  and  the 
;scope  of  the  inquiry — namely,  "  A  public 
inquiry  into  all  the  circumstances  con- 
nected with  the  dismissal  and  reinstate- 
ment of  Constable  Anderson.'*  Inasmuch 
as  so  much  public  scandal  has  arisen,  I 
desire  that  all  the  facts  should  be  made 
poblio.  We  are  not  afraid  of  facts.  I 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  however, 
^whether  I  am  to  understand  his  reply  as 
implying  that  there  is  not  an  atom  of 
ioundation  for  any  of  the  charges  made 
4&gainst  Sir  Antony  MacDonnell  in  con- 
nection with  this  case. 

Mb.  WALTER  LONG:  I  do  not 
think  that  I  can  add  anything  to  what  I 
liave  already  said  on  the  subject.  I  have 
stated  frankly  what  I  believe  to  be  the 
true  story  of  this  case,  and  I  cannot  in 
4inBwer  to  Questions  deal  more  fully  with 
the  subject  nor  add  anything  to  what  I 
liave  said. 

Mr.  DILLON :  What  we  desire  is  that 
:all  the  facts  should  be  made  public.  We 
^re  not  afraid  of  facts. 

Mr.  T.  L.  CORBETT  :  You  are  making 
^  sneech. 

Mu.  MACVEAGH  :  That  is  more  than 
you  can  make. 

Mr.  DILLON :  Am  I  to  understand, 
from  what  the  Chief  Secretary  has  said, 
that  there  is  not  an  atom  of  foundation 
for  any  of  the  charges  made  against  Sir 
Antony  MacDonnell  ? 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG:  T  have  said 
frankly  what  I  beUeve  to  be  the  true 
history  of  the  case,  and  I  cannot  deal 
further  with  it  in  answer  to  a  Question. 

Mr.  DILLON  :  I  beg  to  give  notice, 
then,  that  I  shall  raise  this  question 
again  on  the  Chief  Secretary's  salary. 

Mr.  MACVEAGH :  And  the  Ulstermen 
ivill  run  away. 

Mr.  REDDY  :  The  cowards. 


Irish  Police  and  the  Bev.  Father  Dunne, 

CO. 

Mr.  ROCHE  (Galway,  E.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  -  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether 
he  will  explain  why  on  last  week  the 
Reverend  Father  Dunne,  O.C.,  on  being 
changed  by  the  Bishop  of  the  diocese  from 
the  parish  of  Cappatagle  to  Ballymack* 
ward,  had  to  telegraph  to  the  district 
inspector  for  permission  for  his  friends  in 
Cappatagle  to  accompany  him  to  his  new 
sphere  of  duly,  which  is  in  the  neighbour- 
ing parish. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG :  I  am  unable 
to  explain  why  the  reverend  gentleman 
telegraphed  this  inquiry  to  the  district 
inspector,  but  the  reply  given  by  the 
latter  was  what  might  have  been  antici- 
pated, namely,  that  there  would  be  no 
interference  with  the  band  on  such  an 
occasion. 

Ballinaaloe  Petty  Sessions  Olerk  and  the 

Muion  Estate. 

Mr.  ROCHE :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  Mr.  Rothwell,  the  petty 
sessions  clerk  of  Ballinasloe,  is  in  posses- 
sion of  eighteen  acres  of  the  Mahon, 
Ballydonlan,  property  purchased  by  the 
Estates  Commissioners ;  and,  if  so,  how 
long  has  he  been,  and  what  is  the  nature 
of  his  tenancy. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG:  I  beg  to  refer 
the  hon.  Member  to  the  Answers  I  have 
already  given  him.  No  further  proceed- 
ings before  the  Commissioners  have  taken 
place. 

Mr.  ROCHE:  I  have  never  got  an 
Answer  to  the  Question :  is  Mr.  Rothwell 
in  possession  of  these  eighteen  acres.  I 
know  for  a  positive  fact  he  is. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG :  It  seems  to  me 
that  our  positions  should  be  reversed,  for 
the  hon.  Member  is  giving  rather  than 
asking  for  information.  I  cannot  help 
thinking  the  hon.  Member  is  referring  to 
the  desmesne  lands. 

Mr.  ROCHE :  No,  I  am  not. 

The  Mahon  Estate. 
Mr.  ROCHE :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary   to    the    Lord-Lieutenant    of 
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Ireland  whether  Martin  Shea  has  signed 
an  agreement  to  purchase  a  portion  of 
the  grazing  land  on  the  Mahon,  Bally- 
donlan,  Estate,  purchased  by  the  Estates 
Commissioners,  which  he  previously  held 
on  the  eleven  months  system  ;  and,  if  so, 
what  was  his  rent  per  acre  then  com- 
pared with  future  rent  to  the  Govern- 
ment; and  whether  several  of  the 
tenants  who  signed  agreements  to 
purchase  have  since  petitioned  the  Com- 
missioners to  take  back  the  land,  as  they 
consider  the  future  rent  an  impossible 
one. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG  :  Mr.  Shea  has 
purchased  ten  acres  on  this  estate,  which 
he  held  as  tenant.  His  rent  was  £1  8b. 
per  acre,  and  the  purchase  annuity 
amounts  to  £1  3s.  6d.  per  acre.  No  such 
application  as  is  mentioned  in  the  last 
inquiry  has  been  received  by  the 
Commissioners. 

Clerkflliips  in  the  Dublin  Law  Oonrta. 

Mr.  MACVEAGH  :  1  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  he  can  say  when  it  is 
intended  to  hold  the  next  examination 
for  clerkships  in  the  Dublin  Law  Courts ; 
and  whether  there  will  be  open  com- 
petition for  future  appointments. 

The   FINANCIAL   SECRETARY  of 
THE  TREASURY  (Mr.  Victor  Caven- 
dish, Derbyshire,  W.) :    I  am  informed  I 
that   the  next   examination   for  jimior  j 
clerkships  in  the  High  Court  in  Ireland  ' 
will,  according  to  the  ordinary  course,  be  ! 
held  whenever  the  necessity  shall  arise 
for  filling  a  vacancy  by  open  competition. ; 

Mr.  MACVEAGH :  Is  an  examination 
always  held  when  a  vacancy  occurs  ?        ! 

Mr.  victor  CAVENDISH:  Yes, 
Sir,  whenever  it  is  thought  desirable. 

Mr,  MACVEAGH:  Are  any  clerks 
appointed  without  examination  ? 

Mr.  victor  CAVENDISH  :  I  must 
ask  for  notice  of  that. 

Pirrielveagh  Motor  Scheme. 

Mr.  MACVEAGH :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whethei  he  is  in  a  position  to 


state  if  any,  and,  if  so,  what,  progress 
has  been  made  with  the  Pirrie-Iveagh 
motor  scheme  during  the  past  six  months  ; 
and,  if  not,  whether  he  can  state  if  the 
scheme  has  been  abandoned. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG  :  I  have  nothing 
to  add  to  the  replies  given  by  my  right 
hon.  and  learned  friend  to  the  h.on. 
Member's  previous  Questions  of  2nd'|'  and 
9th  March.t 

Mr.  MACVEAGH :  'My  Question  deal* 
with  the  last  six  months  only. 

Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND:  Can  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  say  whether  th& 
scheme  has  been  abandoned  ? 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG :  I  am  not  sure. 
There  was  a  condition  that  the  county 

m 

councils  should  make  certain  improve- 
ments of  the  roads,  and  that  has  not 
been  acted  upon. 

Mr.  MACVEAGH:  What  progress  has 
been  made  in  the  last  six  months  ? 

Mr.    WALTER    LONG:     I    believe 


none. 


Afforestation  in  Ireland. 


Mr.  BOLAND  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretarv  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that  with  a. 
view  to  promoting  afforestation  in  Ire- 
land  it  has  been  decided  to  have  an  Arbor 
Day  celebrated  in  November ;  and  can 
he  say  whether  any,  and,  if  so,  what,, 
facilities  for  the  purchase  of  trees  will  be 
given  to  local  associations  throughout* 
the  country  which  de^re  to  celebrate  the 
dav. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG  :  No  representa- 
tions have  been  made  to  the  Department 
as  to  an  Arbor  Day  celebration  this  year. 
Facilities  are  given  under  the  county 
agricultural  and  horticultural  schemea 
for  encouraging  the  planting  of  trees. 
These  inchide  the  purchase  and  re-sale  at 
cost  price  of  trees  to  residents  in  counties, 
which  adopt  the  scheme. 

Sitting  of  Land  SubCommisaion  at 
Killamey. 

Mr.   MURPHY:    I  beg   to   ask   th& 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord -Lieutenant 

t  See  (4)  Debates,  ozUi.,  187.  929. 
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of  Ireland  when  the  next  sitting  of  the 
^ub-Commission  will  be  held  in  Killarney. 

Mb.  WALTER  LONG:  On  the  27th 
June  next. 

Beltnrbet  Postal  Service. 

Mb.  VINCENT  KENNEDY:  I  beg 
^to  ask  the  Postmaster-General  if  he 
^vill  explain  why  there  is  a  postal 
service  from  Cavan  to  Belturbet  by  the 
9.50  a.m.  train,  and  what  is  the  cost  of 
same;  whether,  seeing  that  Cavan  has 
this  service,  he  will  explain  why  Belturbet 
i)  denied  simihr  fiioilities;  and  will  he 
■say  what  would  be  the  cost  of  a  service 
from  Belturbet  to  Cavan  by  the  9.10  a.m. 
train. 

Lord  STANLEY:  The  mail  from 
Oavan  to  Belturbet  by  the  9.45  a.m.  train 
was  commenced  many  years  ago.  If  the 
hon.  Member  desires  me  to  inquire 
whether  its  continuance  is  justified,  I  will 
^o  so.  Its  cost  cannot  be  precisely 
Ascertained,  but  it  is  probably  about  the 
same  as  the  cost  of  the  suggested  bag  in 
the  other  direction  which,  as  I  told  the 
hon.  Member  recently,  would  be  about 
£6  or  £8  a  year.  The  amoimt  of  corres- 
pondence which  it  is  anticipated  would 
be  included  in  a  bag  from  Belturbet  to 
Oavan  would  be  so  small  that  there  is  no 
sufficient  ground  for  the  establishment  of 
the  proposed  despatch. 

Dublin  Bricklayers  Lock-out. 
Mb.  NANNETTI:  I  beg  to  ask 
the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  lock-out  by  the 
master  builders  of  Dublin  of  their  brick- 
layers; whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
masters'  association  have  refused  to  sub- 
anit  the  question  upon  which  the  lock-out 
took  place  to  arbitration ;  and  whether, 
seeing  that  work  on  several  Government 
<x>ntracts  has  been  stopped  owing  to  the 
lock-out,  and  in  view  of  the  distress 
existing  among  the  families  of  the 
labourers  and  others  owing  to  the  pro- 
longed stoppage  of  work,  he  will  use  his 
office,  as  head  of  the  Conciliation  Board, 
to  induce  the  employers  to  submit  the 
point  which  led  up  to  the  lock-out^  to 
arbitration. 


The  parliamentary  SECRE- 
TARY TO  THE  BOARD  OF  TRADE 
(Mr.  BoNAR  Law,  Glasgow,  Black- 
friars)  :  My  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  dispute  in  the  Dublin 
building  trade.  I  understand  that  the 
employers  are  prepared  for  arbitration 
on  certain  conditions.  No  application 
has  been  received  from  either  party  by 
the  Board  of  Trade  to  take  action  under 
the  Conciliatioa  Act. 

Mr.  NANNETTI :  Is  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man aware  that  the  employees  are 
prepared  to  accept  arbitration  which  the 
employers  are  not,  and  will  he  see  that 
Government  work  is  not  stopped  by  this 
dispute?  Will  the  Department  put  in 
force  the  Arbitration  Act  ? 

Mr.  BONAR  LAW  was  understood  to 
reply  in  the  negative. 

Mr.  NANNETTI:  Then  what  is  the 
use  of  the  Act  ? 

Mb.  BONAR  LAW :  I  am  informed 
there  is  no  Government  contract  con- 
cerned except  one  involving  about  £30. 

Marine  Insurance  Bill. 

Mr.  JAMES  RBID  (Greenock) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  if 
he  can  say  when  it  is  proposed  to  take 
the  Second  Reading  of  the  Marine 
Insurance  Bill. 

The  prime  MINISTER  and  FIR8T 
LORD  OP  THE  TREASURY  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour,  Manchester,  E.) :  I  cannot  fix 
a  date  for  taking  this  Bill,  but  I  do  not 
think  there  need  be  any  serious  obstacle 
in  the  way  of  passing  it  as  I  under- 
stand that  the  measure  is  practically 
UDControversial. 

Ecclesiastical  Discipline  Oommission. 

Mr.  EDWARD  MITCHELL:  I  beg 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasurv 
if  he  can  say  when  the  findings  of  the 
Royal  Commission  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  ritualistic  practices  and  abuses 
in  the  Church  of  England  are  likely  to 
be  published;  if  the  Commission  has 
made  an  Interim  Report;  and  if  a 
complete  Report  on  this  subject  may  ber 
expected  before  the  general  election. 
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Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  In  answer  to 
another  Question  put  on  February  2l8tt 
with  regard  to  the  same  two  subjects — 
namely,  the  date  of  the  Report  of  the 
Commission  and  the  date  of  the  general 
election — I  expressed  my  inability  to 
forecast  the  particular  time  at  which 
either  of  those  events  will  fall ;  and  that 
inability  is  still  maintained. 

Mr.  AUSTIN  TAYLOR  (Liverpool, 
East  Toxteth) :  Is  there  any  time  limit 
for  the  sittings  of  Royal  Commissions  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  No,  Sir. 

Mr.  SWIFT  MACNEILL  :  Is  there  any 
time  limit  for  the  Government  ? 

Scottish  Ghnrches  Bill. 
Mr.  BUCHANAN :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  he 
can  now  state  when  he  will  introduce  the 
Scottish  Churches  Bill. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  Bill  is  in 
an  advanced  state  of  preparation,  and  I 
think  I  can  promise  to  introduce  it 
before  Whitsuntide;  but  there  is  no 
chance  of  taking  the  Second  Reading 
before  Whitsuntide. 

Mr.  KEIR  HARDDB  (Merthyr  Tydvil) : 
Will  this  Bill  take  precedence  over  the 
Unemployed  Bill  1 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  cannot 
answer  that  Question. 

The  Oolonial  Conference. 
Mr.  scares  (Devonshire,  Barn- 
staple) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  a  statement  reported  to  have 
been  made  at  a  public  meeting  at  Farn- 
ham  by  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
to  the  effect  that  the  subject  of  preference 
to  the  Colonies  has  been  reserved  by  the 
Qovernment  for  consideration  with  the 
Colonies ;  that  they  will  call  the  Colonies 
into  council,  and  propose  to  confer  with 
them  next  year  on  that  very  important 
subject :  whether  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  has  correctly  stated  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Oovernment;  and,  if  so, 
whether  it  is  now  proposed    that  the 

t  6«e  (i)  LOates,  cxli.,  780. 


fiscal  question  shall  be  dealt  with  daring 
the  lifetime  of  the  present  Parliament. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  only  read 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  notice  this  morning,, 
and  I  can  find  no  such  passage  in  the 
only  report  of  the  speech  which  I  have 
been  able  to  consult  —  namely,  the 
report  in  The  Times.  [Cries  of  "  It  is 
in  the  Standatd,*']  I  have  not  seen  that. 
But  I  see  no  necessary  inconsistency 
between  that  statement  and  the  often- 
declared  policy  of  the  Government — 
namely,  that  the  question  of  fiscal  pol>cy 
shall  not  be  dealt  with  by  the  present 
Parliament. 

Mr.  scares  :  Then  I  am  to  under- 
stand that  the  Secretary  for  India  did 
correctly  state  the  intentions  of  the 
Government  1 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  My  right  hon, 
friend  made  a  statement  which  is  not 
inconsistent,  as  far  as  I  know,  witli  the 
declared  policy  of  the  Government,, 
which  is  that  of  not  dealing  with  fiscal 
reform  in  the  lifetime  of  the  present 
Parliament.  Nor  do  I  see  any  inherent  im- 
probability in  the  hypothesis  on  which 
my  right  hon.  friend  may  have  pro- 
ceeded— namely,  that  before  the  last 
day  of  1906  the  Party  now  in  power 
shall  have  returned  in  possession  of  a 
large  majority. 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  (Carnarvon 
Boroughs) :  May  I  ask  whether  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  adheres  to  the  declara- 
tion made  by  Lord  Lansdowne  that  the 
question  of  oolonial  preference  will  not  be 
submitted  to  a  Colonial  Conference  with- 
out  first  seeking  the  mandate  of  the 
country  on  the  question  of  the  con- 
ference. 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  venture  ta 
say  that  it  is  not  very  convenient  to 
discuss  this  interesting  topic  in  this  rather 
sporadic  fashion  at  Question  time ;  but  I 
am  not  aware  of  any  statement  of  Lord 
Lansdowne's  which  conflicts  with 
opinions  which  I  have  previously  ex- 
pressed in  respect  to  the  position  the 
Government  takes  up  in  regard  to  the 
fiscal  question  in  this  Parliament,  and 
it   is    only    in    this     ParUament    that^ 
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Members  have  a  right  to  question  me. 
They  always  tell  me  that  I,  at  any  rate, 
shall  be  one  of  the  most  insignificant 
members  of  the  next  Parliament. 


MOTION  FOR  ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr.  LLC  YD-GEORGB  :  Owing  to  the 
very  important  nature  of  the  statement 
made  by  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
and  the  Answer  of  the  Prime  Minister,  I 
beg  to  ask  leave  to  move  the  adjourn- 
ment of  th# House  to  call  attention  to  a 
definite  matter  of  urgent  public  im- 
portance— namely,  the  statement  made 
by  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  at 
Famham  that  it  is  proposed  to  confer 
with  the  Colonies  next  year  on  the 
subject  of  colonial  preferences,  notwith- 
standing the  declarations  of  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  and  of  Lord  Lans- 
downe  that  the  subject  will  not  be  dealt 
with  by  the  Government  during  the  life- 
time of  the  present  Parliament. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  That  is  the 
view  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India. 

Mr.  DEPUTY-SPEAKER :  This  can- 
not be  brought  within  the  plea  of 
urgency.  The  speech  of  the  Secretary  for 
India  was  made  some  days  ago,  and 
therefore,  so  far  as  urgency  is  concerned, 
the  hon.  Member  is  too  late.  Then,  again, 
as  the  Conference  is  only  to  be  held  next 
year,  it  can  hardly  be  said  that  the 
n^iatter  is  one  of  urgent  importance. 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE :  On  the  ques- 
tion  of  order,  Mr.  Deputy-Speaker,  surely 
Motions  for  adjournment  have  been 
allowed  in  reference  to  the  fiscal  question, 
although  the  Prime  Minister  has  declared 
that  it  is  not  going  to  be  dealt  with 
during  the  present  session  of  Parliament. 
May  I  submit  also  that  it  is  a  declaration 
made  by  the  Minister  responsible  for 
India,  which  will  be  represented  at  this 
Conference,  in  respect  to  a  perfectly  new 
policy,  departing  from  the  policy  of  the 
Government  in  respect  to  something 
which  may  happen  during  the  lifetime  of 
the  present  Parliament  ?  Therefore,  I 
sabmit  that  it  is  a  question  of  urgency. 
As  to  the  second  point,  the  fact  that  the 
speech  was  made  some  days  ago,  I  may 
say  that  it  was  only  yesterday  afternoon 


that  we  SI w  it,  for  it  did  not  appear  in 
the  ordinary  reports — the  report  inThe^ 
Times  is  very  summarised  —and  we  could 
not  move  before,  because  there  was  a. 
Motion  for  the  adjournment  yesterday. 

Mr.''  DEPUTY-SPEAKER :  On  the^ 
merits  of  the  importance  of  the  question 
of  course  I  say  nothing.  I  dare  say  the 
hon.  Member  has  a  very  good  case  on 
that.  But  I  really  think  it  would  be 
stretching  the  rule  too  far.  After  all,, 
whether  a  decision  is  come  to  to-day  or  in 
a  month's  time,  or  before  the  end  of  the 
session,  really  seems  to  me  immaterial. 

Mr.  LLOYD  GEORGE :  We  cannot 
raise  it  at  all  unless  you  accept  this- 
Motion. 

Mr.  DEPUTY-SPEAKER:  It  can 
hardly  be  said  that  instructions  to  be 
given  in  reference  to  the  holding  of  a. 
Conference  next  year  is  a  matter  of  urgent 
importance. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  May  I  be 
permitted,  in  justice  to  my  right  hon. 
friend,  who  is  not  here,  to  say  that  I 
have  his  distinct  authority  for  saying 
that  he  has  been  misinterpreted.  All 
that  he  said  was  subject  to  the  view 
which  I  have  constantly  expressed. 

Mr.  scares  :  Do  we  understand  that 
he  repudiates  the  report  then  ? 


BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Sir  H.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN- 
(Stirling  Burghs) :  I  wish  to  ask  a. 
Question  as  to  the  order  of  business. 
The  first  order  of  the  day—  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  Conmiittee  on  the  Telephone 
Agreement — was  announced  last  night, 
and  considerable  objection  was  taken  to 
it.  I  hope  it  may  be  postponed.  Will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  same 
time  indicate  the  general  arrangements 
for  next  week  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  As  to  the^ 
Telephone  Agreement  Committee  I  shall 
he  glad  to  meet  the  wishes  of  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  as  far  as  possible, 
although  time  [is  rather  of  the  essence  of 
the  matter.  There  is  a  general  wish 
on  both  sides  that  the  Committee  shall 
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report,  and  that  before  the  end  of  the 
'Session  the  Government  shall  be  in  a 
position  to  find  a  day  for  the  discussion 
of  the  Keport.  I  shall  be  prepared  to 
postpone  the  Motion  for  the  appointment 
>of  the  Committee  until  Monday  next,  and 
1  hope  that  the  debate  will  not  assume 
Aindue  proportions,  but  that  the  House 
will  assist  the  Government  to  carry 
through  the  appointment  of  the  Com- 
mittee, which  has  been  nominated  in 
deference  to  the  general  wish  of  the 
House.  To-morrow  Committee  on  the 
Agricultural  Rates  Bill  will  be  resumed. 
On  Thursday  Votes  10  and  12  of  the 
Navy  Estimates  will  be  put  down  first, 
And  the  remaining  Votes  afterwards, 
except  Vote  8,  which  it  is  usual  to  leave 
till  later  in  the  season.  On  Monday  the 
appointment  of  the  Telephone  Committee 
ivill  come  first,  and  then  the  Committee 
on  the  Budget  Bill. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  STANLEY  (Lancashire, 
Ormskirk)  :  Can  the  Local  Government 
Board  Vote  be  taken  at  an  early  date,  in 
order  that  questions  relating  to  the 
-driving  of  motors  may  be  discussed. 

Mr.  KBIR  HARDIE  :  May  I  also  ask 
whether,  when  that  Vote  is  taken,  the 
Pirst  Lord  will  see  that  the  whole  time 
is  not  monopolised  by  the  discussion  on 
motors,  in  order  that  there  may  be  some 
discussion  of  the  Order  relating  to  the 
deeding  of  school  children. 

Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND :  Perhaps  in 
the  arrangement  of  Supply  next  week 
the  Government  will  take  into  account 
the  fact  that  Irish  Supply  has  not  been 
'discussed  at  all  this  session.  I  hope  the 
First  Lord  will  in  this  matter  consult  the 
convenience  of  the  Irish  Members. 

Mr.  THEODORE  TAYLOR  (Lanca- 
rshire,  Radcliffe) :  Has  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  any  information  as  to  the 
Tumoured  seizure  of  a  port  in  China  by 
'Germany  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  confess  that 
this  mixture  of  Questions  is  rather  per- 
plexing. As  to  the  Local  Government 
Board  Vote,  I  think  there  are  reasons  for 
.believing  that  the  House  would  like  a 


I  cannot  give  a  pledge,  I  suggest  that  it 
may  be  convenient  to  allot  Thursday 
week  for  this  Vote.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Merthyr  Tydvil  asks,  whether  the 
whole  day  is  to  be  monopolised  by  the 
discussion  of  motors,  and  whether  room 
cannot  be  found  for  a  discussion — not 
the  first  discussion,  though  a  discussion 
ol  a  very  important  point — dealing  with 
the  feeding  of  school  children.  It  does 
not  rest  with  me  to  decide  as  to  the 
order  of  topics  on  a  Vote.  The  only 
control  the  Government  have  over  the 
order  of  topics  is  that  of  moving  the 
closure  when  they  think  a  topic  has  been 
sufficiently  discussed,  but  that  is  not  a 
very  satisfactory  way  of  dealing  with 
the  order  of  business.  Another  hon. 
Member  asks  me  a  Question  in  regard  to 
a  rumour  of  some  German  action  in 
China.  I  have  heard  the  rumour,  but  I 
neither  have  nor  can  give  any  in  forma* 
t  on  on  that  subject.  In  reply  to  the 
Question  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Water- 
ford,  I  have  to  ask  him  to  communicate 
with  my  right  hon.  friend  near  me 
through  the  usual  channels. 

Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND:  I  hope  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  bear  this  in 
mind  before  definitely  fixing  the  Supply 
next  week,  as  there  are  several  matters 
connected  with  the  government  of 
Ireland  which  we  are  most  anxious  to 
discuss. 

Mr.  crooks  (Woolwich) :  I  desire 
to  ask  the  Prime  Minister  whether  he  will 
help  the  people  who  are  endeavouring, 
during  the  summer  months,  to  make  some 
provision  to  deal  with  the  unemployed 
during  the  winter  ?  Will  he  press  forward 
his  Bill  ?  That  is  the  mo3t  imnortant 
Question  addressed  to  him  to-day. 


Mr.    DEPUTYSPEAKER  : 
must  be  given  of  it. 


Notice 


^discusbion  at  an  early  period,  and,  though    ifiolond  Bowles.) 


WORKMEN'S  TRAINS. 

Ordered,  That  the  Evidence  of  the 
Select  Committee  on  Workmen's  Trains 
in  Session  1904  be  referred  to  the  Select 
Committee    on     Workmen's     Trains. — 
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SELECTION  (STANDING  COMMITTEES)  which  proved  that  they  had  come  to  a 
Mr.  Halsey  reported  from  the  Com-  stop  in  the  productive  power  of  their 
^ttee  of  Selection ;  That  they  had  die-  taxation  on  its  present  basis.  He  did 
'Charged  the  following  Member  from  the  ;  not  intend  to  go  back  to  the  last  Liberal 
Standing  Committee  on  Law  and  Courts  ■  year  of  Administration  in  order  to  com- 
•of  Justice,  and  Legal  Procedure,  in  pare  it  with  the  financial  position  as  it 
Tespect  of  the  Town  Tenants  (Ireland)  stood  to-day,  but  he  would  ask  the 
Bill:  Mr.  J.  F.  X.  O'Brien;  and  had  I  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  glance 
4ippointed  in  substitution :  Mr.  Mac- 1  for  a  moment  at  the  year  1899  under  the 
"Veagh.  i  present  Administration — the    last    year 

I  before  the  outbreak  of  the  war.     The 
^port  to  lie  upon  the  Table.  expenditure   had   increased   during    th? 

j  previous  four  years  by  about  £14,0(W,000, 
j  but  he  started  from  1899,  and  he  found 

FINANCE  BILL  i  ^^^^  *^®  taxation — and  he  was  going  to 

,  exclude    Post    Office    and    all    untaxed 

[Sbcond  Reading.]  revenue,  and  to  deal  only  with  taxation 

<3uestion  again  proposed.  which  was  placed  on  the  people— he  found 

that  the  product  of  the  taxed  revenue 

Order  read,  for  resuming    adjourned    in    that    year    was    £89,450,000.     The 

Rebate  on  Question  [15th  May],  "  That ,  taxation  as  proposed  in  the  present  year 

:the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time."      ,  in  this  Bill  would  produce  £119,000,000, 

I  an  increase  in  that  short  period  of 
♦Mr.  McCRAE  (Edinburgh,  E.)  said  |  £29,500,000,  on  the  taxed  revenue  of 
he  did  not  think  it  too  much  to  suggest ;  the  country.  If  they  looked  at  the  total 
that  the  proposals  embodied  in  the  revenue  the  comparison  was  even  worse. 
Finance  BiU  as  placed  before  the  House  |  because  they  were  going  to  impose 
•came  as  a  welcome  relief,  not  on  account  taxation  for  the  current  year  amounting 
of  their  intrinsic  merits,  but  rather  on  i  to  £142,000,000,  while  the  produce  in 
account  of  the  fears  which  they  had  had  i  1899  was  £108,000,000,  or  an  increase 
:a8  to  what  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex-  '  of  £34,000,000  sterling.  They  had  the 
obequer  might  have  proposed.  They  i  war  taxes  still — the  taxes  on  tea,  sugar, 
all  knew  that  he  was  hankering  after  tobacco,  beer  ard  spirits,  which  were 
protection,  but  he  had  a  hope  that  the  !  imposed  on  account  of  ''he  war,  and  he 
Tight  bon.  Gentleman's  experience  at  the  thought  they  were  entitled  to  ask  the 
Treasury  woidd  give  him  that  education  '  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  when  they 


which  his  predecessors  had  enjoyed,  and 
would  cure  him  of  the  old-time,  foolish, 


were   going   to  get   remission   of   those 
war  taxes.     Now,  in  the  present  year 


^and  exploded  theory  that  it  was  possible  'he  had  given  them  a  relief  to  the  extent 

to   make   people   more   comfortable   by  'of  2d.  per  pound  on  tea,  but  that  only 

'increasing  the  cost  of  living.    If  what  they  '  bore  a  very  small  proportion  to  the  extra 

.saw  in  the  newspapers  was  correct,  the  |  taxes  which  were  placed  on  the  people 


for  war  purposes,  and  which  were  now 
being  continued  for  ordinary  expenditure. 


fiscal  proposals  of  the  Government  were 

now  to  be  dropped  in  view  of  the  meet 

ing    of  June  2nd,   and   therefore   they 

naight  take  it  that  by  that  time  the  j      j^   ^^s    no    doubt    easier    to  preach 


education  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in  a  sound  fiscal  policy  would  be  com- 
plete. 


economy  than  to  practice  it,  but  he  did 
think  that  eke  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer did  not  really  recognise  the  gavity  of 


They  should  first  look  very  our  present  financial  position — ^the  dis- 
briefly  at  the  burden  of  taxation  to  be  turbance  of  the  money  market,  the 
imposed  in  the  Finance  Bill.  That  |  prejudicial  effect  on  trade,  and  the  dis- 
was  a  very  serious  problem,  especially  in  i  location  of  commerce  which  had  been 
view  of  the  fact  that  when  they  considered  caused  by  the  increasing  burden  of  taxa- 
the  outcome  of  the  last  year's  revenue    tion  they  now  had  to  bear,  and  he  thought 

-they  found  that  taking  taxation  ou  the  I  the  time  had  come  when  a  protest  should 
basis  of  the  previous  year  the  produce  j  be     made   against    excessive     expendi- 

Jisplayed   a   diminution   of   £1,300,000,  ,  ture.     No   one   denied   in   the   abstract 
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that  it  was  excessive,  and  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  ought  to  be  the  first 
to  uphold  economy.  Not  the  least  in- 
jurious effect  of  the  South  African  War 
was  the  fact  that  it  occasioned  an  utter 
disregard  for  economy.  It  gave  full  vent 
to  the  natural  Departmental  craving  for 
expenditure,  and  while  they  were  taught 
to  think  in  millions  the  Departments 
thought  that  if  they  only  spent  in  thou- 
sands they  were  making  a  real  saving, 
whereas  before  they  had  only  been 
spending  in  himdreds. 

The  estimated  expenditure  for  the  pre- 
sent year  was  £l42,000,000,a  ghastly  total, 
and  if  they  added  to  that  the  local  taxa- 
tion expenditure  and  the  expenditure  on 
the  naval  and  military  works,  they  got 
a  total]  for  their  annual  Budget  of 
£160,000,000.  If  that  total  was  com- 
pared with  the  total  in  1895, 
namely,  £102,000,000,  they  got  an 
increase  of  £58,000,000  a  year.  If 
they  looked  only  at  the  ordinary  ex- 
penditure there  was  an  increase  in  that 
period  of  £48,000,000  a  year.  The  ex- 
penditure in  the  present  Budget  was 
sUghtly  less  than  that  estimated  for  last 
year,  and  he  supposed  they  ought  to 
be  thankful  for  small  mercies,  but  he 
was  convinced  that  the  House  would 
agree  that  the  time  had  come  when  that 
excessive  expenditure  should  be  dim- 
inished, and  he  should  hke  to  see  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  take  a  bold 
stand  for  economy.  He,  however,  hardly 
ever  mentioned  it;  he  rather  seemed 
to  think  that  his  duty  was  to  justify 
the  existing  expenditure  of  the  Depart- 
ments instead  of  putting  the  brake  on, 
and  making  some  reductions.  He  would 
concede  this,  that  on  last  year's  ex- 
penditure there  was  a  reduction  of 
nearly  £1,000,000  sterling.  That  was 
to  the  good.  If  they  looked  at  the 
expenditure  of  the  current  year  they 
found  that  on  the  Navy  Estimates  they 
had  a  reduction  of  £3,500,000,  and  con- 
sidering that  this  was  Nelson's  year,  he 
thought  that  it  showed  considerable 
courage  on  the  part  of  the  Department 
to  make  that  reduction — ^it  showed 
some  return  to  sanity.  He  would  like 
to  point  out  that  in  the  year  which  he 
had  chosen  for  comparison,  namely, 
1899,  the  year  before  the  war,  the  Navy 
Estimates  were  £24,000,000.    This  year, 
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however,  they  were  £33,250,000,  even 
giving  effect  to  the  reduction  which  had 
been  made.  If  they  turned  to  the  Army 
they  found  an  increase  in  Army  ex- 
penditure of  £1,000,000  over  last  year's 
Estimates.  He  thought  that  in  these 
times  of  peace  that  was  entirely 
indefensible.  They  had  a  statement 
from  the  Prime  Minister  on  the  pre- 
ceding Thursday  showing  that  in  the 
view  of  the  Committee  of  Defence  there* 
was  no  risk  of  invasion,  and  surely  in 
justice  they  were  entitled  to  believe  that 
the  Army  expenditure  ought  to  decrease. 
But  again,  if  they  took  the  same  year 
for  comparison  they  found  that  in  1899' 
the  military  expenditure  was  £20,000,000» 
whereas  they  were  budgeting  this  year 
for  an  expenditure  of  £30,000,000,  or  an 
increase  of  £10,000,000  on  the  Army. 
This  was  in  addition  to  an  increase 
of  £9,000,000  on  the  Navy,  and  if  they 
put  the  Army  and  Navy  expenditure 
together  for  1899  thev  got  a  total  of 
£44,000,000,  whereas  the  total  for  the 
present  year  was  £63,000,000.  That 
was  entirely  exclusive  of  the  expenditure 
on  naval  and  military  works.  Really, 
the  ways  of  the  Government  were  past 
finding  out.  They  had  the  statement, 
of  the  Prime  Minister 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr.  Austen  Chamberlaik, 
Worcestershire,  E.) :  The  total  includes 
annuities,  whereas  you  said  that  it  was. 
irrespective  of  the  expenditure  on  works. 

*Mr.  McCRAE  said  that  it  was  irre- 
spective of  the  loan  expenditure  on 
naval  and  military  works,  a  point  with 
which  he  proposed  to  deal  later  on.  It 
was,  of  course,  inclusive  of  the  sum 
budgeted  this  year  as  annual  contri- 
b  it  ion  in  respect  of  naval  and  military 
works.  They  had  three  Army  schemes. 
They  had  that  of  the  Committee  of  De- 
fence ;  they  had  that  of  the  Army  Coun- 
cil ;  and  they  had,  in  the  third  place, 
that  of  the  Secretary  for  War,  who  evi- 
dently differed  from  both  the  others. 
If  they  looked  at  the  military  position 
at  the  present  time  any  fair-minded 
man  would  say  there  ought  to  be  a  large 
diminution  in  our  Army  expenditure. 
No  doubt  there  was  a  great  deal  of  extra 
expenditure  occasioned  by  the  war, 
but     he     would     give     the    Chancellor 
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of  the  Exchequer  a  precedent  which 
he  hoped  he  would  follow.  The  same 
thing  happened  after  the  Crimean  War. 
When  Mr.  Gladstone  became  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  in  1859  the  Army 
and  Navy  expenditure  amounted  to 
£26,000,000,  and  in  the  intervening  period 
between  1859  and  1866  it  rose  to 
£28,000,000.  Mr.  Gladstone  set  himself 
to  reduce  expenditure  largely  occasioned 
on  account  of  the  war,  and  the  conse- 
'quence  was  that  when  he  quitted  the 
office  of  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
in  1866  he  had  brought  back  the  naval 
and  military  expenditure  to  what  it  was  in 
1857.  That  was  what  the  present  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Excnequer  ought  to  put 
before  himself  to-day ;  he  ought  to  at- 
tempt to  bring  back  the  naval  and  mili- 
tary expenditure  to  the  point,  not  at 
which  it  stood  when  the  present  Govern- ; 
ment  took  office,  but  at  which  it  was 
in  the  year  before  the  war— in  1899.  He  , 
had  hoped  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer would  follow  Mr.  Gladstone  \ 
and  say  that  economy  was  the  first 
and  greatest  article  in  his  financial  creed. ! 

I 
I 

But  that  did  not  sum  up  all  the  financial ' 
shortcomings  of  the  present  Government.  | 
They  borrowed  too  largely  for  war  ex-  j 
penditure,  and  as  a  consequence  we  had  j 
added  to  the  National  Debt  a  sum  of  { 
£160,000,000.    Might  he   point   out   to  , 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche(juer  what  i 
had  been  done  previously  by  this  country 
in  relation  to  expenditure  of  the  same 
kind  ?     Take  what  was  done  during  the 
Crimean    War.     In    1854,    before    that 
war    broke    out,     the     National    Debt 
amounted    to    £802,000,000.     By    1857, 
on   account  of  the  war  expenditure,  it 
had  gone  up  to  £837,000,000,  an  increase 
of  £35,000,000.    The  country  set  itself 
to  get  rid  of  that  debt  a^  the  earliest 
possible  opportunity,  and  the  result  was 
that  within  ten  years — ^by   1867 — they 
had  wiped  ofi  a  sum  equivalent  to  what 
was   spent  on    the  Crimean  War,   and 
which    had  been    added    to  the  Debt. 
Would  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
undertake    to  wipe  out    in    ten    years 
or  even  in  twenty  years,  the  addition 
which  had  been  made  to  the  National 
Debt  on  account  of  the  South  African 
War? 

He  had  a  still  more  serious  charge  to 
make  against  the  present   financial  ar- 


rangements, a  charge  altogether  apart 
from  expenditure  on  the  war.     For  the 
first  time,  he  believed  in  the  history  of  this 
country,   the  National  Debt  had  been 
added  to  in  times  of  peace.     He  did  not 
know  whether  the  House  really  realised 
the  true  significance  of  that.     Did  they 
realise  thatin  a  year  of  peace  the  National 
Debt  had  been  added  to  ?     Last  year  we 
increased  our  national  indebtedness  by 
£2,250,000.    That  was  unprecedented,  un- 
justifiable, and  indefensible,  and  it  really 
brought  them  to  the  German  method 
of  finance,  whereby  they  were  borrow- 
ing  for   ordinary   current   expenditure. 
To  put  it  in  another  manner,  the  Govern- 
ment  was   not   paying  its   way.    Now 
the    gross    liabilities     on    March    31st 
last  amounted  to  £796,700,000  sterling, 
a  sum  almost  equivalent  to  the  National 
Debt  away  back  in  1854.     That  was  a 
comparison    which   should    cause    them 
to  pause.     He  noticed  that  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  in  his  Budget  speech 
gave   no  comparison  between  the  gross 
debt  as  at  March  31st,  1904,  and  debt  as 
at  March  31st,   1905.     He  gave  a  direct 
comparison   in  regard   to   the   Funded 
Debt  which  had  been  reduced,  but  for 
the  first  time  he  did  not  place  before 
the  House  in  parallel  columns  the  gross 
liabilities  of  the  State  in  1904  and  1905. 
The  consequence  was  that  no  one  reading 
the  Budget  speech,   or  listening  to  it, 
could  have  realised  that  in  that  year 
the  National  Debt  had  been  increased 
by    the    sum    he   had    mentioned.     No 
doubt  he  spoke  of  the  Sinking  Fund, 
but  then  most  people  were  rather  dis- 
inclined to  consider  the  question  of  the 
Sinking   Fund,  and    they    appeared    to 
think    that    there    was    some    mystery 
about  it.     He  did  not  know  that  there 
was  any  mystery  at  all  about  it.     It 
was  merely  an  annual  contribution  to 
wipe  off  debt,  and  if  the  Debt,  instead 
of  being  reduced,  was  increased,  anyone 
would  see   that  the  Sinking  Fund   was 
inoperative,   and,  therefore,   that   some- 
thing   was    wrong.     It    was   clear   that 
there   was   no   adequate    provision    for 
the  reduction  of    the  Debt.    The   man 
in  the   street    could    understand    that; 
it  did  not  require  a  financier  to  pomt 
out  that  if  there  was  no  reduction  being 
made  the  Sinking  Fund  was  insufficient. 
Now  the  Sinking  Fund  as  regarded  the 
Funded    Debt    was    meant    to    reduce 
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the  Debt  by  about  £7,500,000  a  year. 
From  1893  to  1898  they  did  reduce 
their  gross  liabilities  year  by  year  by 
about  £7,000,000  8terling,notwith8taiiding 
the  capital  expenditure  on  naval  and 
military  works.  Now  they  were  borrow- 
ing more  than  they  were  paying  ofE  and 
the  naval  and  military  works  were 
mainly  responsible  for  that. 

Might  he  point  out  to  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  that  they  had  had  really 
no  opportunity  before  the  Budget  of  dis- 
cussing the  amount  that  these  works  would 
cost  during   the   coming  financial  year  1 
In  regard  to  the  other  estimates  of  ex- 
penditure they  were  discussed  before  the 
close   of   the   preceding   financial   year, 
but  the  Naval  and  Military  Works  Bills 
were  not,  and  even  the  one  for  the  cur- 
rent year  had  not  yet  been  produced. 
All   that,    he    thought,    tended   to   ex- 
travagance, because  it   really   obscured 
the  issue  from  the   House.     They  had 
gone  on  spending  year  after  year  without 
realising  how  the  expenditure  on  account 
of  the   naval  and  military  works  had 
increased.    The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer the  other  day,  in  reply  to  some 
observations  he  had  made,  said  they  had 
a   sinking    fund   carried   on   the  Votes 
wliich  he  described  as  abnormally  high. 
But  he   would   like   just  to   draw   the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  figures  to 
show  how  vain  the  boast  was.     He  was 
taking   the    figures   for   the   last   seven 
years.     In  1899  the  outstanding  debt  on 
account  of  naval  and  military  works  was 
£7,000,000;    two   years   later,   in    1901, 
it   was   £14,000,000.      In    1902   it   was 
£20,000,000  ;  in    1903,    £27,500,000  ;  in 
1904,  nearly  £32,000,000 ;  and  in  1905, 
£41,500,000,    while    the    estimated    ex- 
penditure for  the  current  financial  year 
brought   it    up   to   £47,500,000.     When 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  talked 
about  an  abnormally  high  sinking  fund 
he  begged  him  to  remember  that  while 
he  was  laying  aside  under  this  head  of 
expenditure  a  sum  of  £1,500,000  a  year 
he  had  been  borrowing  since  the  first 
date  at  the  rate  of   over   £8,000,000   a 
year.     How   long   would   that   increase 
of  £7,000,000  go  on  ?     In  his  opinion 
this  expenditure  ought  to  be  added  to  the 
ordinary  taxation  of  the  year.     It  was 
not  capital  expenditure  in  the  real  sense. 
It  was  bad  finance  to  treat  it  as  such, 
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and  he  would  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  could  he  really  defend  it  ? 

Now,    in    the    present    Finance    Bill 
the     Chancellor      of     the      Exchequer 
proposed  to  increase   the  Sinking  Fund 
contribution  by  £1,000,000  a  year,  and 
here  let  him  say  that  he  thought  it  was 
very  unfortunate  that  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  hit  upon  the  lottery 
method  of  dealing  with  these  Exchequer 
bonds.     The  lottery  system  was  entirely, 
foreign  to  our  finance;  there  had  been 
no    advantage    reaped    from    it.     The 
interest  to  be  paid  was  very  high,  and 
he  begged  to  suggest  to  the  Chanct^llor 
of  the  Exchequer  that  it  would  have 
been  better  if  he  had  simply  added  the 
£1,000,000  a  year  to  the  ordinary  Sinking 
Fund,  and  he  would  then  have   given 
to   any  future   Chancellor   of   the    Ex- 
chequer a  free  hand  in  dealing  with  it. 
He  aid  not  know  whether  the  right  hon. 
Grentleman  expected  to  be  in  his  place 
next  year,  but  if  he  were  his  criticism 
as  to  a  large   Debt  conversion  scheme 
would    not    apply.      The    right    hon. 
Gentleman   ought  to   have    dealt    this 
year   with    the     floating    debt,   which 
amounted  to  £71,6^,000,  according  to 
the  National  Debt  Returns  issued  yester- 
day morning.     He  would  like  to  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  why  he  did 
not  propose  to  deal  in  a  comprehensive 
way  with  this  floating  debt.     He  had 
before  pointed  out  a  way' in  which  he 
might  have  dealt  with  it  by  means  of 
terminable  annuities.    Of  course,  he  quite 
realised  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
could  not    have  dealt  with  the  floating 
debt  without  facing  up  to  the  question  of 
the  Transvaal  contribution.    That  was 
an  essential  part  of  any  comprehensive 
scheme  to  deal  with  the  JJnfunded  Debt. 
Although   £30,000,000  seemed  to  be  a 
large  sum  to  ask  from  the  Transvaal,  this 
country  was  laying  aside  for  the  payment 
of  principal  and  interest  for  the  reduction 
of  debt  over  £30,000,000  per  annum.   He 
would  like  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer   to    consider    that    in    1885— 
twenty  years  ago — ^we  laid  aside  a  sum 
of  £29,649,784  when  the  National  Debt 
was  less  by  £60,000,000  than  it  was  to- 
day, and  when  there  was  no  Naval  and 
Military  Works  expenditure.    Would  the 
Chancellor    of    the    Exchequer    frankly 
tell  the  House,  first  of  all,  what  sum  he 
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intended  to  spend  this  year  on  Naval  and 
Military  Works;  and  secondly,  what 
was  the  amount  of  all  the  Sinking  Fund 
which  was  to  go  during  the  current  year 
to  redeem  the  Debt  ?  There  was  an 
estimate  on  the  first  head  of  £8,000,000, 
and  on  the  second  head  of  £10,100,000. 
Was  that  so  ? 

The  financial  SECRETAEY  op 
THE  TREASURY  (Mr.  Victor  Caven- 
dish, Derbyshire,  W.) :    Yes. 

♦Mr.  McCRAE  :    That  meant  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  going 
to  reduce  the  National  Debt  by  £2,000,000, 
BO  that  there  would  only  bean  efiective 
Sinking  Fund  of  £2,000,000  to  go  to  reduce 
the  gross  liabilities  of  the  State,  instead  of 
£7,000,000  a  year  which  we  were  paying 
off  before    1899.     He   thought  he   had 
shown  that  whether  they  consider  the 
burdens  on  the  people — the  ordinary  ex- 
penditure, the  capital  expenditure,  or  the 
state  of    the   National  Debt,  they  had 
to  face  a  grave  financial  position.    He 
hoped  that  they  were  at  the  end  of  tnis 
period   of   lavish   expenditure,  unprece- 
dented borrowing,  and  no  adequate  pro- 
vision for  the  extinction  of  debt.    It  was 
a  position  which  required  great  courage 
and  ^ability  to  deal  with.     This  Finance 
Bill,^  although    it    avoided    any    gross 
defiance    of    the    principles    of    sound 
finance    unhappily   experienced   in  the 
past,  did  not  meet  the  requirements  of 
the  very  grave  financial  position  in  which 
the  nation  found  itself  after  ten  long 
weary  years  of  incompetence  and  gross 
extravagance  under  the  present  Govern- 
ment. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn  Regis) 
said  that  undoubtedly  this  matter  of  the 
Debt  could  not  be  too  often  brought  be- 
fore the   House   of  Commons   and  the 
nation.      The  Debt  had  increased,  was 
increasing,  and    was    not    going    to    be 
diminished.     The  Debt  would  be  greater 
next  year  than  it  was  now.     The  Chancel- 
lor of    the    Exchequer  could  not  deny 
that.    If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could 
fihow  that  he  was  wrong  in  that  assertion, 
he  should  welcome  the  demonstration. 
He  thought  he  could  prove  to  the  House 
that  not  only  was  the  Debt  greater  this 
year  than  last,  but  that  it  would  be 
greater,  as  a  whole,  next  year  than  this. 
Exception  must  be  taken  to  the  Treasury 
terminology.       The      Treasury    treated 


one  part  alone  of  the  Debt  as 
Funded  Debt,  but,  in  fact,  all  debt 
that  was  not  Funded  Debt  was  Un- 
funded Debt.  Instead  of  putting  all 
these  debts  together  and  calUng  the 
total' Unfunded  Debt,  the  Treasury  made 
a  selection  from  them,  called  that  Un- 
funded Debt,  and  set  up  a  capital  account 
which  did  not  exist.  As  showing  that 
it  did  not  exist  the  Treasury  put  down 
the  assets  of  the  British  Empire  at 
£40,000,000— less  than  one-third  of  the 
total  annual  revenue. 


He     earnestly    begged     the     atten- 
tion   of    the    House     to    some    very 
simple   figures.      A    Chancellor  of    the 
Exchequer,  when    he    brought    in     his 
Budget,  was  mainlv  occupied  in  omitting 
from  his   Budget  statement  large  sums 
that    ought    to    be    in   it.      When    he 
talked  of  the  Debt  he  talked  of  dead- 
weight debt.     All  debt  was  dead-weight 
debt,  even  if  it  had  a  sinking  fund  at- 
tached to  it.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
talked  of  the  Funded  Debt  and  told  the 
House  it  was  being  reduced.     But  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  left  out  of  account  a 
far  more  important,  far  more  obnoxious 
debt  which  was  not  funded,  regularised, 
or  duly  provided  with  its  own  sinking 
fund  as  a  permanent  charge — and  which 
was   consequently  the   most  dangerous 
form   of    debt — the    unfunded  debt    of 
various  kinds.   The  form  of  debt  which  he 
would  first  desire  to  see  decreased  was  net 
the   Funded,  but  the  Unfunded  Debt ; 
but   the   contrary   was   the   case.    The 
Funded  Debt  was  decreased  by  £2,000,000, 
on   which    interest  ,at   the   rate  of   2 J 
per    cent,    was   paii,   while    the   other 
debts  on  which  a  higher  rate  of  interest 
was    paid    were    being    increased.    The 
Funded   Debt   had   been   decreased  by 
£2,000,000 ;  that  part  of  the  Unfunded 
Debt  which  the  Treasury  chose  to  caU 
Unfunded  Debt  by  £2,000,000,  and  the 
terminable    annuity  UabiUty  had    been 
reduced  by  £3,600,000,  or  a  total  reduc- 
tion of  £7,600,000  this  year.    But  what 
was  called  capital  liability  debt,  which  he 
held  was  an  unfunded  debt,  and  the  most 
serious  form  of  it— incurred  for  works— 
had  been  increased  by  £9,800,000.    So 
that  although  the  former  kirds  of  debt 
had  been  decreased  by   £7,600,000,  the 
nett  result  for  the  year  was  that  our 
total  absolute  debt  had  not  been  decreased. 
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but  had  been  increased  by  £2,200,000. 
The  final  result  was  that  the  total 
absolute  debt  of  the  country  was 
£796,700,000  at  the  end  of  the  year. 

Now,  he  had  spoken  of  the  capital  lia- 
bility debt  incurred  for  works  as 
being  the  most  important  and  dangerous 
part  of  the  whole  debt ;  and  it  was  so 
in  this  respect.  It  was  the  most 
dangerous  because  the  Government 
could,  within  large  limits,  add  to  it 
at  its  will,  and  when  it  pleased. 
There  were  still  £14,500,000  of  that 
debt,  which  the  Grovernment  had  power 
to  borrow,  still  unborrowed.  And  con- 
sequently without  any  assent  of  the 
House,  without  the  knowledge  of  the 
House,  the  Government  could  borrow  up 
to  £14,500,000  in  addition  to  this  most 
obnoxious  form  of  debt  used  for  works. 
That  was  a  very  serious  state  of 
things.  The  House  had,  no  doubt, 
given  the  Government  authority 
to  do  this  very  dangerous  thing, 
but  he  earnestly  hoped  that  these  dis- 
cussions would  have  the  effect — he 
believed  that  they  had  had  already  some 
effect — of  making  the  (Jovernment  far 
more  wary  in  exercising  their  borrow- 
ing powers  than  they  had  been  hitherto. 
There  was  another  abuse  connected  with 
capital  liability  debt.  The  Govern- 
ment last  year  took  £2,000,000  from  the 
Treasury  balances  and  applied  that  sum 
to  the  reduction  of  debt ;  but  they  bor- 
rowed £2,830,000  more  than  they  required 
to  issue  for  the  works  for  which  it  was 
borrowed.  There  was  really  no  necessity 
for  borrowing  that  extra  sum.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  find  in  his  own 
financial  statement,  page  5,  that  there 
was  borrowed  to  meet  capital  expendi- 
ture £10,912,000*,  and  that  there 
was  issued  to  meet  capital  expendi- 
ture £8,069,000.  The  difference  was 
X2,843,000,  which  the  Government  bor- 
rowed for  the  purpose  of  issuing  for 
these  works,  but  did  not  issue. 

Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN  :  I 
would  point  out  that  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  omitted  to  notice  the  fact  that 
we  had  temporarily  drawn  on  the  Ex- 
chequer balances  to  the  extent  of 
£2,(XX),000  in  the  previous  year  on  ac- 
count of  these  works,  and  therefore  we 
had  to  borrow  in  1904-5  the  £2,000,000 

Mr,  Gibson  Bowles. 


\  to  repay  the  amount  drawn  from  the 
I  Exchequer  balances.  The  amount  of 
i  money  we  over-borrowed  last  year  was 
'  somewhat  short  of  £1,000.000  of  the 
amount  required,  which  was  a  miscalcula- 
tion on  the  part  of  the  Department. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  explained  the  dis- 
crepancy by  explaining  that  there  was 
not  one  error,  but  two.  The  Grovernment 
under-borrowed  the  previous  year  and 
over-borrowed  this  year  to  make  up  the 
deficiency,  and  even  then  there  was  at 
least  £2,830,000  which  went  to  swell 
the  Treasury  balances.  There  was  a 
gravely  dangerous  power  of  borrowing 
under  these  Capital  Expenditure  Acta. 
Let  the  House  observe  that  the  Treasury 
balances  were  in  this  way  repleted  by 
nearly  £3,000,000  which  really  did  not 
belong   to   them. 

Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN :  This 
is  a  matter  which  I  explained  in  my 
statement.  It  was  taken  out  of  the 
Treasury  balances  the  year  before  last. 
It  was  taken  from  the  Treasury  balances 
for  the  purpose  of  these  capital  accounts. 
The  National  Debt  Commissioners  were 
unable  to  supply  this  amount,  and  the 
first  thing  that  had  to  be  done  when  we 
had  new  borrowing  powers,  or  when 
fresh  money  came  into  the  hands  of  the 
Debt  Commissioners,  was  to  relieve  our- 
selves from  what  we  had  paid.  The  hon. 
Member  will  find  the  whole  transaction 
set  out  in  my  Budget  speech. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said  he 
thought  the  National  Debt  account 
suggested,  if  it  did  not  actually  state  it, 
that  this  £2,000,000  was  taken  from 
the  Treasury  balances  this  year.  But, 
however  that  might  be,  it  was  an  un- 
doubted fact  that  the  Government  had 
this  dangerous  power  of  borrowing,  and 
although  they  might  exercise  it  with 
great  skill  and  prudence,  it  was  perfectly 
possible  for  them  to  borrow  either  less 
money  or  more  than  they  required,  and 
when  they  borrowed  more  it  went  to 
swell  the  balances,  and  this  would 
make  them  look  greater  than  they  really 
were  at  the  moment. 

He  had  shown  that  the  absolute 
debt   at   this   moment    was   £2,^200,000 


:513 


Finance 


{16  May  1905} 


Bia. 


oH 


more  than  it  amounted  to  last  year, 
but  the  House  must  not  forget  that 
there  were  other  very  serious  liabili- 
ties this  year.  There  were  the  guar- 
anteed loans  of  £152,700,000,  though,  of 
course,  the  liability  for  tiiose  was  not  to 
the  same  extent  or  cf  the  same  com- 
pleteness as  that  for  the  £796,000,000. 
Still,  there  was  the  liability,  and  they 
would  perhaps  never  know  how  much 
of  that  they  would  have  to  bear.  The  | 
guaranteed  loane.  he  might  point  out, 
induded  this  year  another  £10,000,000 
for  Irish  land  purchase.  In  addition  to 
the  guaranteed  loans  there  were  the 
•contingent  liabilities,  including  that  to 
the  Post  Office  Savings  Bank.  The 
particulars  of  the  contingent  liabilities 
were  not  set  forth  this  year,  but  they 
'twould  not  amount  to  less  than  they  did  last 
year,  which  was  £19,000,000.  So  that  if 
they  added  the  contingent  liabilities  to 
the  guaranteed  loans  they  had  a  total  of 
£171,700,000  to  add  to  the  £796,000,000. 
If  to  those  two  added  together  was 
^dded  £500,000  the  House  would  see 
the  total  liabilities  of  the  State  amounted 
to  no  less  than  £968,200,000,  although 
he  admitted  that  all  the  liabilities  were 
not  of  the  same  quality,  some  being 
more  and  others  less  absolute.  There 
was,  in  addition  to  those  liabilities,  the 
awful  local  debt  of  near  £500,000,000, 
which  was  also  a  liability  of  the  sub- 
jects of  the  State,  but  which  he  did  not 
add  to  the  other  because  it  had  yet 
another  quality.  How  had  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  dealt  with  that? 

He  admitted  that  the  right  hon. 
<3rentleman  had  shown  considerable  cour- 
age, but  he  had  not  dealt  adequately 
with  the  matter.  Let  the  House  take 
what  were  called  the  lottery  bonds. 
He  asserted  on  a  previous  occasion 
that  in  efEect  by  the  issue  of  these 
lottery  bonds  the  existing  Unfunded 
Debt  was  extended  for  five  years  to  the 
extent,  of  £5,000,000.  Section  7  of  the 
Act  showed  that  that  was  so.  If  the 
right  hon.  Grentleman  could  explain 
Section  7  taken  in  conjunction  with 
the  Supplementary  War  Loans  Act  of  1900 
in  another  way  he  would  be  glad  to  hear 
the  explanation,  but  otherwise  it  was  im- 
possible to  read  Section  7  without  coming 
to  the  conclusion  at  which  he  had  arrived, 
that  in  respect  to  £5,000,000  the  right 


hon.  Gentleman  had  assented  to  an 
extension  of  five  years  longer  than  it 
would  have  otherwise  taken  to  extinguish. 

He  did  not  wisli  to  raise  again  the  ghost 
of  the  £30,000,033  war  contribution, 
except  to  say  that  unless  we  got  the 
£30,000,000  from  the  Transvaal  he  did  not 
know  how  we  were  to  provide  for  the  re- 
payment of  the  war  loan,  when  its  repay- 
ment became  due.  He  did  not  envy 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  might  be 
in  office  when  that  time  came.  He  con- 
tended that  they  were  entitled  to  re- 
cover that  £30,000,000  at  the  hands  of 
the  Government ;  it  was  promised  by  a 
former  Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
West  Birmingham,  as  an  inducement  to 
the  House  to  guarantee  the  loan  of 
£35,000,000.  It  was  stated  to  be  a 
payment  in  commutation  of  a  sum  of 
£100,000,000  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle 
man  thought  was  due,  and  to  the  extent 
of  £10,000,000  was  to  be  underwritten  by 
competent  persons  in  the  Transvaal. 
As  to  the  conditions,  which  were  three, 
they  had  all  been  fulfilled.  There  was 
a  bargain.  We  were  to  take  £30,000,003 
instead  of  £100,000,030,  or  at  least 
£70,000,000,  and  that  £30,000,000  was 
all  to  be  paid  in  three  years. 
Two  and  a  -  half  years  had  gone 
by  and  we  had  not  received  a  penny 
of  that  sum.  So  complete  a  bargii  n 
had  never  been  presented  to  this  House 
as  that  presented  by  the  late  Colonial 
Secretary,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  West  Birmingham, 
speaking  on  behalf  of  the  Government, 
under  which  the  House  guaranteed  the 
loan  of  £35,000,003,  and  if  that  obligation 
was  now  to  be  thrown  to  the  winds  and 
explained  away  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer who  had  to  pay  off  the  war  loan 
would  be  put  in  a  desperate  position, 
while  the  greatest  reproach  would  rest 
on  the  Government  for  the  abandonment 
of  that  engagement.  It  was  a  most 
solemn  engagement;  none  of  the  con 
ditions  had  been  violated  ;  it-was  a  freely 
accepted  burden  by  the  gentlemeii  who 
undertook  the  obligation  to  underwrite 
it,  and  a  very  serious  damage  would  be 
done  not  only  to  the  Government  itself 
but  to  the  cause  of  public  faith  in  England 
if  it  were  now  abandoned.  It  d.d  not 
behove    the    House    to     cor4iem  i    the 
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conduct  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in  the  produotion  of  this  Bill.  He  had 
risen  more  to  emphasise  that  great  con- 
cern he  felt  at  the  increased  and  still 
increasing  debt  of  this  country,  and 
the  insufficient  means  taken  to  provide 
funds  to  wipe  it  off. 


Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  (Tower  Ham- 
lets,   Poplar)    said    he    desired    to    em- 
phasise what  had  been  already  said  on 
both   sides   of   the   House   in   reference 
to   the   reduction    of    debt.     It  was   a 
question  of  the  utmost  importance  to  the 
country,  and  it  was  one  upon  which  the 
Chancellor    of     the    Exchequer     would 
welcome   the     expression   of   the  views 
of  the   House  in   favour    of  the  more 
rapid    reduction    of    debt.    Ten    years 
ago  the  net  reduction   of  the  debt  was 
£7,000,000    a     year.     Since     then    we 
had  had  a  war  which  cost  us  £260,000,000, 
and  last  year  there  was  not  only  no  re- 
duction of  debt,  but  an  increase  in  the 
National    Debt    of    £2,000,000.     During 
the  last  six  years  the  total  debt  of  the 
country  had  increased  by  £160,000,000, 
and  we  had  not  up  to  the  present  moment 
reduced  the  war  debt  by  a  single  penny. 
This  was  not  the  only  instance  in  modem 
times  of  the  National  Debt  being  added 
to   in   time   of  peace.     At  the   present 
time,  in  the  fourth  year  of  peace,  we  had 
no  less  than    £23,000,000    of  additional 
taxation,  and  the  amount  the  right  hon. 
Grentleman  had  promised  by  way  of  the 
utmost  reduction  would  only  be  some 
£2,000,000,   though    there    was  all  this 
enormous  amount  of  additional  taxation. 
This  increase  of  taxation  was  attributed 
to  what  was  called  capital  expenditure, 
the  amount  of  which  in  naval  and  military 
works  and  things  of  that  sort  was  really 
greater  than  really  appeared  on  the  face 
of  the  Financial  Statement.     The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  in  his  speech 
had    referred     to    it    as    being    about 
£40,000,000,  but  it  was  in  reality  much 
larger,  because  during  the  period  from 
1894  to    1898   there   was   each    year   a 
large    sinking  fund   which   used   to  go 
to  the  reduction  of  debt  which  had  now 
been  utilised  for  this  purpose,  in  addition 
to   which    through    the    Sinking    Fund 
something    like    £5,000,000    had    been 
paid  for  capital   expenditure.     This  ex- 
penditure was  really  £57,000,000;    that 

Mr,"  Gibson^Boiples, 


;  was  to  say,  one-third  more  than  appeared 
in    the    accounts.      In    two    years    the 

■  country      had      borrowed     £60,000,000- 
for    the     purpose     of     capital     expen- 
diture, which  was  a  matter  to  which  he 
thought  consideration  should  be  given. 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  when  dealing 
with  debt,  put  it  into  two  categories; 
one  he  called  dead-weight  debt  and  the- 
other  capital  expenditure,  against  which 
he  held  assets  in  ships  and  works.     But 
he    (Mr.    Buxton)    denied    that    these 
naval  and  military  works  could  in  any 
sense  of  the  word  be  regarded  as  assetj^.. 
Assets  were  things  which  could  be  valued 
and  at  a  favourable  time  sold  out  and 
the  borrowed  money  repaid  in  that  way. 
That  was  not  the  case  here,  and  therefore 
the  capital  expenditure   was  as  much  a 
dead-weight  debt  on  the  country  as  the 
other  expenditure  which  the  right  hon^ 
Gentleman    placed    in    that    category. 
One  of  the  worst  tendencies  of  this  bor- 
rowing on  the  one  hand  and  paying  oft' 
on  the   other  and  thus  increasing  the^ 
capital  expenditure  was  that  it  resulted 
in   an  increase   of  the   National  Debt.. 
As  he  understood,  the    Unfunded  Debt 
had  increased  in  the  last  six  years  by  no^ 
less  than  £100,000,000,  but  during  the 
same  period  the  Funded  Debt  had  been 
diminished  by  £40,000,000.     Under  these- 
!  circumstances  he  asked.  Would  it  not  be 
better  to  apply  the  whole  of  the  Sinking. 
!  Fund  to  the  purposes  of  diminishing  not 
;  the  Funded  Debt  but  the  Unfunded  Debt^ 
which  at  the  present  moment  was  far  too- 
large  1     The  right  hon.   Gentleman  had 
declared  his  strong  desire    to  diminish 
the  ainount  of  capital  expenditure,  under 
certain    conditions.     That    was    neces- 
sary, and  no  doubt  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  admit  that  a  considerable 
amount  of   money    borrowed  for  these 
purposes  would  be  much  more  usefully 
met  out  of  the  expenditure  of  the  year.. 
He  had  not  much  hope  at  the  moment 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  unless, 
he  took  very  strong  action,  would  be 
able  to  reduce  that  expenditure  on  the- 
naval  and  military  programme  to  any 
extent.     The  expenditure,  he  supposed,, 
must  take   its    course,  but  they  would 
warmly  support  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man in  any  proposals  he  made  to  reduce 
that  expenditure  and  to  bring  it.  as  it 

oufi^ht  to  be  brouG^ht,  into  the  ordinary 
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Budget  of  the  year,  instead  of  its  being  1  Italians  with  the  Mullah  was  that  that, 
had  by  meaxjis  of  Supplemental  Estimates,  j  so-called  mad  person  had  been  given  a. 

;  large  slice   of  territory,   turned   into  a- 
Having  said  so  much  with  regard  to  the  j  Potentate,  and  granted  a  port.     He  did 
debt  itself,  he  would  now  say  a  few  words  ,  not  know  that  this  House  had  ever  gone- 
as  to  the  proposals  of  the  right  hon.  {  so  far  as  to  suggest  that  the  Mullah  should 
Gentleman  for  the  reduction  of  the  debt.  \  be  given  territory  and  a  port,  but  they  had. 
The  amount  to  be  appUed  to  the  Sinking  |  at  any  rate,  always  contended  that  terms- 
Fund  this  year  was  £10,000,000,  but  the  |  should  be  come  to  and  a  check  put  upon 
real   significance   of  that  was   not  the  I  these  costly  and  bloody  expeditions  into- 
amount  to  be  utilised  in  one  year  for   Africa.    His    chief   desire    in    speaking,, 
that  purpose,  but  the  specific  amount   however,    was    to    emphasise    what    he 
the  right  hon.   Gentleman  intended  to'i  regarded  as  two  really  serious  matters- 
apply  to  it  out  of  the  taxation  of  the  year,  i  in  connection  with  our  national  finance 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  surely  !  at  the  present  moment.    The  first  was> 
admitted  that  the  Unfunded  Debt  was  too  |  the  fact  that  we  were  not  reducing  the 
great,  and  it  would,  therefore,  seem  to  '  debt  anything  like  so  rapidly  as  we  ought 
be   better  policy  to   apply  the   money  i  to  do,  and  the  other  was  that  our  annual 
solely  to  the  reduction  of  that  debt,  and  ;  expenditure  was  of  such  a  type  and  taxa- 
not  to  the  purchase  of  Consols  in  the  |  tion  was  so  heavy  that  it  could  not  fail 
market.     He  did  not  share  the  Chau-  {  very  seriously  to  affect  the  consuming: 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer's  sanguine  hopes  ,  power  and  the  comfort^  of  the  working: 
that  he  would  be  able  to  reduce  capital    classes,  and  also  to  injure  and  jeopardise 
expenditure.      While    he    congratulated  |  our  commercial  position  in  competitioa 
the    right   hon.    Gentleman    on   having  |  with  other  nations. 
added  £]  ,000,000  to  the  Sinking  Fund,  he  j 
did  not  think  he  could  have  done  any- 
thing else,  looking  at  the  position  of  the  I      Mr.  VICTOR  CAVENDISH  said  that 
Debt  and  the  Sinking  Fund.     The  figures  |  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Finance  BiJl 
of  national  expenditure  were  certainly  ,  was   usually  not  so  much  a  discussion 
very  disheartening  to  the  economists  in  |  of  the  contents  of  the  Bill  itself  as  a  part 
the    House,    whose    numbers,    he    was  |  of  a  general  discussion  of  the  financial 
afraid,   were  few ;    and  still  more  dis- 1  position  of  the  country.    Not  unnaturally 
heartening  was  the  expenditure  on  certain    a  considerable  amount  of  attention  to-day^ 
branches  in  regard  to  which  they  could  |  had   been  directed   to  the   question   of 
not  feel  that  the  nation  got  value  for  its  ,  taxation,  and  so  far  as  he  could  gather,, 
money.  the  general  feeling  seemed  to  be  that  the: 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  acted 
For  a  good  deal  of  the  expenditure  the  '  rightly,  so  far  as  he  had  gone,  but  that 
country  did  not  get  full  value.  This  ]  it  was  desirable  that  he  should  go  still 
was  particularly  the  case  in  regard  to  j  further  in  the  direction  he  had  taken, 
education  and  the  Army.  In  connection  In  his  Budget  speech  his  right  hon.  friend 
with  the  Army  there  had  been  brought  j  clearly  and  distinctly  intimated  that  he 
forward  several  schemes,  each  extremely  !  would  discourage  the  idea  of  adding  ta 
costly,  and  the  last  of  which,  while  1  our  National  Debt  by  naval,  military,  or 
showing  no  diminution  in  expenditure,  ^  pubUc  works,  and  the  House  might  rest 
had  practically  disorganised  the  Regulars,  |  assured  that  any  assistance  they  could 
disheartened  the  Militia,  and  disgusted  give  in  that  direction  would  be  welcomed 
the  Volunteers.  This  was  a  very  un-  |  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
fortunate  result  for  any  Army  scheme  ^  So  far  as  the  question  of  debt  was  con- 
to  have  upon  a  service  founded  not  upon  ^  cemed  it  would  probably  be  advisable 
conscription  but  upon  popular  favour  \  that  he  should  leave  many  of  the  technical 
and  support.  One  matter  upon  which  |  ^^^  complicated  points  to  the  Chancellor 
the  Government  might  be  congratulated      *  ^,     t/^  ,  ^     j     i      xi,  i  i.  « 

™-  *i»«  *««4.  4.k«4-  «^  1    4.  4.V  '  of  the  Exchequer  to  deal  with  later  on, 

was  the  fact  that  at  last  there  was  some  >  «^^^*  .      ,        j     i     •  J 

hope  of  the  cessation  of  expenditure  in  !  b^*  h®  ^^^^^  ^e  permitted  to  deal  with 
the  wilds  of  Somaliland.  The  apparent '  certain  matters  which  came  more  immedi- 
result  of  a  wise  arrangement  made  by  the  •  ately  under  his  own  personal  observation* 
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So  far  as  the  Army  and  Navy  [were 
concerned,  the  important  speech  of  the 
Prime   Minister   on   Thursday   last  had 
<loubtle8S  had  the  effect  of  bringing  more 
clearU    before    the    country    what    our 
obligations  were,   and  if  while   bearing 
those  obligations  in  mind  it  were  found 
possible  to  reduce  the  expenditure  on  the 
Army  and  Navy,  it  would  be  a  result 
which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
would   welcome   with   acclamation.    He 
would  remind  the  House,  however,  that 
when  such  reductions  were  made  they' 
frequently    caused    considerable    incon- 
venience, and  in  some  cases  distress.   That 
being  so,  he  hoped  that  when  the  re- 
ductions took  place  and  the  inevitable 
dislocation  followed — which  the  Depart- 
ments concerned  would  endeavour  to  make 
as   little    onerotLS  as  possible — Members 
would  assist  by   not  raising   questions 
concerning  this  or  that  district,  or  this 
or  that  particular  class  of  Grovernment 
servants.     In  the  debate  of  a  year  ago 
he  was  accused  of  having  lectured  the 
House.     It  was  said  that  every  Financial 
Secretary  had  lectured  the  House  and 
always     would    do    so.      Possibly     his 
speech  was  somewhat  open  to  that  charge, 
but  he   certainly  had   no  intention   of 
lecturing  the  House,  and  it  was  not  his 
wish  to  do  so  to-day.     At  the  same  time, 
with  all  due  respect,  he  would  venture 
to  call  attention  to  two  occurrences  in  the 
present    session.     Possibly    of    all    the 
Estimates,  Class  I.  was  the  section  most 
capable     of    being    considered    in     its 
minutest    details.     There     were    many 
matters  dealt  with  in  that  class  to  which 
it  would  have  been  the  wish  of  the  House 
to  devote  careful   and  minute  inquiry. 
But  the  Government  were  pressed  to  put 
down  the  House  of  Commons  Vote  first. 
Two  hours  of  the  afternoon  were  occupied 
in  a  discussion  mainly  concerned  with  the 
comforts  and  conveniences  of  Members, 
and  if  it  had  not  been  for  the  timely 
intervention  of  one 'of  the  Members  for 
Islington    the   whole   of   the    afternoon 
might  have  been  devoted  to  that  topic. 
He  was  not  at  all  sure  that  he  ought  not 
to  congratulate  the  noble  Lord  who  was 
in  charge  of  the  Vote  upon  the  fact  that 
the  net  result  of  the  debate  was  a  promise 
to  look  into  the  question  of  telephonic 
communication   between   the   House   of 
Commons    and    Westminster    Hospital, 
and  into  the  advisability  of  providing  a 
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swing  door  in  some  portion  of  the  House. 
Speaking  as  the  representative  of  the 
Treasury,  he  thought  they  got  off  very 
cheaply  on  that  occasion.  The  second 
del:  ate  to  which  he  wished  to  refer  took 
place  on  Wednesday  last,  when  he  was 
absolutely  alone  in  endeavouring  to  press 
upon  the  House  that  what  they  were 
doing  might  create  a  fresh  charge  upon 
the  Exchequer.  A  fair  case  for  inquiry 
was  made  out  by  hon.  Members  from 
Ireland  in  reference  to  art  accommodation 
in  Dublin,  but  he  was  certainly  surprised 
at  the  somewhat  vigorous  assistance — 
whether  altogether  in  favour  of  art  or  in 
anticipation  of  favours  to  come  he  could 
not  say — rendered  to  Irish  representa- 
tives by  hon.  Members  for  Scotch  con- 
stituencies, and  he  looked  in  vain  for 
support  from  those  quarters  in  which 
were  generally  found  certain  critics  of 
the  national  expenditure.  Whatever  the 
result  of  the  promised  inquiry  might  be, 
he  hoped  Irish  and  Scottish  representa- 
tives would  not  be  altogether  unmindful 
of  the  possible  dangers  arising  from  extra 
expenditure. 

He  wished  to  put  before  the  House  some 
figures  connected  with  expenditure,  and 
although  they  would  probably  fail  to 
satisfy  the  House,  he  hoped  they  might 
do  some  good.  He  would  go  back  ten 
years,  not  only  because  it  was  convenient, 
but  because  it  also  coincided  with  that 
moment  which  possibly  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  regarded  as  the  inauguration  of 
everything  that  was  bad  in  expenditure 
and  administration.  Omitting  the  Army 
and  Navy  and  comparing  the  total  Esti- 
mates of  the  Budget  Services  for  1895-6 
with  the  Estimates  presented  this  year, 
there  had  been  an  increase  during  that 
period  of  £21 ,500,000.  That  increase  was 
made  up  roughly  as  follows : — Service 
of  the  Debt,  £3,000,000 ;  Civil  Services, 
£9,000,000;  Postal  and  Revenue  Services, 
£6,000,000 ;  and  Local  Taxation  Relief, 
£3,500,000.  He  would  not  go  at  any 
great  length  into  the  details  of  the 
figures  he  had  referred  to.  There 
were,  however,  two  or  three  items 
of  interest.  For  instance,  there  was  an 
increase  on  works  and  buildings  of 
£850,000,  and  of  this  total  £235,000  was  in 
respect  of  Revenue  Buildings  and  £210,000 
for  rates.  He  thought  it  only  right  to 
point  out  to  the  House  that  much  of  the 
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increased  expendituie  for  the    Revenue 
Services  io  eluded  the  Postal  and  Telegraph 
Services,   and  much  of  that  had  been 
incurred    for    the    convenience    of    the 
pubUc.    They  nevertheless  continued  to 
derive    considerable    income    from    the 
Postal  Services  as  a  whole.     During  the 
last  two  or  three  years  the  expenditure 
upon  public  buildings  had  shown  a  con- 
siderable rise.    The  reason  for  this  was 
that  in  this  respect  much  economy  was 
practised  during  the  war,  and  it  was  felt 
most  undesirable  that  they  should  con- 
tinue to  diminish  this  expenditure  after 
the  war  was  over.    Obviously  they  should 
endeavour  to  make  up  those  arrears  as 
much  as  possible,  and  consequently  the} 
had  for  the  last  two  or  three  years  had  to 
place  on  the  Estimates  heavier  sums  for 
this    purpose.    He    scarcely    liked    to 
venture  to  hold  out  any  hopes  of  economy, 
but  he  believed  that  his  right  hon.  friend 
the  Postmaster- General  would  be  able, 
when  the  arrears  had  been  caught  up,  to 
'discontinue   this   heavy  expenditure,  or 
At  any  rate  would  not  continue  it  at  such 
a  rate.     There  was  another  item  which 
had  shown  an  alarming  increase  during 
the  last  ten  ^ears,  and  that  was  in  regard 
to    the    rates    paid    upon    Government 
property,  which  showed  an  increase  of 
£210,000.     A   Question  had  been  asked 
which  implied  that  there  was  a  chance  of 
still  further  demands  being  placed  upon 
the  Imperial  Exchequer  in  this  respect,  but 
he  would  advise  the  House  not  to  make 
any  departure  from  their  present  system. 

There  had  been  an  increase  in  Class  II.  of 
tthc  Estimates  of  £600,000 ;  it  wasperf ectly 
well  known  and  admitted  that  with  the 
•continual  growth  of  population  they  must 
•expect  to  see  the  cpst  of  civil  adminis- 
tration increased.  He  was  afraid  it  was 
not  possible  to  deny  that  that  would 
always  be  the  case,  but  the  greater  part 
of  this  increase  was  due  to  carrying  out 
those  obligations  which  had  been  placed 
upon  the  various  Departments  of  the 
State  by  the  action  of  the  House.  He  did 
not  complaip  of  this,  and  he  had  no  right 
to  complain.  Great  improvement  had 
been,  made  in  regard  to  the  supervision 
of  dangerous  occupations  under  the  Local 
Government  Board,  the  Board  of  Trade, 
<and  the  Home  Office,  but  they  had  had 
to  appoint  a  number  of  additional  in- 
spectors  to   deal  with    very   imxK)rtant 


matters  concerning  the  lives  of  the  people, 
conditions  of  labour,  and  the  attual  con- 
ditions of  employment  of  almost  every 
class  of  the  community.  If  there  was 
that  continuous  and  continual  desire 
expressed  on  the  floor  of  the  House  and 
constant  pressure  put  upon  the  heads 
of  Departments  that  still  more  should  be 
done  in  those  directions,  then  it  was 
almost  impossible  to  venture  to  hope 
for  any  reduction  in  expenditure  upon 
those  heads.  He  did  not  complain  of 
the  action  of  the  House  in  those  matters, 
because  he  beUeved  that  such  expendi- 
ture was  justified;  but  when  they 
insisted  that  there  should  be  more 
inspection,  and  that  more  protection 
should  be  given  in  those  various  direc- 
tions, then  they  were  not  justified  in 
complaining  when  they  had  to  pay  for 
those  services. 

With  regard  to  the  total  increase  in 
the  cost  of  the  Civil  Services,  during 
the  ten  years  under  review  more 
than  two-thirds  of  the  total  increase 
was  due  to  education.  The  expenditure 
upon  Class  IV.  during  the  year  1895-6 
was  £10,250,000.  In  the  year  1905-6 
this  expenditure  had  been  estimated  at 
over  £16,250,000,  and  of  the  whole  of 
that  increase  the  Education  Vote  was 
responsible  for  £5,963,000,  or  practically 
the  whole  of  the  increase.  He  was  aware 
that  he  was  now  raising  questions  which 
had  been  bitterly  fought  out  upon  the 
floor  of  this  House,  but  he  had  never 
yet  heard  that  there  was  any  likelihood 
of  suggestions  being  made  to  diminish 
the  contribution  which  they  were  now 
making  towards  education.  The  ten- 
dency was  rather  in  the  direction 
that  the  State  should  bear  still  further 
expenditure  in  regard  to  education. 
He  did  not  know  whether  the  House  fully 
realised  the  burden  which  education 
was  now  placing  upon  the  taxpayers 
of  this  country,  but  at  the  present 
moment,  as  he  had  already  stated,  the 
direct  tendency  was  in  the  direction  of 
attempting  to  place  a  still  bigger  share 
of  the  burden  of  education  upon  the 
Imperial  Exchequer  rather  than  upon  the 
local  authorities.  He  wished  to  remind 
the  House  that  in  consequence  of  the 
generally  expressed  feeling  both  inside 
and  outside  of  the  House  of  Commons 
the   Chancellor   of   the   Exchequer   hal 
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increased  the  grants  to  the  University 
colleges  to  £100,000.  That  was  a  Vote 
which  would  probably  come  up  for 
discussion,  for  there  were  several  hon. 
and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  anxious  to 
have  that  Vote  put  down  for  considera- 
tion, as  they  desired  to  discuss  it  on  broad 
principles. 

He  thought  it  would  perhaps  be  a 
source  of  satisfaction  to  the  House  if 
he  stated  that  he  thought  they  were 
beginning  to  see  signs  of  the  various 
protectorates  demanding  less  assistance 
from  the  Imperial  Exchequer  than  they 
had  in  the  past,  and  he  hoped  that 
the  day  was  not  very  far  distant  when 
they  would  be  self-supporting.  In  the 
statement  he  had  made  he  had  not  taken 
into  account  the  benefits  which  those 
Protectorates  abroad  might  confer  upon 
British  trade  and  commerce  as  a  whole ; 
the  great  interest  which  had  lately  been 
developed  in  Lancashire  with  reference 
to  certain  of  those  protectorates  was  well 
known  and  admitted  by  all,  and  although 
they  had  in  times  past  incurred  very 
heavy  expenditure  in  many  of  these 
directions,  he  thought  they  were  now 
able  to  show  some  justification  for  their 
policy  in  that  respect. 

Referring  to  the  Revenue  Departments, 
he  said  that  the  cost  of  the  Customs  and 
the  Inland  Revenue  had  increased  in  ten 
years  by  £468,000,  but  in  the  meantime 
the  revenue  had  increased  by  more  than 
£36,000,000.  He  thought,  therefore,  he 
was  justified  in  saying  that  the  additional 
cost  was  most  minute.  He  knew  that 
in  many  quarters  of  the  House,  and  also 
outside,  there  had  been  a  strong  feehng 
that  the  conditions  in  the  Departments 
of  Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  were  not 
fair  and  that  they  required  consideration. 
He  knew  how  much  depended  on  the 
smooth  working  of  those  Departments 
in  connection  with  the  collection  of  the 
very  large  amounts  which  passed  through 
their  hands.  Any  representations  made 
to  him  would,  of  course,  receive  at  his 
hand,  as  they  had  always  received  at  the 
hands  of  his  predecessors,  the  most  care- 
ful and  the  most  thorough  investigation. 
He  wished  with  all  respect  to  place  before 
the  House  a  consideration  which  he 
thought  they  were  sometimes  inclined  to 
overlook.  The  country  was  fortunate 
in  these  services  in  possessing  men  who 
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desired  to  do  their  work,  and  who  did  it 
admirably.  At  the  same  time  the 
matter  must  be  regarded  as  one  of 
business,  and  the  remuneration  paid  ta 
the  stafF  must  be  regarded  not  so  much 
in  respect  of  what  was  due  to  the  in- 
dividuals themselves,  but  as  to  what 
ought  properly  to  be  paid  for  the  work 
which  had  to  be  done.  He  should  not  like 
to  state  absolutely,  but  he  could  not  help 
feeling  that  in  certain  of  the  Depart- 
ments the  conditions  which  had  hitherto 
prevailed  had  been  the  means  of  attract- 
mg  to  those  services  individuals  who 
possibly  in  many  respects  were  rather 
too  good  for  the  work  which  they  had  to 
do.  While  they  were  fortunate  in  having 
the  services  of  those  men,  he  thought 
he  could  at  the  same  time  without  fear 
of  contradiction  lay  down  as  a  principle 
that  in  that  House  they  must  have  the 
scale  of  remuneration  on  the  actual  clasa 
of  the  work  that  had  to  be  done.  He 
appealed  to  hon.  Gentlemen  who  had 
interested  and  were  interesting  them- 
selves in  these  matters  that  they  should 
bear  this  consideration  in  view.  No> 
doubt  there  would  be  further  opportun- 
ities during  the  session  for  the  discussion 
of  these  matters  more  in  detail.  He- 
should  Uke  to  take  this  opportunity  of 
thanking  many  hon.  Members  for  their 
courtesy  in  bringing  these  matters  before 
him  without  raising  them  in  a  con- 
troversial way  in  the  House.  He  thought. 
these  matters  were  far  better  settled 
outside  the  House. 

The  only  other  [matter  to  {which  he* 
wished  to  call  attention  was  the  Post 
Office.  In  the  period  of  review  the  Post 
Office  Votes  had  increased  by  £6J87,000, 
while  the  postal  and  telegraph  revenue 
had  increased  by  £6,330,000.  Ther& 
was  thus  still  a  net  shght  additional 
revenue  derived  from  the  Post  Office* 
But  there  again  the  expenditure 
had  been  considerably  increased 
by  concessions  which  had  recently 
been  made  to  Post  Office  employees 
and  which  he  understood  were  still 
likely  to  be  the  subject  of  further  con- 
sideration when  brought  before  the^ 
House.  In  the  course  of  the][pa8t  tea 
years  the  larger  portion  of  the  increase 
of  £21,000,000  in  the  Civil  Service  ex- 
penditure had  been  due  to  the  Postal 
and  Telegraph  Services,  which  had  at 
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the  same  time  been  the  means  of  in- 
creasing the  revenue  of  the  country  by 
a  still  larger  proportion.  That  increased 
expenditure  had  been  incurred  to  carry 
out  the  policy  which  had  been  adopted 
by  the   House. 

There  were  two  considerations  which 
they  ought  to  bear  in  mind  in  judg- 
ing whether  this  expenditure  was 
necessary  or  not.  It  was  very  easy 
to  look  at  totals  and  make  comparisons 
-with  the  figures  of  five,  ten,  or  twenty 
years  ago,  and  then  say  that  the  expendi- 
ture had  gone  up,  but  the  two  questions 
^hich  he  should  ask  were, first:  Is  the 
country  able  and  willing  to  bear  the 
burden  ?  and,  second :  Are  we  getting 
value  for  our  money  ?  On  hardly  any 
occasion  had  the  debates  in  the  House 
tended  to  show  that  the  country  had  been 
unable  to  bear  the  burden,  or  that  the 
people  had  been  unwilUng  to  make  the 
sacrifices  they  had  been  called  upon  to 
make.  He  did  not  suppose  the  present 
House  of  Commons  would  determine, 
but  if  any  future  House  of  Commons 
«hould  determine  that  economy  was  the 
sole  object  of  its  existence,  and  should 
be  content  with  what  might  be  called  the 
barest  necessities  of  government,  it 
would  be  perfectly  possible  and  easy  for 
;any  Cabinet  or  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer to  make  very  serious  reductions 
in  expenditure.  Nothing  was  easier  than 
by  a  stroke  of  the  pen  to  take  off  grants 
of  one  kind  and  another.  He  had  seen 
opportunities  of  making  very  drastic  and 
considerable  reductions  in  the  amounts 
given  to  societies  which  came  under  the 
liead  of  scientific  investigation.  He  was 
bound  to  say  that  at  the  present  moment 
there  was  nothing  filled  the  Treasury 
Avith  greater  alarm  than  the  approach  of 
men  of  science  and  men  of  art.  If  neces- 
sary very  serious  and  far-reaching  reduc- 
tions, almost  with  the  stroke  of  the  pen, 
could  be  made,  but  he  should  be  very 
much  surprised  if  for  a  long  time  to  come 
the  House  of  Commons  were  to  adopt  a 
policy  of  that  nature.  If  the  Grovern- 
ment  attempted  to  do  so  he  was  bound 
to  say  that  he  should  not  be  envious  of 
those  who  were  responsible  for  such  a 
policy.  He  thought  he  could  with  justi- 
fication claim  that  although  the  expendi- 
ture was  heavy — ^he  did  not  deny  that 
-the  expenditure  was  heavy — ^there  was 


nothing  to  prove  that  the  country  was 
not  able  to  bear  the  burden,  or  that  we 
were  not  getting  value  for  our  money. 

Mr.  lough  (Islington,  W.)  con- 
gratulated the  hon.  Gentleman  on  the 
review  he  had  given  of  certain  branches 
of  expenditure  which  might  otherwise 
have  been  overlooked.  Having  had  some 
little  experience  in  meeting  the  heads  of 
the  Customs  during  the  past  few  years 
he  could  heartily  second  the  remarks 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  in  regard  to  the 
excellent  services  rendered  by  them. 
He  did  not  think  the  House  really  ap- 
preciated the  great  efforts  made  at  the 
Custom  House,  and  also  by  the  Inland 
Revenue  Department  to  make  the  duties 
of  these  offices  work  smoothly  with  the 
traders  of  the  country,  who  were  in  a  great 
measure  dependent  on  the  faciUties  they 
gave.  The  testimony  borne  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  the  excellent  manner  in 
which  their  duties  were  discharged  were 
fully  deserved. 

The  hon.  Gentleman  had  told  those 
who  had  been  grumbling  at  the  national 
expenditure  that  so  far  as  the  Civil 
Service  was  concerned  there  had  only  been 
an  increase  in  ten  years  of  £21,500,000. 
Of  that  sum  £9,000,000  might  be  traced 
to  questions  over  which  the  Revenue 
Departments  had  no  control  whatever, 
and  £3,000,000  were  for  the  service  of 
theC  Debt.  The  Debt  had  been  increased 
by  the  Imperial  statesmen  who  had 
adopted  such  a  high-flying  policy  in 
recent  years.  The  £6,000,000  at  the 
Post  Office  was  really  not  an  in- 
crease of  expenditure  at  all.  It  had 
proved  to  be  profitable  outlay.  If  they 
took  oft  these  £9,000,000  they  found 
that  there  had  only  been  an  increase  of 
about  £12,000,000  on  the  Civil  Service 
expenditure.  Of  the  £12,000,000  there 
might  be  traced  to  education  £6,000,000. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  that 
no  one  had  dared  to  object  to  the  ex- 
penditure on  education.  He  supposed 
the  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  take 
notice  of  the  remarks  which  a  humble 
individual  like  himself  made  from  time 
to  time.  He  did  not  think  there  was 
anything  sacred  in  the  expenditure  on 
education.  There  was  no  connection 
between  a  good  and  effective  system 
of  education  and  the  huge  expenditure 


527 


Finance 


{COMMONS} 


BiH, 


528 


which  had  been  made  upon  education  in 
the  extravagant  period  they  were  passing 
through.  The  expenditure  on  educa- 
tion required  to  be  surveyed  as  closely 
as  any  other  branch  of  expenditure. 
There  were  six  Education  Acts  and  it 
was  not  at  all  certain  that  our  system 
of  national  education  was  improved 
according  to  the  increased  expenditure 
upon  it. 

The  hon.  Member  opposite  had   said 
that  the  nation  was  quite  satisfied  with 
the    present   condition    of    affairs,   but 
that  .  if    expenditure    was     to    be    re- 
duced that  might  be  done  by  striking 
of!  some  of  the  grants  to  Universities. 
That  would  not  be  at  all  easy  to  do 
without    causing    great    inconvenience. 
It  was  when  the  grants  were  being  given 
that  care  should  be  exercised,  because 
the  cruelty  arose  from  setting  up  ex- 
penditure in  the  first  instance  which  the 
country  really  did  not  want.     He  quite 
agreed  with  reducing  expenditure  which 
would  cause  as  Uttle  suffering  as  possible. 
That   might    be    accomplished    not   by 
reducing  the  Government  establishments 
but   by  reducing   the  amount  of  work 
done  in  outside  yards.     The  Government 
itself  was  to  a  large  extent  responsible  for 
the  men  whom  it  employed,  and  there 
should  not  be  the  amount  of  fluctuation 
of  employment  that  had  sometimes  been 
the  case  and  which  had  caused  much 
suffering.    The  hon.  Gentleman  had  asked 
whether  the  country  was  satisfied  that  for 
this  expenditure  good  value  was  got  for 
the  money,  and  had  answered  that  the 
coimtry  was  satisfied.     He  had  been  all 
over  the  country  at  elections,  and  found 
the    greatest    dissatisfaction    with    the 
current    extravagant    expenditure ;  and 
he  ventured  to  say  that  no  Government 
ever  made  a   greater  mistake   than  in 
imagining    the    country    was    satisfied. 
The  country  was  thoroughly  dissatisfied, 
and  was  resolved  on  the  reduction  of 
expenditure.     Then,   as  to  the  country 
getting  value  for  its  money,  look  at  the 
Return   just  issued,  which  showed   that 
£248,000  worth  of  stores  were  destroyed 
in  South  Africa,  and  at  all  the  revelations 
made  connected  with  the  war.     Again, 
milhons  had  been  wasted  on  the  fortifica- 
tions of  London.     The  Prime  Minister 
himself  had  admitted  that  the  other  day  ; 
and  his  only  excuse  was  that  men  were 

Mr,  Lough. 


human,  and  hable  to  err.  What  value 
were  we  getting  for  the  stones  in  the 
forts  which  were  rotting  on  the  Surrey 
Hills? 

As     to     the     extraordinary     growth 
of  the  public  debt,  he  joined  with  those 
who    protested    against    the    distinction 
which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  drawn  between  the  various  kinds  of 
debt.    What  was  the  use  of  speaking  of 
dead-weight   debt,    and   unfunded   debt 
and   capital   Uabihty   debt  ?     All   these 
accounts  were  kept  open  to  bamboozle 
the  House  and  puzzle  the  country.     If 
hon.     Members   would  only  look  at  the 
black  figures   in  the  Annual  Return   of 
debt  there  would  be  much  less  confusion. 
He  was  glad  that  there  had   been   no 
attempt  to  introduce  a  Party  bias  into  thia 
debate  so  far,  unless  it  might  have  been 
by  the  hon.  Grentleman  who  had  just  sat 
down,  who  gave  credit  to  the  Liberals 
for  what  they  had  done  to  reduce  the 
national  indebtedness  in  former  times. 
The    Return    showed    that    the     total 
amount  of  the  Unfunded  Debt  when  the 
Liberals  were  in. power  was  £10,000,000,, 
while  -to-day  it  was  £72,000,000.    That 
was  what  had  been  done  by  a  Tor\^ 
Government  in  ten  years.     The  capital 
Uability  debt  was  only  £4,000,000  ten 
years     ago ;     now    it      amounted      to 
£42,000,000.    That    was    a    bad   record 
for  those  responsible  for  the  finances  of 
the    country     in    the    meantime.     For 
the  past  six  years  the  Debt  had  been 
steadily  increasing  with   the   exception 
of  last  year,  when  there  was  a  reduction 
of  £3,000,000 ;  but  that  was  accounted 
for   by   the   money   received   from    the 
Transvaal.    No  attempt  had  been  made 
to  see  that  the  country  paid  its  way. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
made  a  statement  in  which  there  was  an 
adumbration    as    to    what   would  take 
place  next  year.    He  beheved  that  both 
this  year  and  next  the  indebtedness  of 
the  nation  would  continue  to  rise.    That 

was  a  most  serious  condition  of  affairs. 

which  no  Government  had  ever  neglected 

until  the  present ;  and  xmless  the  Grovem* 

ment  grappled  with   the   difficulties  of 

finance   they  ought  to   make   way  for 

another  which  would  do  so.     Of  course 

this  was  a  matter  which  reflected  more 

on  previous  Chancellors  of  the  Exchequer 
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than  the  hon.  Gentleman  now  on  the 
Treasury  Bench. 

He  wished  to  call  attention  to  the  way 

in  which  the  growth  of  the  Debt  had  been 

excused  in  debate  in  recent  years.    He 

held     in     his    hand     the     last    three 

Budget  speeches  made  by  the  respective 

Chancellors  of  the  Exchequer.     The  first 

was  by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Croydon. 

In  dealing  with  the  Debt  the  rignt  hon. 

Gentleman  made  out  a  splendid  case  for 

reduction  of  debt  and  for  economy  of 

expenditure.     He  said  that  the  Sinking 

Fund  would  be  nearly  £7,000,000  more, 

and  went  on  to  show  that  the  Sinking 

Fund  presented    a   larger  proportion  to 

the  whole  debt  of  the  country  than  in 

any  previous  year ;  and   he   calculated 

that  by  March,  1008,  it  would  amount  to 

nearly  £9,000,000  more.     And  the  right 

hon.  Gentleman    wound  up    by  sa3dng 

^hat  if  the  Debt  was  not  added  to,  the 

whole  charge  for  this  gigantic  debt  would 

be  swept  away  in  fifty  years.     Now,  not  a 

penny  of  that   debt  had  been  reduced. 

It  was  larger  now  than  when  the  right 

hon.  Gentleman  spoke.    Then  the  present 

Chancellor   of    the    Exchequer   a    year 

ago  in  his  financial  statement  said  that 

the  Debt  would  be  reduced  in  the  course 

of  the  year  by  £5.600,000,  but  the  Debt 

had  not  been  reduced  at  all,  as  was  shown 

by  the  black  figures  in  the  Return  issued 

the  day  before.     This  year  the  Chancellor 

of  the  Exchequer  said  that  there  bad  been 

a  total  reduction  of  the  dead-weight  debt 

in  the    course  of  twelve  months  to  the 

amount    of    £7,500,000.    There    would, 

however,  not  be  a  penny  of  reduction, 

but  £2,000,000  would  be  added.    All  this 

language  about  reduction  of  debt  ought 

to  be  excluded  from  Budget  speeches  if 

there  was  to  be  no  reduction  at  all. 

He  wanted  to  explain  to  the  House  how 
the  nation  was  puzzled,  if  not  disgusted. 
At  the  beginning  of  the  session  speeches 
were  made  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, but  they  had  great  difiiculty  in 
finding  out  what  the  borrowings  would 
amount  to  on  the  capital  account.  All 
th<»y  now  knew  was  that  there  would 
be  no  real  reduction  of  debt  this  year. 
The  matter  was  becoming  very  serious 
and  he  thought  it  was  time  some 
step  was  taken.  What  was  the  reason 
that  better  control  could  not  be  obtained 
by  the  House  over  the  finances  of  the 


nation  ?     He  thought  that  in  the  first 
place  the  responsibility  rested  with  the 
Treasury  and   mainly  with    the   Chan- 
cellor  of   the   Exchequer  himself.     He- 
must  say,  however,  that  the  position  of  the- 
Treasury  among  the  Departments  of  the 
State  was  not  what  it  used  to  be  a  few 
years  ago.    He  would  venture  to  remind 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  *  that 
he  was  not  a  mere  cashier  to  find   the- 
money   for  his  colleagues'   extravagant 
projects.     It  was   not  his  duty   to  go 
round  the  Departments,  cap  in  hand,  as  it 
were,  and  say,  "  What  do  you  want  ? "  It 
was  his  business  to  keep  down  the  ex- 
penditure  of  the  country.    The  Treasury 
had  been  in  years  gone  by  the   most 
autocratic   controller  of    every  Depart- 
ment, and  it  had  been  given  this  control 
in  order  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer might  exercise  it.     He  should 
not  invite  claims,  but  should  inform  the 
Departments  that  there  was  the  necessity 
for   rigid   economy,  and  enforce   it   by 
preparing  the  Estimates  in  a  way  which 
the  nation  could  afford.    In  the  past  they 
had  had  Chancellors  of  the  Exchequer 
who  recognised  that  that  was  the  reason 
for    the    peculiar   constitution   of    the 
Treasury.     That  was   why  it  could   go 
into  all  the  other  Departments,  do  what 
it   liked,  and    exercise    a   firm   control. 
Therefore  he  thought  the  Treasury  ought 
to  make  itself  the  mouthpiece  of   the 
sentiment  of  economy  so  as  to  check 
extravagant  Votes.    He  was  willing  to* 
admit   that    the  country  had   had   an 
extravagant  fit ;   at  the  time  of  the  war 
he  had  protested  against  the  expenditure, 
but  at  that  time  those  wlio  did  so  were* 
in    a    minority.     Now,    however,    they 
were  in  a  majority  and  everybody  thought 
with  thefti.     Every  impilovement  in  th& 
price  of  the  Funds  seemed  now  to  pass 
away  rapidly.     At  the  time  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  introduced  his  Budget  thingi- 
looked  better  in  the  City  and  Consols 
went  up  two  or  three  points.     He  dil 
not  know  whether  it  was  the  consequence 
of  the   Chancellor   of   the   Exchequer's 
loan,  but  now  things  had  got  gloomy 
again.        Consols     were     down,     high- 
class   securities   had  declined  in  value, 
and  a  spirit  of  fear  and  caution  prevailed, 
the  same  as  they  had  had  to  deal  with  in 
former  times.    The  reason  was  that  the 
nation   was  not  satisfied  that  we   were 

meeting  our  obligations. 
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The   question   was,  How  were  we  to 
get  back  into  a  better  state  of  affairs  ? 
^There  was    only  one  answer    that    he 
'Could  give  to  that  question,  and  that 
was  that  expenditure  must  be  reduced 
to   a    degree    of    which    he    recognised 
no  sign  on  the  part  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  or  the  other  members 
^f  thcf  Grovemment  up  to  the  present  time. 
He  was  glad  that  there  had  been  some 
reduction  in  the  Navy,  but  it  was  not, 
in  his  opinion,  sufficient.    He  thought 
the  naval  expenditure  should  be  reduced 
^own   to   £25,000,000,    and   that   there 
should  be  a  corresponding  reduction  in  the 
Army  Estimates.    There  was  one  aspect 
in  Army  expenditure  which  the  Chan- 
<cellor  of  the  Exchequer  might  deal  with. 
That  was   the  huge   expenditure   upon 
our  Colonies  and  upon  foreign  countries. 
In     Egypt     quite     unnecessarily    large 
amounts  were  paid.    It  was  true  that 
Egypt  paid  us  £100,000  for  military  ser- 
vices. Why,  then,  should  not  the  expendi- 
ture   be    restricted    to    that    amount  ? 
The  military  cost  in  regard  to  Malta 
was  £800,000,  and  he  did  not  see  why 
that  should  not  be  reduced  to  £250,000. 
The   garrisons   abroad   in   other   places 
might,    he   considered,    be   reduced   by 
half  the  amount  which  they  at  present 
cost?     There  were  £6,000,000  spent  in 
this  way,  and  in  his  judgment  the  sum 
could     be     reduced    to    £2,500,000     or 
£3,000,000.    He  also  thought  they  ought 
to  listen  to  the  appeals  which  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury  had  made  to  them, 
and  that  they  ought  to  endeavour,  with- 
•out    causing  any   suffering    to    anyone, 
to  assist  the '  reduction  of  the  national 
expenditure  by   declining  to  force  new 
enterprises  upon  the  Grovemment.    The 
moral  of  this  story  lay  in  the  fact  that 
the  Debt  was  not  being  reduced.    How 
could  the  Government  say  that  the  nation 
was  going  on  well  if  it  was  not  pajring 
its  debts  ?    He  observed  that  the  Prime 
Minister,  when  he  spoke  about  national 
defence,  never  spoke  about  our  greatest 
national  defence,  that  was  the  feeling  of 
the  capacity  we  had  for,  and  our  ability 
to  incur,  large  expenditure  if  necessary. 
The   Grovemment  by   their   policy   had 
^driven  this  country  out  of  the  position 
that  it  had  occupied  in  those  respects, 
.and  he  trusted  that  if  the  Administration 
uneant  to  remain  in  office  much  longer  it  | 
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would  try  to  pick  up  some  of  the  good 
traditions  of  its  predecessors. 

Sir  JOHN  GORST  (Cambridge  Uni- 
versity) said  he  confessed  that  as  he 
listened  to  the  most  interesting  speech 
of  the  Prime  Minister  he  was  quite  unable 
to  reconcile  his  statement  with  the 
demands  which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer had  made  upon  the  taxpayer, 
and  ever  since  in  thinking  of  this  subject 
he  had  been  continually  saying  to  him- 
self :  What  is  the  necessity  for  the 
British  taxpayer  to  bear  the  great  burden 
which  is  put  upon  his  back.  He  wanted 
to  address  the  House  upon  that  speech 
of  the  Prime  Minister  in  the  hope  of 
getting  from  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer some  explanation  of  the  apparent 
discrepancy  between  the  statement  of 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  and  the 
clauses  of  the  Finance  Bill.  The  state- 
ment made  by  the  Prime  Minister  was  not 
a  mere  speech  upon  a  large  national 
position.  It  was  a  statement  arrived 
at  after  taking  the  advice  of  the  greatest 
and  best  naval  and  military  experts  which 
the  country  possessed,  and  it  represented 
the  deliberate  policy  of  the  British  Gov- 
ernment upon  the  subject  of  national 
defence,  a  policy  known  to  and  adopted  by 
every  member  of  the  present  Cabinet, 
and  announced  to  the  nation  and  to  the 
world  at  large  as  the  fixed  determination 
of  the  British  Government.  One  of  the 
most  striking  parts  of  that  declara- 
tion dealt  with  the  impossibility  of  the 
invasion  of  this  country.  That  subject 
was  not  new  to  the  House  of  Commons 
because  it  had  been  dwelt  upon  by  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  in  proposing 
the  Army  Estimates,  but  it  was  stated, 
of  course,  by  the  Prime  Minister  with 
much  greater  authority  and  much  greater 
weight.  And  he  supposed  that  they 
might  take  it  as  the  deliberate  opinion 
of  the  British  Government,  with  access 
to  all  the  expert  advice  and  all  the 
knowledge  which  was  possessed  by  the 
Members  of  the  House  or  by  the  nation 
at  large,  that  they  might  be  satisfied  that 
the  country  could  not  be  invaded.  The 
view  which  was  put  before  the  country  by 
the  Government  twenty  years  ago  in  the 
Army  Estimates  was  that  it  was  supposed 
to  be  necessary  to  make  provision  for 
some  possibility  at  least  of  the  invasion  of 

this  country,  and  therefore  the  discovery 
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and  the  determination  that  such  an  in- 
vasion was  impossible  ought  to  lead  to  a 
reduction  of  Army  expenditure  from 
that  expenditure  which  they  all  thought 
and  which  the  Government  told  them  was 
essential  twenty  years  ago. 

The  second  remarkable  statement  made 
by  the  Prime  Minister  was  one  made  in 
direct  contradiction  to  what  had  previously 
been  stated  to  Parliament  by  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  when  that  right  hon. 
Grentleman  was  defending  the  increase  of 
Army  expenditure  notwithstanding  the 
opinion  which  he  and  the  (Jovernment  had 
formed  as  to  the  impossibility  of  invasion. 
The  Secretary  of  State  for  War  based 
his  statement  upon  the  necessity  of  being 
ready  immediately  to  defend  the  frontiers 
of  India  against  possible  incursions  by 
some  other  Power.   He  mentioned  Russia, 
which^  of  course,  was  the  only  Power  which 
could  attack  us  in  that  part  of  the  world. 
He  had  listened  to  the  statement  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  with  very  great 
astonishment  because  twenty  years  ago 
he  had  the  honour  of  holding  the  office 
of  Under-Secretary  for  India,  and  he  was 
quite  familiar  with  the  military  opinion 
on  the  defence  of  the  frontiers  of  India 
which  then  prevailed.    He  did  not  like 
to  intervene  in  the  debate  because  he 
thought  he  might  make  a  fool  of  himself, 
and  that  matters  might  have  been  dis- 
covered in  recent  years  which  changed 
the  situation,  or  that  military  opinion 
had  altered,  and  that  if  he  were  to  attack 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  on  the 
subject  he  ran  the  risk  of  placing  himself 
in  the  position  of  an  ignorant  Member  of 
Parliament  who  was  not  qualified  to  speak 
on  the  subject.     But  what  was  his  amaze- 
ment when  the  Prime  Minister  not  only 
contradicted  the  statement  of  the  Minister 
for  War,  but  actually  announced  as  the 
fixed,  the  stable  policy  of  the   British 
Government  the  opinion  held  by  military 
authorities   twenty   years  ago,   namely, 
that  it  was  impossible  for  Russia  or  any 
other  Power  to  make  an  attack  upon  the 
Indian  frontier  until  they  had  constructed 
railways  through  Afghanistan.     Between 
the  two  Empires  there  was  the  wild  and 
inhospitable  country  of  Afghanistan,  and 
no  force  could  cross  to  attack  the  Indian 
frontier  unless  railways  were  first  made 
in  that  country.    The  Ameer  in  former 
days  was  very  reluctant  to  allow  railways 
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to  be  made.  At  one  time  there  was  a 
proposal  to  construct  a  railway  to  Kanda- 
har, but  it  was  abandoned  because  Abdur- 
rahman, a  very  wise  ruler,  objected 
to  it.  On  the  other  hand  there  was  no 
reason  to  suppose  that  Afghanistan 
would  be  more  complaisant  to  Russia. 
Russia  could  not  make  the  railway  to 
Herat  without  incurring  the  deadly 
hostility  of  Afghanistan.  The  moral 
which  the  Prime  Minister  drew  was  that 
there  was  no  hurry  at  the  present  moment 
about  the  advance  on  the  Indian  frontier, 
and  that  there  was  no  need  this  year  to 
get  up  a  great  force  in  order  to  reinforce 
the  troops  on  the  frontier  of  India. 

Mr  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN  :  Does 
the  right  hon.  Grentleman  remember  the 
Prime  Minister's  statement  as  to  the 
reinforcements  which  would  be  required 
in  the  first  year  of  a  war  ? 

Sir    JOHN    GORST    said    he    quite 
remembered  the  Prime  Minister's  words, 
but  he  did  not  think  that  Russia  for  many 
years  to  come  would  think  of  making  an 
attack  upon  India.     They  did  not  Imow 
how  long  the  present  war  might  go  on. 
but  no  attack  on  the  part  of  Russia,  to 
whom  he  did  not  impute  any  intention 
to  make  one,  could  be  made  until  the  pre- 
sent struggle  was  over  and  until  Russia 
had    somewhat    recovered    its    finances 
and  its  strength  after  the  terrible  con- 
flict in  which  she  was  at  present  engaged. 
Under  those  circumstances  there  was  no 
hurry  to  make  preparations  for  a  struesle 
on  the  North- West  Frontier  of  India,  and 
he  asked  whether,  if  that  was  so,  there 
really     was     any    necessity    for     this 
increased    military    expenditure  ?    Just 
contrast  the  condition  of  things  twenty 
years  ago  and  the    condition  of  things 
now.    Twenty    years    ago    we    thought 
that  we  were  liable  to  invasion  and  had 
to  make  some  provision  against  it.    We 
also  held  the  same  views  upon  the  pro- 
tection   of    the     Indian    frontier    that 
occurred  in  the   Prime  Minister's  state- 
ment.   Now,    therefore,  when    we  were 
in  consequence  of  those  views  relieved 
from  the  necessity  of  keeping  an  Army 
at  home  in  order  to  protect  our  country, 
our  military  expenditure  was  enormously 
greater  than  it  was  twenty  years  ago.  We 
had  the  largest  military  expenditure  of 
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any  nation  in  the  world,  except  Russia.  If 
any  steps  were  to  be  taken  against  our 
great  dependency  of  India  they  could  not 
be  initiated  until  preliminary  works  had 
been  completed  which  it  would  take  years 
to  construct.  In  view  of  these  facts  what 
he  wanted  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer to  tell  them  was  on  what  ground, 
after  the  Defence  Committee  had  come 
to  the  conclusions  which  were  announced 
last  week,  the  expenditure  on  the  Army 
had  been  increased.  He  quite  agreed 
that  it  was  necessary  for  us  to  keep 
a  great  and  powerful  fleet,  but  if  it  was 
possible  to  diminish  the  expenditure 
on  that  Fleet  during  the  current  year 
by  a  sum  of  not  less  than  £3,500,000, 
when  they  turned  to  the  Army  he  should 
have  thought  that  there  would  have  been 
a  still  greater  reduction  there  because 
there  economy  would  appear  to  be  more 
easy  than  in  the  Navy.  But  they  found 
that  so  far  from  there  being  a  decrease 
there  was  actually  an  increase  in  Army 
expenditure,  and  as  a  humble  rate- 
payer he  could  not  conceive  why  after 
the  statement  made  by  the  Government, 
after  consultation  with  the  Imperial 
Committee  of  Defence,  there  should  be 
an  increase  on  the  Army,  which  was 
defended  by  the  War  Minister  on  grounds 
which  were  diametrically  opposed  to 
the  statement  of  the  Prime  Minister. 

Sir  ROBERT  REID  (Dumfries  Burghs) 
said  he  was  glad  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had,  as  a  conspicuous  Member 
on  the  Ministerial  side  of  the  House,  to- 
gether with  the  hon.  Member  for  King's 
Lynn,  drawn  attention  to  the  necessity  for 
a  great  reduction  of  expenditure,  especi- 
ally as  regarded  the  Army.  This 
debate,  as  he  had  said  on  other  occasions 
during  the  last  year  or  two,  was  rather 
conspicuous  for  the  absence  of  financial 
experts.  Of  course  Sir  William  Har- 
coiirt  was  no  longer  with  them,  but  they 
had  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Croydon, 
who  had  just  left  the  House,  and  his 
predecessor  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bristol,  who  year  in  and 
year  out  constantly  complained  of  the 
growing  weight  of  expenditure.  The 
latter  right  hon.  Gentleman  had,  how- 
ever, never  insisted  upon  his  wishes 
beingjcarried  into  effect  but  he  was  very 
sorry  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not 
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contributed   to   this   debate,    any  more 
than  the  other  experts  had,   any  sug- 
gestion of  how  the  enormous  burdens  of 
of  this  country  might  be  diminished.     As 
to  the  speech  of  the  Secretary  for  the 
Treasury,    although    it    was    perfectly 
true  that  he  suggested  one  or  two  com- 
paratively small  economies,  and  although 
he  urged  with  great  propriety  how  wrong 
it  was  for  Members  of  Parliament  to  put 
pressure  on  behalf  of  their  constitutents 
against  any  reduction  of  public  works 
or  expenditure,  yet  he  did  not  suggest 
any   way   by    which    that    expenditure 
might  be    diminished  and  he  did  not 
express    any    wish    that    it   should    be 
diminished.        The       hon.      Gentleman 
said      that      the     country     was     per- 
fectly able   to  bear  the   weight  of  the 
expenditure  and  perfectly  willing  to  do 
so,  and  if  they  were  to  look  upon  the 
hon.  Gentleman  as  an  exponent  of  the 
policy  of  th.e  Grovernment  it  was  manifest 
that  there  was  no  desire  on  their  part 
to  reduce  this  burden,  and  that  there  was 
no  necessity  either  for  themselves  or  any 
other    Government    to  undertake   that 
task.     If  that  was  their  opinion  all  he 
could  say  was  that  they  were  living  in 
a   fooFs  paradise ;    he    believed     that 
there  was  a  very  strong  feeling  amongst 
people  of  all  shades  of  political  opinion 
that  it  was  impossible  with  safety  to  go  on 
at  the  present  rate  of  expenditure,  and 
that  some  method  of  reduction   would 
have  to  be  foimd  or  else  the  country  would 
get  into  serious  difficulty.    If  the  experts 
did  not  assist  them  he  supposed  that  men 
of  business  and  common-sense  might  be 
allowed  to  offer  a  few  remarks  as  to 
the   way   in   which   expenditure   might 
be  reduced. 

The  hon.  Member  for  King's  Lynn  had 
pointed  out,  and  his  observations  had  been 
endorsed  more  than  once  by  the  findings  of 
the  Committee,  that  a  good  deal  might  be 
done  by  a  more  adequate  control  by  the 
House  of  Commons  over  the  expenditure 
of  the  country.  It  was  impossible  to 
pretend  that  they  had  any  control  now ; 

they  had  accounts  put  before  them  in  a 
form  wnich  no  business  firm  would 
tolerate  for  a  moment.  When  discus- 
sions arose  with  reference  to  finance  he 
distrusted  the  use  of  expressions  such 
as   "dead-weight    debt,"    which    reaDy 
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concealed   the     facts    of  the   case,    al- 1 
ithough  he  did  not  accuse  the  Chancellor 
•of  the  Exchequer  of  wishing  to  do  so. 
Whatever  their  meaning  they  only  had 
the  effect  of  concealing  from  the  House 
and   the  public   the  real  extent  of  the 
l>urden8  of  the  country.     As  a  matter 
of  fact  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
in  his  Budget  speech  had  never  explained 
that  last  year  the  total  liabilities  of  the 
•country    had    been    increased    instead 
of  diminished,  notwithstanding  the  fact 
that  so  many  millions  a  year  out  of  the 
Sinking  Fund  was  paid  for  the  service 
of    the    National    Debt.    There    ought 
to  be  clearer  accounts,  and  he  thought 
there  ought  also  to  be  an  examination 
in  Committee  of  the  particulars  of  the 
Estimates  as  was  recommended  by  the 
hon.   Member  for  King's   Lynn.    Such 
:a  Committee,  however,  should  not  merely 
:sit  and  take  one  class  of  Estimate  each 
year,  but  there  should  be  a  constant 
■and  regular  service  t)f  Members  all  through 
the  year  for  the  purpose  of  examining 
the   Estimates    and    of   calling  persons 
before  them  to  explain  them.     He  be- 
lieved that  a  great  deal  might  be  done  in 
that  way.     But  the  House  should  never 
lose  sight  of  the  fact  that,  after  all,  policy 
l^overned  expenditure,   and  unless  there 
was  a  change  of  policy  there  would  never 
he  any    substantial  diminution   of   ex- 
penditure. 

There  were  three  great  heads  of  expendi- 
ture.   According  to  the  Annual  Return 
•of    Revenue    and    Expenditure    issued 
in  July  last,  during  the  ten  years  pre- 
•ceding  that  Return,  Civil  Service  Esti- 
mates increased  by  about  45  per  cent., 
a  great  part  of  which  was  for  education. 
He  was  not  at  all  satisfied  that  con- 
siderable reductions  might  not  be  made 
in  the  Civil  Service  Estimates,  to  which 
alone   the    Secretary    to    the    Treasury 
referred  that  afternoon.    Then  came  the 
-service  of  the  National  Debt,  which  had 
-increased  from  £25,000,000  to  £28,750,000, 
an  increase  of  15  per  cent,  due  to  the  enor- 
mous   increase  in    the    National  Debt 
itself.    The  third  head  was  naval  and 
military  expenditure,  which  had  sone  up 
from    £36,000,000    to    £71,030,000,    an 
increase    of   more    than   100  per  cent. 
That  £71,000,000  did  not  at  all  represent 
the  present  naval  and  military  expendi- 
ture, as  was  shown  in  the   admirable 


pamphlet  of  the  hon.  Member  for  King's 
Lynn,  but  he  was  content  to  take  the 
figure   given    in    the  Treasury  Return, 
from  which  it  appeared  that  there   had 
been  an  increase  of  over  100  per  cent,  in 
ten  years.     That  was  the  causa  of  the  ex- 
penditure, and  until  they  were  prepared  to 
cut  down  those  Estimates  courdgeously 
and   thoroughly  there  would    never  be 
any  great  improvement  in  the  finances 
of  the  country.    In  1895  the  home  Army 
consisted   of    116,000    men;    this    year 
156,000  had  been  voted.    The  force  in 
India  remained  substantially  the  same, 
but  the  colonial  forces  had  increased  from 
37,000  to  61,000.     As    the   right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Cambridge 
University  had  pointedout  with  unanswer- 
able  force,  this  increase   in  expenditure 
was  wholly  inconsistent  with  the  Prime 
Minister's     recent    speech    on    Imparial 
Defence.    FersonalJy,  he  was  not    sure 
that  the  Prime  Minister  did  not  take  too 
sanguine  a  view  as  to  the  actual  number 
of  men  necessary  to  resist  invasion,  but  if 
his  estimate  was  anything  like  accurate 
it  was  obvious  that  we  were  maintaining 
a  large  force  at  home  not  for  oar  own 
protection,  but  exclusively  for  parts  of  the 
Empire    which,  with    the    exception    of 
India,  provided  very  little  for  themselves. 

So,  too,  in  regard  to  the  Navy.  The 
Navy  was  required  in  its  present  strength 
not  for  our  own  defence,  but  mainly  for 
the  defence  of  outlying  parts  of  the 
British  dominions,  and  also  for  the  de- 
fence of  the  commerce  conmion  to  us  and 
to  them,  and  of  which  one-fourth  had  no 
direct  relation  with  the  United  Kingdom 
at  all,  but  was  simply  either  inter- 
colonial or  between  the  Colonies  and 
foreign  countries.  And  yet,  although  this 
was  the  case,  the  whole  of  the  burden 
was  being  placed  upon  the  shoulders  of 
the  British  taxpayer.  He  desired  to  see 
that  burden  removed,  first,  in  the  mteresi 
and  for  the  protection  of  our  own  people, 
and,  secondly,  because  he  was  satisfied, 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  West  Birmingham  stated  at  the 
Colonial  Conference,  that  the  people  of 
this  country  would  not  be  content  in- 
definitely to  continue  to  bear  the  whole 
of  that  burden.  It  would  disgust  them 
with  the  great  inheritance  into  which 
they  had  come,  and  the  more  they  wero 
caused  to  sufier  real  privation  and  sacri- 
fice in  the  matter  of  health  and  in  other 
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respects,  the  zeal  for  Imperial  greatness 
would  wane  instead  of  wax.    He  sub- 
mitted that  the  policy  of  the  country 
ought  to  be  altered,  and  that  the  self- 
governing  Colonies  and  other  dependencies 
should  do  more  than  at  present  to  pro- 
vide for  their  own  protection.      There 
were    places    such   as   Malta,  Gibraltar, 
Hong-Kong,  and  Egypt  from  which  the 
garrison  could  not  be  whoUy  withdrawn, 
but  he  felt  that  it  was  incumbent  upon 
the  Government  to  reduce  the  number  of 
British  garrisons  maintained  in  Colonies 
and  dependencies  of  the  Crown  to  the 
scale  which  obtained  ten  years  ago.     It 
was  more  difficult  to  suggest  reductions 
in  the  Navy  than  in  the  Army.    A  re- 
duction,  however,   had    been  this  year 
undertaken,  and  he  thought   that  that 
policy     ought      to     be      still     further 
continued.    He  held  it  to  be  the  dutv 
of   the   Government   to   place   itself   in 
communication  with  other  Powers  with 
a  view  to  securing  some  contemporaneous 
reduction  or  cessation  in  new  building 
by    common   consent.    There   was    one 
argument  which    might   be    used    very 
efEectively.      The     United     States    of 
America    had    always    advocated    that 
private  property  at  sea  should  be  exempt 
from  capture,  and  if  that  proposal  were 
agreed  to  one  of  the  greatest  inducements 
to    foreign    nations    to    maintain    large 
navies      would      disappear.      To     this 
country,  owing  to  its  position,  a  large 
Navy  was  indispensable,  but  for  them 
the  necessity  was  not  so  great  except  for 
the   purpose   of   protecting   their   com- 
merce.   It  would   not  be  in  order   to 
discuss  that  matter  more  fully,  but  the 
United    States    had    always    advocated 
that  policy,   and  at  different  times  it 
had    received    the    support    of    Russia, 
Austria,  Prussia,  Italy,  and  practically 
every  considerable  Power  in  the  world 
except  France  and  Great  Britain.     The 
suggestion  was  now  being  urged  with  great 
force  by  President   Roosevelt.     In   any 
case  the  proposal  deserved  full  considera- 
tion, and  might  lead  to  a  large  simultane- 
ous reduction  of  armaments  among  the 
nations  of    Europe.    It    was    the  duty 
of   the   House   constantly   to   urge   the 
necessity  for  reductions  in  expenditure, 
and    he    was    confident    that    although 
proposals  now  put  forward  might  not 
meet  with  general  acceptance,  yet  in  any 
new    Parliament,    no    matter    what   its 
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political  complexion  might  be,  notiiing^ 
would  be  more  strongly  insisted  upon, 
than  a  reduction  of  the  burdens  borne  by 
the  people  of  this  country. 

♦Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON  (Middle- 
sex,  Ealing)  said  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member    opposite    had    suggested    that 
Members  of  experience  should  contribut'^ 
their  vieMrs  as  to  the  best  method  for 
checking    the    ever-increasing    national 
expenditure,    which    everybody    in    thfr 
House  regarded  with  apprehension.     In 
response    to   that   invitation   he   would 
venture  to  make  a  suggestion    to    the 
Chancellor    of    the    Exchequer.    After 
long  experience  of  the  modem  system 
of  finance  in  India,  and  of  the  working 
of  our  own  financial  system  as  a  member 
of  the  Cabinet,  he   unhesitatingly  said 
that  the  machinery  which  the  Secretary 
of  State  and  the  Viceroy  of  India  had  at 
their  command  was  far  more  effectual 
in  supervising  and  checking  expenditure 
than  the  machinery  at  the  disposal  of  the- 
financial    authorities    in    this    country. 
He  remembered  the  time  when  the  most, 
gloomy  anticipations   were  indulged  in 
as  to  the  future  of  Indian  finance ;  re- 
ference  was   made    to    the    absence   of 
representative  people  from  the  Govern- 
ment of  India,  and  to  the  fact  that  military 
men  were  strongly  represented,  and  it 
was    confidently    prophesied    that    ex- 
penditure would  rapidly  increase  beyond 
the  capacity  of  the  Indian  Exchequer 
to  bear  it.     It  was  a  curious  thing  that 
during  the  past  ten  years  India,  not- 
withstanding   all    its    difficulties,     had 
been    able   continuously    to    reduce    its 
taxation,    while    in    this    country,    the- 
home     of     representative     institutions,, 
taxation    had    been     continuously     in- 
creased.     In  India    the    Secretary    of 
State   and   the   Viceroy    had   two   very 
efficient  instruments  for  supervising  and 
checking  expenditure.     The  first  was  the 
Finance   Council,  which  was   alwajrs   in 
session,  and  had  to  do  with  all  parts  of 
expenditure,  and  was  therefore  able  to 
give  an  opinion  upon  any  fresh  proposals 
for    expenditure ;    the  second  was   the 
fact  that  in  the  Grovemment  of  India 
itself  practically  all  the  members   were 
throughly  acquainted   with   their  work, 
and    the     Viceroy    had     at     his    dis- 
posal a   Committee  which   was  always 
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for  fresh  expenditure  and  to  knock  ofE 
any  existing  expenditure  whicli  might 
be  unnecessary/  There  was  no  machinery 
•of  that  kind  in  this  country. 

The  hon.  and  learned  Member  opposite 
had  said  that  policy  regulated  expenditure. 
But  the  curious  feature  of  the  Estimates 
of  this  year  was  that  in  the  admirable 
expositions  of  naval  and  military 
policy  which  had  been  given  by 
the  Prime  Minister  the  views  put 
forward,  which  were  excellent  in  them- 
selves, were  not  new.  The  views  with 
regard  to  the  possibility  of  invasion  were 
those  which  had  been  held  by  the  Ad- 
miralty for  several  years,  while  the  views 
-as  to  the  possible  invasion  of  India  were 
those  which  for  many  years  past  the 
"Government  of  India  had  held.  There- 
fore, the  real  importance  of  his  right 
hon.  friend's  speech  was  that  it  clearly 
laid  down  that  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Oovermnent  the  antagonistic  views  of 
the  War  Office,  the  Admiralty,  and  the 
India  Office  had  come  up  for  considera- 
tion, and  that  a  decision  had  been  given 
by  the  Government  in  favour  of  the 
views  oi  the  Admiralty  and  the  India 
Office.  If  it  were  so  he  agreed  that  it 
was  the  duty  of  the  Government — ^he  did 
not  say  at  once — to  regulate  their  Esti- 
mates according  to  that  policy.  It 
might  fairly  be  said  that  the  Army 
Estimates  of  the  present  year  were  not  in 
accordance  with  the  policy  laid  down 
by  the  Prime  Minister. 

What  were  the  checks  on  expendi- 
ture ?  The  first  was  the  House  of 
<l)ommons,  the  second  the  Cabinet, 
and  the  third  the  Treasury.  Every- 
body must  admit  that  the  House 
of  Commons  could  not  effectively  control 
expenditure.  He  believed  there  was  not 
an  occasion  on  which  the  House  had  in- 
vestigated questions  afiecting  expendi- 
ture when  their  recommendations  had 
not  tended  rather  to  increase  than  de- 
crease expenditure.  It  was  also  the 
fact  that  the  more  time  given  to  the 
-discussion  of  Supply  the  more  proposals 
emanated  from  both  sides  for  further 
expenditure.  He  thought,  therefore,  the 
House  of  Commons  could  not  be  looked 
upon  as  being  likely  to  afford  effective 
machinery  for  checking  expenditure  in 
iuture.    As  to  the  Cabinet,  it  had  largely 


increased  in  numbers  and  the  individual 
work  of  its  members  had  enormously  in- 
creased. This  had  been  recognised  by 
the  Prime  Minister  in  the  constitution  of 
the  Committee  of  Defence,  which  had 
practically  taken  away  from  the  Cabinet 
the  whole  control  of  naval  and  military 
questions.  Therefore,  in  future,  there 
would  be  this  compact  body  of  members 
of  the  Cabinet  and  of  persons  interested 
in  pressing  on  naval  and  military  ex- 
penditure to  be  dealt  with.  With  regard 
to  the  Treasury,  he  did  not  think  the  old 
methods  by  which  they  checked  ex- 
penditure were  for  the  public  benefit. 
For  so  many  years  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment had  been  either  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  or  Prime  Minister  that  the 
Treasury  came  to  regard  themselves, 
not  as  a  Department  of  the  Gk)vernment 
but  as  the  Government  itself,  and  they 
addressed  other  Departments  in  that 
tone.  They  exercised  their  authority 
well  but  not  wisely.  Twenty  years 
aso  we  were  in  a  deplorable  condition, 
when  a  large  number  of  forts  were 
built  and  there  were  no  guns  to  put  in 
them,  when  we  had  ships  that  had  guns 
but  no  ammunition,  mainly  due  to  the 
Treasury  being  all  -  powerful.  Since 
then  the  Treasury  had  been  deposed 
from  this  position.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  of  course,  still  had  a  cer- 
tain power  of  checking  expenditure, 
but  if  he  objected  to  a  certain  item,  and 
was  overruled,  it  was  hardly  reasonable  to 
expect  him  to  resign  on  some  small  detail 
if  he  was  interested  in  the  other  portions 
of  the  policy  of  the  Government.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  ought  to 
have  behind  him,  inside  the  Cabinet, 
someone  who  would  look  impartially  at 
the  question  from  Si  financial  point  of 
view,  and  use  his  influence  against  the 
pressure  brought  to  bear  for  the  increase 
of  Army  and  Navy  expenditure. 

What  he  suggested  was  that  the  possi- 
bility should  be  considered  of  forming  out 
of  the  Cabinet  something  like  a  permanent 
Finance  Conmiittee  with  a  permanent 
secretary  on  the  same  lines  as  the 
Defence  Committee.  Let  the  House 
consider  what  an  advantage  that 
would  be.  Supposing  there  were  a 
change  of  Government.  Right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  had  been  out  of  office  for 
practically  twenty  years.    How  could  they 
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possibly  control  expenditure  when  they  ^ 
had  really  had  no  previous  experience  ? 
But  if  there  were  a  Committee  of  Finance 
such  as  he  had  described,  with  a  per- 
manent secretary,  they  would  have  all 
the  information  relative  to  past  ex- 
penditure at  hand,  and  he  believed 
that  future  Chancellors  of  the  Exchequer 
would  find  in  such  a  Committee  an 
effective  instrument  for  supervising  and 
overhauling  expenditure.  What  really 
was  wanted  was  not  so  much  to  stop 
new  expenditure  as  to  cut  off  old  ex- 
penditure which  fresh  expenditure  had 
rendered  really  unnecessary.  He  had 
read  with  much  interest  the  Budget 
speech  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer ;  his  right  hon.  friend's  Budget 
appeared  to  give  general  satisfaction ; 
he  evidently  earnestly  hoped  for  econ- 
omies, and,  whilst  wishing  to  maintain 
the  efficiency  of  the  fighting  services, 
he  was  evidently  desirous  that  fresh 
burdens  should  not  be  added  to  the 
existing  taxation.  He  sympathised  with 
his  right  hon.  friend  in  those  aspirations, 
and  he  had  ventured  to  put  forward 
these  suggestions  knowing  that  such 
a  Committee  had  been  of  immense 
benefit  to  the  Indian  Government,  and 
in  the  belief  that  the  establishment 
of  some  such  similar  institution  associa- 
ted with  the  Cabinet  might  yield  equal 
advantages  to  our  own  system  of  finance. 

Mr.  McKENNA  (Monmouthshire,  N.) 
said  the  noble  Lord  opposite  and  the  Mem- 
ber for  Cambridge  University  had  made  it 
abundantly  clear  that  the  speech  of 
the  Prime  Minister  was  inconsistent 
with  the  proposals  contained  in  the 
Army  Estimates  for  the  year,  and  he 
could  only  hope  that  those  right  hon. 
Grentlemen  would  repeat  their  speeches 
when  the  salary  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  came  up  for  consideration. 
As  to  the  desirability  of  establishing  a 
Finance  Committee,  that  was  probably 
a  point  upon  which  only  an  ex-Cabinet 
Minister  could  speak  with  advantage, 
but  it  certainly  seemed  most  desirable 
that  if  the  Cabinet  was  to  be  oppressed 
by  the  Defence  Committee  there  should 
be  support  given  to  it  by  the  co- 
existence of  a  Finance  Committee.  He 
thought  that  some  of  the  criticisms  of 
Treasury  terminology  were  a  little  un- 
reasonable.    The     National     Debt    was 
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primarily  divided  into  two  parts,  the 
first  of  which  fell  within  the  fixed  debt- 
charge  and  the  second  ot  which  was 
outside  the  fixed  debt-charge,  and  it 
was  only  reasonable  that  there  should 
be  two  separate  names  for  those  twa 
portions  of  the  Debt.  The  first  part 
was  divided  into  three  heads.  First 
there  was  the  Funded  Debt  in  regard 
to  which  the  State  was  not  under 
obligation  to  repay  the  capital  sum 
at  any  particular  date.  Next  there 
was  the  Unfunded  Debt  as  to  which  the 
State  was  under  obligation  to  repay  the 
capital  sum  at  a  particular  date.  Thirdly,, 
there  was  the  debt  which  was  neither 
funded  nor  imfunded  in  respect  of  ter- 
minable annuities.  These  were  the  names 
given  to  them  by  the  Treasury.  The  names 
given  to  them  by  the  present  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  were  the  dead-weight 
debt  and  capital  liabilities.  He  would 
suggest  that  the  customary  names  for 
these  two  classes  should  be  the  Con- 
sohdated  Debt,  that  was  the  debt  pro- 
vided for  under  the  consolidated  services  ;. 
and  secondly  the  Supply  Debt,  that  debt 
which  was  met  out  of  the  Supply  services. 
The  use  of  these  names  would,  he  thought,, 
very  much  simplify  matters,  and  would 
do  away  with  the  undoubted  slight  mis- 
representation which  was  maintained  in 
the  use  of  the  term  capital  Uabilities^ 
which  was  apphed  to  the  debt  outside 
the  fixed  debt-charge. 

It  seemed  perhaps  a  little  un> 
reasonable  to  criticise  the  present 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  on  this. 
Finance  Bill  on  the  ground  of  the 
inadequate  provision  for  the  Sinking 
Fund.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had, 
after  all,  given  £1,000,000  more  than  was 
given  by  his  predecessor.  Of  the  two 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Croydon  was  the  much  worse  offender. 
When  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Croydon  came  to  settle  the 
fixed  debt-charge  he  actually  reduced 
the  provision  for  the  Debt  by  £500,000. 
The  ordinary  UabiUty  was  £23,000,000,. 
and  the  liability  in  respect  of  the  war 
debt  was  £4,500,000,  making  together 
£27,500,000.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
fixed  the  charge  at  £27,000,000,  and  he 
justified  that  on  the  ground  that  he  wa» 
getting  £30,000,000  from  the  Trans- 
vaal.   Hon.  Members  warned  him  that 
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that  hope  might  not  be  realised.  The 
present  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  increased  the  amount  of  the  fixed 
debt-charge  by  £1,000,000,  but  that 
amount  was  not  nearly  sufficient.  In  the 
first  place  we  had  not  received  the 
Transvaal  money,  and  in  the  second 
place  we  had  increased  our  liabilities  in 
the  course  of  the  last  two  years.  We 
had  nominally  increased  the  amount 
by  £2,000,000,  and  we  had  added  to  our 
assets  by  increaing  the  balances  to  the 
extent  of  £800,000.  In  order  to  get 
that  total  we  had  used  up  assets  of 
£7,000,000  in  two  sums  of  £3,000,000 
each,  and  £1,000,000  from  the  unclaimed 
dividend  fund,  so  that  while  we  had  on 
the  one  hand  improved  our  position  to  the 
extent  of  £2,800,000,  on  the  other  hand 
we  had  gone  back  to  the  extent  of 
£7,000,000.  On  balance,  therefore,  we 
had  not  paid  our  way  during  the 
last  two  years  by  over  £4,000,000. 
Was  it  reasonable  that  with  1Mb  huge 
debt  we  should  not  make  more  ample 
provision  for  the  Sinking  Fund  so 
that  we  should  at  least  pay  our  way  ? 

What  was  the  principle  on  which  we 
ought  to  proceed  in  settling  the  amount 
of  the  fixed  debt-charge  ?  Speaking  in 
Committee  last  month  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  laid  down  two  guiding 
factors  which  ought  to  determine  the 
amount  of  the  fixed  debt-charge — What 
was  the  total  amount  we  set  by  for  the 
Sinking  Fond  ?  and  did  that  amount 
bear  as  good  a  proportion  to  the  total 
Debt  as  it  bore  in  preceding  years  ?  He 
did  not  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  set  down  a  satisfactory  principle 
upon  which  we  should  be  guided.  His- 
torically his  principle  was  inaccurate. 
Previous  Chancellors  of  the  Exchequer 
until  the  latter  days  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  West  Bristol 
had  not  been  guided  by  that  principle 
at  all.  Previous  Chancellors  of  the  Ex- 
chequer had  always  looked  to  the  abiUty 
of  the  taxpayer  to  bear  the  burden.  In 
1875,  when  Sir  Stafford  Northcote  pro- 
posed the  original  fixed  debt-charge,  he 
settled  it  at  £28,000,000,  in  spite  of  our 
having  only  at  that  date  a  revenue  of 
£77,000,000.  It  was  true  that  the  Sink- 
ing Fund  bore  the  proportion  to  the  total 
debt  of  -53  per  cent.,  but  year  by  year  as 
the    ability    of    the    taxpayer    became 


[  greater  the  proportion  of  the  Sinking  Fund 
to  the  total  debt  increased  up  to  the  time 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  West  Bristol,  when  the  figure  of  -53 
had  actually  doubled.  The  proportion  of 
the  Sinking  Fund  to  the  total  debt  stood 
then  at  over  1  per  cent.  Why  should 
the  Sinking  Fund  increase  suddenly  have 
been  stopped  ?  As  the  natioa  had 
got  richer  we  had  year  by  year  paid 
off  a  larger  proportion  of  our  existing 
debt.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Bristol  stopped  this 
increase,  because,  among  other  reasons, 
we  were  paying  off  debt  by  the  pur- 
chase of  Consols  in  the  market  at  £110, 
£112,Rnd£114  for  every £100  extinguished. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  showed  the 
Committee  at  that  time  that  £20,000,000 
of  Consols  had  been  repurchased  at  a  cost 
to  the  nation  of  £2,000,000  above  the  par 
value,  and  he  said  with  a  certain  amount 
of  reason  that  the  taxpayers  would  not 
go  on  increasing  the  Sinking  Fund  if  they 
had  to  repurchase  Consols  at  an  ex- 
aggerated premium.  On  that  bakis  he 
reduced  the  total  amount  of  the  fixed 
debt-charge  at  the  time.  How  did  tho 
position  stand  now  ?  Consols  were 
at  about  90,  and  now  was  the  moment 
for  a  return  to  the  old  days  when  year  by 
year  the  proportion  of  the  Sinking  Fund 
to  the  total  debt  was  an  increasing  figure. 
When  Sir  Stafford  Northcote  put  the 
fixed  debt-charge  at  £28,000,000  the 
total  revenue  was  £77,000,000,  and  the 
total  debt  was  £766,000,000.  Now,  when 
the  debt  was  about  equal,  and  the 
revenue  £152,000,000,  it  appeared  to 
him  that  the  Sinking  Fund  was  not  so 
large  as  it  ought  to  be. 

Referring  to  the  increasing  amount 
which  was  raised  by  loans,  and  which 
increased  what  were  called  our  capital 
liabilities,  the  hon.  Gentleman  said 
that  the  additional  loans  for  this  year 
were  to  be  £8,000,000,  and  in  future 
years  the  additional  loans  which  were 
already  authorised  would  amount  to 
£14,000,000.  How  Was  that  going  to 
tell  upon  the  taxpayers  in  future  years  ? 
They  would  have  to  meet  on  the 
Estimates  no  less  than  £3,000,000  to 
cover  the  interest  and  Sinking  Fund  on 
these  capital  liabilities.  Was  the^^uture 
taxpayer  to  go  on  borrowing,  or  w*s  he 
to    discontinue    that    policy    and    meet 
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capital  expenditure  out  of  the  capital 
of  the  year.  The  future  taxpayer  would 
have  to  find  an  additional  £7,000,000  or 
£8,000,000  to  cover  the  capital  expendi- 
ture of  our  borrowing  in  addition  to  the 
£3,000,000  for  interest  and  Sinking  Fund. 
Was  it  reasonable  to  the  future  taxpayer 
that  that  burden  should  be  put  upon 
him  without  our  making  a  strong  effort 
to  take  advantage  of  the  favourable  op- 
portunity we  had  now  to  reduce  the 
total  amount  of  the  dead-weight  debt. 

He  asked  the  House  to  consider  the 
costliness  of  the  present  system.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  have 
to  go  to  the  market  during  the  current 
year  to  borrow  no  less  than  £40,000,000. 
Part  of  this  would  be  necessary  for  the 
renewal  of  Treasury  bills  and  Exchequer 
bonds,  and  part  of  it  on  account  of  the 
Irish  Land  Loan.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man borrowed  last  year  at  an  average 
of  £3  4s.  4d.  per  cent.,  so  that  for  the 
£40,000,000  which  he  was  going  to  bor- 
row in  the  course  of  the  year  he  would 
have  to  pay  interest  presumably  at  the 
same  rate.  If  we  could  get  Consols 
back  again  to  par  our  credit  would 
stand  at  2^  per  cent.,  and  we  should 
save  148.  per  cent,  on  the  £40,000,000 
we  had  to  borrow.  That  was  to  say, 
by  the  mere  restoration  of  our  credit 
we  should  save  £280,000  a  year  on  the 
additional  amount  which  we  now  had 
to  pay  for  the  sums  we  had  to  borrow. 
It  was  surely  very  unwise  finance  for 
us  not  to  make  the  most  strenuous  effort 
to  restore  Consols  to  par.  He  admitted 
that  when  Consols  were  at  par  in  the 
open  market  we  should  not  buy  them 
on  as  advantageous  terms  as  we  could 
now,  but  the  buying  of  Consols  cheap 
did  not  repay  us  for  the  additional  amount 
which  we  had  to  pay  in  interest.  He 
vi^ould  point  out  to  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  that  last  year  Consols  were 
bought  to  the  amount  of  £1,116,000  at 
the  price  of  88-86.  That  was  to  say,  we 
bought  Consols  in  the  market  at  the  price 
which  gave  a  return  on  the  investment 
of  £2  168.  3d.  per  cent.  We  were  at  the 
same  time  borrowing  money  on  which  we 
were  paying  £3  48.  4d.  per  cent.  He 
suggested  to  the  Treasury  that  that  was 
not  a  particularly  good  transaction.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  said 
in  defence  of  the  fixed  debt-charge  that  j 
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he  was  making  a  larger  provision  for  tii« 
Debt  than  had  ever  be^n  made  before. 
That  was  true.     Owing  to  the  reduction 
of   the   interest  to    2J    per  cent.,    the 
£28,000,000    of    fixed    debt-charge    did 
give  the  right  hon.  Grentleman  a  larger 
sum  for  the  dead-weight  debt  than  ever 
they  had  had  before  ;  but  what  provision 
had  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  made  for 
the  £160,000,000  of  the  war  debt  1     Be- 
fore the  war  the  fixed  debt-charge  stood 
at  £23,000,000.    The  actual  interest  on 
the  war  debt  was  £4,500,000,  while  the 
total  interest  was  £27,500,000,  so  that  the 
whole  provision  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  making  for  the  war  debt 
was  only  one-third  of  1  per  cent,  of  the 
amount  of  the  war  debt.    He  submitted 
that  that  was  not  a  sufficient  buttress  of 
our  credit.    As  his  hon.  friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Islington  had  said,  our  ability  to 
borrow  at  a  low  rate  of  interest  was  one 
of  our  best    national   defences,  and  he 
submitted  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer that  it  was  unwise  parsimony 
on  the  part  of  any  Grovernment  which  did 
not   put    the    fijced    debt-charge    at    a 
sufficiently    high    rate    to    restore    our 
credit. 


Sir  GEORGE  HARTLEY  (Islington, 
N.)  said  he  always  liked  on  these 
occasions  to  say  a  word  in  favour  of  greater 
economy  in  the  public  expenditure. 
He  thought  that  we  were  in  greater  danger 
from  extravagant  expenditure  at  the 
present  time  than  from  invasion.  The 
debates  which  so  often  took  place  on  this 
subject  of  greater  economy  did  not  seem 
to  have  the  practical  efiect  which  all 
desired,  and  there  seemed  to  be  no  real 
check  on  the  expenditure  of  the  country. 
He  regarded  the  House  of  Commons  as 
practically  no  check  at  all.  Everyone 
seemed  to  desire  some  great  work  to  be 
done  to  improve  the  condition  of  the 
people,  but  all  these  matters  led  to  a  very 
great  expenditure.  Only  last  week,  when 
discussing  the  expenditure  on  their  own 
comfort  and  luxuries,  he  had  shown  that 
that  had  increased  in  twenty  years  some- 
thing like  30  per  cent.  Some  Srastic 
power  was  required  at  the  head  of  the 
Government — whether  by  a  Committee  of 
the  Cabinet  he  would  not  say — to  see  that 
each  Department  kept  down  expenditure. 
When  he  was  in  the  public  service  Mr. 
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Oladstone  laid  down  a  law  that  a  certain 
sum  could  only  be  set  aside  for  each  De- 
partment. He  knew  that  that  was  an 
exceedingly  difficult  thing  to  do,  but  on 
the  other  hand  the  growth  of  expenditure, 
l>oth  Imperial  and  local,  each  acting  and 
reacting  on  the  other,  was  becoming  a 
very  alarming  and  serious  matter. 

He  had  read  the  other  day  with  great 
concern  the  last  statement  of  the  National 
Debt.   The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in 
his  Budget  speech  did  not  state,  although 
he  wished  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  done  so,  that  the  Debt  last  year  had 
really  increased.   That  was  a  very  serious 
question.    It  was  all  very  well  to  say  that 
the  Debt  was  being  repaid  by  £10,000,000 
a  year,  but  it  was  not  enough  if  they  paid 
-ofi  £10^000,000  in  one  way  and  increased 
the  debt  in  another  way  by  more  than 
£10,000,000.  Last  year  the  absolute  debt 
of  the    country  was  increased  although 
we  were   at  peaee.    That  was  a  very 
unsatisfactory  state  of  afiEairs.    There  was 
41  spirit  abroad  of  great  extravagance,  and 
one  of  the  most  efficient  ways  of  meeting 
that  would  be  largely  to  increase  the  re- 
payment of  their  debt.    He  had  always 
advocated  that  all  debt,  municipal  and 
Imperial,   should   be   made   for  shorter 
periods.     He  knew  that  it  was  always 
more  popular  to  advocate  expenditure, 
rather  than  the  payment  of  debt.     A 
short  time  ago  it  was  urged  that  the  cost 
of  lighthouses   amounting   to   £500,000 
•should  be  made  a  public  charge,  and 
there  [was   a   large   vote   in   favour   of 
it.    It  was  astonishing  that  on  a  Friday 
afternoon  a  Bill  should  be  passed  throw- 
ing   an    additional    £500,C00     on    the 
public    expenditure.    Then    there    was 
something     like     £600,000     for    public 
buildings,  and  now  they  were  proposing 
to  feed  the  children  at  public  schools. 
Those  who  advocated  that  measure  were 
afraid  to  put  the  cost  of  it  on  local  taxa- 
tion and  wanted  to  make  it  an  Imperial 
-charge.     If  this  charge  were  to  be  put  on 
the  Imperial   Exchequer,   before   many 
years  had  passed  it  would    amount  to 
"lany  millions.     Then  the  Government 
had  brought  in  a  Bill  to  provide  employ- 
ment for  the  people  at  the   cost  of  the 
State  or  of  municipalities.     When  once 
this  principle  was  introduced  they  could 
readily  understand  that  the  cost  would 
ultimately  be  thrown  upon  the  Imperial 


Exchequer,  and  that  would  be  a  large  ad 
dition  to  the  expenditure  of  the  country. 

The  hon.  Mamber  for  Cambridge  Univer 
sity  had  referred  to  the  statement 
made  by  the  Prime  Minister  on  the  sub- 
ject of  Imperial  defence,  and  he  must  say 
that  upon  him  that  speech  had  had 
a  somewhat  sobering  efEeot,  because 
the  only  possible  logic  of  it  seemed  to 
him  to  be  extremely  useful.  Surely  if 
it  had  any  meaning  at  all  it  meant  that 
they  should  insist  upon  the  reduction  of 
the  Army  and  the  Navy.  Indeed,  he 
was  so  led  away  by  the  speech  that  he 
thought  it  meant  that  we  wanted  very 
little  Army  at  all.  He  thought,  however, 
that  it  was  unreasonable  to  complain 
that  it  had  not  had  any  efiect  upon  the 
present  Estimates,  but  it  must  have  a 
result  upon  the  finances  of  the  next  year 
or  two  in  a  decrease  in  the  expenditure 
upon  the  Army  and  Navy.  No  doubt 
good  came  out  of  ill,  and  surely  the  re- 
sult of  t^is  great  war  which  was  going  on 
would  be  to  tend  to  decrease  the  enor- 
mous armaments  which  were  being 
created  throughout  the  world.  The  two 
nations  engaged,  and  certainly  Russia, 
would  not  for  many  years  be  in  a 
position  to  be  fa  source  of  danger, 
and  he  hoped  that  this  meant  a 
considerable  reduction  on  our  wax* 
expenditure. 

He  was  glad  that  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  devoted 
£1,000,000  to  the  reduction  of  the 
National  Debt.  He  regretted  that  it 
was  not  more,  and  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  put  his  whole  surplus 
to  the  reduction  of  debt  it  would  have 
been  wiser.  He  regarded  the  increase 
of  this  habit  of  spending  and  the  gigantic 
growth  of  our  expenditure  with  great 
alarm.  It  was  an  extraordinary  thing 
that  when  the  matter  was  looked  at  over 
a  period  of  years,  and  when  by  some 
unforeseen  circumstance  or  by  war  the 
Estimates  became  swollen,  it  was  ex- 
tremely difficult  to  get  them  down  again. 
He  said,  however,  that  they  should  put 
their  shoulders  to  the  wheel  in  order  to 
reduce  this  great  expenditure.  It  was 
no  use  to  attempt  to  do  it  by  theory  or 
abstract  principles,  they  must  put  their 
finger  upon  every  point  and  every  detail. 
Above  all  things  they  must  pay  their  debts. 
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Thirty  or  forty  years  ago,  when  the  nation 
was  far  less  wealthy,  larger  sums  were 
applied  to  the  reduction  of  the  National 
Debt.  It  was  really,  however,  illusory 
to  say  that  they  were  paying  o£E  tkeii  del;^ 
when,  while  on  the  mfi  hiind  they  were 
paying  it  oS,  on  the  other  thoy  were 
increasing  it.  The  last  Return  showed 
that  they  had  not  reduced  the  amount  of 
the  Debt,  and  this  was  a  very  serious 
consideration.  He  hoped  the  House 
would  give  up  these  panics  in  regard  to 
war,  and  that  they  should  learn  to  defend 
themselves  in  the  best  possible  way  by 
reducing  their  expenditure,  paying  off 
their  debts,  atid  by  being  in  a  position  to 
meet  their  enemies  by  the  best  possible 
weapon,  viz.,  a  large  and  substantial 
balance  at  the  bank. 

Mr.  BLAKE  (Longford,  S.)  said  it  was 
with  a  feeling  of  intense  interest,  tempered 
with  some  feeling  of  despair,  that  he  had 
listened  to  the  arguments  which  had 
been  addressed  from  various  quarters  of 
the  House  in  favour  of  a  serious  and 
radical  change  in  the  direction  of  economy. 
It  had  been  said  that  the  primary 
function  of  the  House  of  Commons  was 
to  be  the  protector  of  the  revenue,  and 
to  prevent  improper  expenditure,  but 
the  very  principle  of  constitutional 
'rule  which  laid  down  the  method  by 
which  expenditure  could  be  effectively 
brought  before  the  House  of  Commons 
showed  the  danger  of  leaving  the 
question  to  that  Assembly.  No  Vote 
could  be  propounded  except  upon  the 
recommendation  of  the  responsible 
Ministers  of  the  Crown,  and  the  very 
reason  that  it  could  not  be  brought 
forward,  except  in  that  way,  showed  the 
danger  of  trusting  the  initiative  in  such 
cases  to  a  large  body  of  men.  It  might, 
of  course,  lead  to  log-rolling,  and  one  set 
of  Members  might  support  another  set 
of  Members  in  regard  to  increased 
expenditure  in  exchange  for  support  for 
another  item  of  increased  charge.  The 
primary  check  was,  of  course,  with  the 
Cabinet,  which  was  responsible  for  all 
the  expenditure.  He  did  not  say  but 
that  the  influence  of  an  extravagant 
House  of  Commons,  or  of  an  extravagant 
Part}  behind  the  Ministry,  were  not 
evil  factors  in  producing  increased  ex- 
penditure, and  that  the  House  of  Commons 
did  not  share  the  responsibility  of  pro- 

Sir  George  Bartley> 


ducing  increased  expenditure,  bat 
undoubtedly  the  first  responaibility  was 
with  the  Cabinet  of  the  day. 

AnotherconBideration  they  had  to  take 
into  view  was  that  as  expenditure  increased 
the  Estimates  increased.  They  became 
accustomed  to  deal  with  tens  and  twenties 
of  millions,  and  they  did  not  regard 
himdreds  of  thousands  of  pounds  as  they 
did  before.  When  there  was  a  large 
and  extravagant  expenditure  occasioned 
by  war  there  was  always  a  general  swell- 
ing  of  Estimates,  and  it  had  always  been 
impossible  to  reduce  them.  He  said  that 
as  guardians  of  the  public  weal  they 
ought  to  recognise  these  difficulties  in 
order  to  overcome  them,  and  although 
there  had  been,  owing  to  this  vicious 
principle,  a  general  rise  of  expenditure  in  all 
Departments  it  was  their  duty  to  cneck  it. 
There  was  no  use  in  saving  by  the  spigot 
if  they  wasted  by  the  bunghole.  They 
knew  where  the  big  elements  were.  They 
were  in  the  expenditure,  unproductive 
in  one  sense,  on  defence,  expenditure 
on  the  Army  and  Navy.  Another  mis- 
chievous element  in  English  finance 
was  the  short  loans  for  purposes  which 
ought  to  be  met  year  after  year  out  of 
the  revenue  of  the  year.  They  saw 
the  folly  of  the  system.  They  saw  small 
amounts  first  proposed  and  how  they  had 
grown.  It  was  so  much  easier  to  create 
a  little  debt  than  to  raise  by  taxation 
what  ought  to  be  met  each  year  out 
of  the  expenditure  of  the  year.  They 
knew  what  the  result  of  such  a  policy 
was  in  private  life,  and  although  he  did 
not  say  that  ruin  would  ensue  in  these 
islands,  he  did  say  that  the  system  of 
raising  loans  for  unproductive  expendi- 
ture during  the  past  few  years  was  a 
pernicious  system,  and  that  when  the 
House  saw  this  system  going  on  they 
ought  to  set  their  faces  against  a  con- 
tinuance  of  it. 

He  sympathised  with  the  views  which 
had  been  expressed  in  this  debate  as  to* 
the  effect  which  ought  to  be  produced  in 
this  class  of  expenditure  if  defence  were 
the  policy  which  was  propounded  by  the: 
First  Minister  the  other  day.  The  right, 
hon.  Gentleman  divided  his  subject  into- 
three  heads.  He  spoke  of  the  defence  of 
these  islands,  and  of  India,  and  as  a  middle 
head  he  alluded  to  colonial  defence.  A& 
to  the  first  he  put  the  very  worst  case 
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that  could  be  put  and  proved  to  his  own 
satisfaction  that  under  the  worst  oocr 
ditions  possible  to  conceive,  these  islands 
were  inpregnable  from  the  assault  of 
a  foreign  foe,  and  upon  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  laid  down  views  which  tended 
very  largely  to  the  reduction  of  the  Army 
expenditure  of  the  country,  in  so  far  as 
it  might  be  supposed  to  be  justified  by 
the  necessity  of  not  having  a  large 
force  at  hand  to  repel  an  invasion  which 
he  said  it  was  proposterous  to  sup- 
pose would  ever  be  attempted,  or  if 
attempted  would  never  result  in 
an  effective  landing.  With  regard  to 
the  Indian  problem  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  set  up  a  casus  hMi  in  the 
case  of  a  strategic  railway  being  built 
into  Afghanistan.  The  Indian  problem 
was  different  to  the  French  problem, 
because  in  the  Indian  problem  the 
great  country  which  was  to  be  the 
aggressor  and  build  the  strategic  railways 
was  now  engaged  in  deadly  conflict  with 
an  Eastern  nation,  and  whether  she 
won  or  lost  she  would  be  left  the  severe 
task  of  restoring  her  finances  to  a  sound 
basis  and  the  severer  task  of  restoring 
her  domestic  relations  to  their  normal 
condition  before  she  could  set  out  on  the 
grave  task  referred  to  by  the  Prime 
Minister.  For  the  Prime  Minister,  there- 
fore, to  say  that  that  necessitated  the 
keeping  up  of  a  great  Army  outside  the 
Indian  Army  in  order  to  meet  Russian  ag- 
gression was  as  far-fetched  a  suggestion  as 
it  was  possible  to  conceive. 

The  middle  head  of  the  problem,  that  of 
colonial  defence,  divided  itself  into  two 
parts :  the  defence  of  the  numerous  naval 
bases  or  possessions,  like  Malta,  Gibraltar, 
Hong-Kong,  and  others  of  that  character, 
the  consideration  of  which  was  a  naval 
matter ;  and  the  defence  of  the  North 
American,  the  South  African,  and  the 
Australian  self-governing  Colonies  of 
this  coimtry.  He  did  not  propose  to 
touch  on  the  question  of  the  AustraUan 
oi  the  South  African  Colonies,  but  he 
would  just  say  a  word  as  to  the  North 
American  possessions  of  this  country 
and  ask  the  House  to  consider  the 
problem  as  it  really  existed  with  regard 
to  those  possessions.  Two  entirely 
different  sets  of  considerations  arose 
with  reference  to  the  quarter  from  which 
any    possible    attack    might   be    made. 


He  himself  believed  that  the  danger  ia 
regard  to  the  North  American  possessions 
of  tiie  Crown,  in  so  far  as  an  attack  with  a^ 
view  of  ofaftaicing  And  retaining  them  as- 
a  prize  of  war  by  any  enemy  of  l^e  United 
Kingdom  outside  of  America,  was  very 
trifling  indeed.     The  difficulty  to  which: 
any  other  nation — take  France,  Germany, 
or  any  other  country,  for  example — would 
be  exposed  in  fighting  the  North  American 
possessions  of  the  Crown  would  be  ex- 
tremely serious,  owing  to  the  distance- 
of  its  base  from  the  scene  of  operations,, 
the  difficulty  of  guarding  a  fleet  of  trans- 
ports to  the  scene  of  action,  and  the- 
difficulty  of  dealing  with  a  country  of 
that    vast     extent.     Those     difficulties^ 
would  be  aggravated  by  the  circumstances- 
of  the  doctrine  which  the  United  States- 
of    America    had    adopted,  called    the- 
Monroe  Doctrine,  and  that  itself  would' 
be  an  indication  to  the  other  nations  of 
the  world  that  they  could  not  expect  tO' 
retain  it  as  a  prize  of  war  even  if  they  ob- 
tained military  possession  of  that  country. 
From  all  points  of  view  there  was  but  a- 
slight  danger  of  a  successful  attack  upoa 
those  possessions,  except  from  the  United 
States  of  America.      He  did  not  see  that 
that  was  a  reason,   considering  the  im- 
pregnable condition  of  this  country,  for 
making  the  suggestion  that  the  commerce 
and  the  outlying  possessions  of  the  Crown 
did   not   demand   some  Fleet,   but   the- 
danger    of    a    successful    attack    from 
such    quarters    as   he   had   referred   to- 
should  not  be   regarded  as  very  great.. 
There  might  be  some  attempt  to  harass 
us,  but   the   danger   of    that    country 
being  conquered  did  not  exist. 

Dealing  with  the  attack  from  the  land 
side,  he  had  heard  a  good  deal  of  the 
military  forces  now  being  maintained  for 
the  defence  of  the  Colonies.  Arrangementa 
had  been  made  by  which  the  Dominion 
of  Canada  had  undertaken  to  supply 
the  troops  necessary  on  the  sea-board 
of  the  Atlantic  at  Halifax  and  Victoria,, 
which  up  to  the  present  time  had  been 
supplied  by  this  country.  Arrangements 
were  also  being  made  for  fortifying  the 
city  of  Quebec.  He  could  imagine  an 
attack  by  the  United  States  upon  Canada, 
but  the  conditions  of  such  an  attack,, 
if  regarded  as  possible,  were  such  that 
no  lover  of  this  country  would  for^an 
instant  suggest  that  the  defence  of  ^* 
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'Colony,  so  far  as  it  was  conducted  from 
this  side  of  the  Empire,  should  be  other- 
wise than  defence  on  the  ocean.  No 
one  would  suggest  that  this  nation, 
with  its  vast  obligations  and  population 
of  40,000,000,  should  seriously  pro- 
pose to  engage  in  a  land  war  with  the 
United  States,  with  its  80,000,000  of 
population,  when  they  reflected  upon 
the  conditions  of  former  conflicts  between 
these  two  countries  imder  entirely  differ- 
ent conditions,  and  when  they  reflected 
upon  the  enormous  difference  in  favour 
of  defence  which  had  been  produced  by 
the  altered  conditions  of  modern  war- 
fare. The  course  which  would  be  taken 
in  such  a  calamitous  juncture  as  that 
which  he  had  contemplated  would  no 
doubt  be  a  war  upon  the  sea.  If  any 
troops  of  this  country  were  to  be  used  in 
Buch  a  contest,  they  would  have  to  be 
troops  accompanied  by  the  Fleet,  using 
the  Fleet  for  their  base  for  those  opera- 
tions on  the  seaboard.  Therefore  the 
people  of  these  islands  did  not  need 
to  consider  senously  the  question  of 
the  military  forces  of  this  country  being 
required  in  reference  to  tiny  conflict 
in  connection  with  the  North  American 
possessions  of  the  Crown.  Canada  had 
4,000  miles  of  land  frontier,  and  it  was 
in  a  large  part  level  and  fertile  and 
gridironed  with  railways.  It  contained 
many  fertile  fields  and  thriving  towns, 
and  was  admirably  adapted  for  marching 
into.  No  doubt  it  would  be  defended 
with  all  the  gallantry  which  his  country- 
men could  exercise,  and  they  would  be 
prepared  to  die  in  the  last  ditch,  but 
5,000,000  of  people  under  these  con- 
<iitions  could  not  successfully  resist  the 
persistent  attack  of  80,000,000  of  their 
•enemies,  and  the  military  position  of 
Canada  would  in  the  end  be  taken  by 
the  United  States;  but  the  question  of 
who  should  hold  Canada  afterwards 
would  be  decided  upon  the  sea  and  not 
upon  the  land.  That  was  the  state  of 
the  case. 

The  Canadians  believed  that  they 
had  the  best  Constitution  in  the  world, 
and  they  believed  that  there  ought 
to  be  a  unification  of  the  continent. 
"This  country  did  not  think  so.  But 
he  thought  it  would  be  a  shortsighted 
policy  and  a  public  calamity,  calciJated 
to  dash  the  realisation  of  their  hopes, 

Mr,  Blake, 


to  attempt  to  keep  these  5,000,000 
people  in  apprehension  of  such  a  war. 
He  was  only  pointing  out  the  limitations 
which  should  exist  in  case  there  was 
this  calamity — whether  from  beyond  the 
seas  or  from  the  North  American  Con- 
tinent— of  a  war  which  involved  the 
fate  and  fortunes  of  the  North  American 
possessions  of  the  Crown.  These  con- 
ditions ought  to  be  considered  with 
reference  to  the  naval  and  military 
expenditure  of  this  country.  They  did 
not  involve  the  suggestion  that  there 
was  no  regard  to  be  paid  to  the  possi- 
bility of  an  attack  from  the  shores  of 
North  America,  but  they  should  be 
attended  to  when  the  suggestion  was 
made  that  these  outlying  possessions 
ought  to  contribute  very  large  sunos 
in  the  same  proportion  as  Ireland,  which 
had  a  population  not  so  large  as 
them,  towards  military  and  naval  ex- 
penditure. Their  conditions  and  re 
lations  were  such  that  thev  had  no 
effective  control  over  the  policy  of  this 
country  upon  which  depended  the  issues 
of  peace  or  war,  and  willing  as  they  were 
to  run  the  risk,  and  auxioiis  as  they 
were  to  obtain  the  advantages  of  their 
present  connection  with  the  Crown,  it 
was  absurd  to  suggest  that  they  should 
be  called  upon  to  pay  for  a  policy  which 
the  people  of  this  country  controlled. 
What  effective  control  did  Ireland 
exercise  over  the  policy  of  the  present 
Grovernment?  What  were  the  feelings 
of  Irish  representatives  in  regard  to  the 
last  great  and  calamitous  wav?  How 
much  did  their  protests  affect  the 
circumstances  which  led  to  that  war  ? 
With  that  lesson  before  them  how  could 
it  be  suggested  that  our  colonial 
possessions  would  have  any  effective 
voice  in  the  circumstances  which  decided 
the  issue  between  peace  and  war.  He 
believed  they  were  perfectly  prepared 
to  do  what  they  ought  to  do  in  a  Hberal 
and  just  spirit,  to  bear  that  portion  of 
their  responsibility  in  the  anomalous 
condition  in  which  the  Empire  stood. 
If  they  could  co-ordinate  the  Empire  in 
some  such  way  as  would  give  a  common 
interest  to  all  concerned  it  was  ooe  thing, 
but  until  they  succeeded  in  that  task 
they  would  find  it  necessary  and  just 
to  face  the  great  bulk  of  their  naval  and 
military  expenditure  from  the  resources 
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of  the  islands  which  initiated  and  con- 
trolled the  policy  upon  which  depended 
the   chances  of  the  issue  of  peace  and* 
war. 

He  and  his  friends  were  prepared 
to  give  the  utmost  support  to  all  those 
who  objected  to  the  bloated  military  and 
naval  expenditure  which  was  the  great 
and  prime  cause  of  the  change  in  the  finan- 
cial condition  of  this  country  in  the  last 
few  years.  They  objected  to  the  continu- 
ance of  the  system  of  borrowing  for  what 
ought  to  be  paid  for  out  of  the  yearly 
revenue  in  respect  of  these  matters. 
They  objected  to  it  being  put  forward 
that  these  were  assets  when  the  only 
sense  ip  which  they  were  assets  was  that 
they  were  a  double  liability  upon  which 
they  not  only  paid  interest  on  the  debt 
incurred,  but  had  also  to  provide  more 
money,  more  guns  for  the  forts,  and 
more  men  to  occupy  the  forts  and  work 
the  guns.  So  far  from  this  expenditure 
being  merely  unproductive,  it  consisted 
actually  of  assets  which  caused  expendi- 
ture. They  were  liabilities  and  not 
assets.  They  would  assist  in  every  way 
possible  the  adoption  of  a  saner  system 
in  reference  to  the  naval  and  military 
expenditure  of  this  country,  in  the  full, 
beUef  that  that  satier  system  would 
enable  them  to  reduce  taxation,  re- 
lieve the  springs  of  industry,  and 
enable  the  process  of  accumulation  of 
wealth  not  merely  amongst  the  million- 
aires, but  also  amongst  the  daily  toilers 
in  the  land.  Such  a  policy  would 
produce  contentment  and  prosperity 
all  through  the  country,  and  so  render  it 
strong  with  a  real  and  greater  strength 
than  any  free  nation  could  obtain  in  the 
issue  of  war. 

*Mr.  CHANNING  (Northamptonshire, 
E.)  said  this  debate  had  turned  upon 
issues  of  profound  importance  ever  since 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Cambridge  University  and  the  hon.  and 
learned  Slember  for  Dumfries  raised  it 
to  the  higher  level  of  the  general 
policy  of  the  State  which  must  deter- 
mine the  course  of  expenditure.  In 
what  he  wished  to  say  he  rather  desired 
to  protest  against  the  whole  policy 
underlying  this  Budget.  He  thought 
they  had  a  right  to  protest  against  the 
present  unsatisfactory  financial  position 


of  the  country  as  an  intolerable  wrong* 
In  face  of  the  speech  made  by  the  Prima 
Minister  the  other  day,  and  when  many 
suggestions  had  been  made  which  pointed 
in. the  direction  of  economy  in  regard 
to  expenditure  upon  armaments,  and 
when  measures  had  already  been  taken 
with  regard  to  the  Navy,  it  seemed  to* 
him  a  very  monstrous  thing  that  they 
should  have  this  great  increase  ir  th& 
debt  of  the  United  Eangdom.  Setting^ 
aside  the  repayment  by  the  Transvaal 
of  the  sums  advanced  for  resettlement 
there  had  been  a  distinct  increase  in  the 
total  indebtedness  of  the  United  Kingdom. 
Further,  this  total  indebtedness  had 
been  allowed  to  go  on  accumulat- 
ing with  perfect  knowledge  of  the 
tremendous  problems  of  local  taxa- 
tion and  local  indebtedness  with  which 
the  country  had  been  almost  over- 
whelmed in  the  last  few  years. 
Most  earnest  appeals  had  been  made 
by  the  local  taxpayer  in  every  possible 
form  for  relief,  while  at  the  same  time 
this  policy  of  accumulating,  rather  than 
decreasing,  debt  had  been  continued. 
He  had  had  the  curiosity  during  the  past 
few  days  to  look  up  the  facts  with  regard 
to  the  debt  of  the  country,  and  he  found 
that  not  only  was  it  true  that  the  debt 
of  the  country  was  going  on  increasing 
year  by  year,  but  that  if  they  looked  back 
twenty-two  or  twenty- three  years  ago. 
Mr.  Childers  initiated  then  his  wise 
policy  for  a  sweeping  and  general  re- 
duction  of  the  National  Debt  by  the 
introduction  of  a  new  forni  of  annuities,, 
and  a  new  scheme  for  superseding  the 
annuities  falling  due  in  1885,  the  new 
scheme  to  effect  in  the  course  of 
twenty  years  a  reduction  in  the  Debt 
of  £176,000,000.  That  was  the  situa- 
tion,  the  heyday  of  Liberal  finance — 
a  time  not  only  of  great  social  happi- 
ness and  freedom  from  oppressive 
taxes,  but  also  a  time  when  this 
country  had  great  strength  in  the 
councils  of  Europe  and  was  in  a  position 
of  far  less  peril  than  it  was  at  the  present 

time.  In  a  speech  made  twenty-two- 
years  ago  Lord  James,  then  Sir  Henry 
James,  dealing  with  the  financial  scheme 
of  Mr.  Childers,  stated  that — 

"They  (the  Liberal  GoTernment)  have  an- 
ticipatea  the  filling  in  of  the  terminable 
annuities  in  1885,  and  in  advance  have  created 
others.     The  result  lb,  that   in  twenty  yeara 
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d£176,000,000  of  debt  will  be  paid  off,  and  if  at 
the  end  of  that  time  a  Finance  Minister  shall 
Ibe  fonnd  coanifeous  enough  to  maintain  the 
«ame  amount  of  payment  on  account  of  debt^ 
And  if  we  are  wise  enough  to  avoid  war,  and 
not  to  add  to  the  debt,  not  only  some  who  are 
^ow  liTing,  but  even  men  old  enough  now  to 
be  enjoying  the  franchise,  may  live  to  see  the 
<lay  when  the  country  shall  be  entirely  free  of 
its  National  Debt." 

Under  this  scheme  the  Debt  had  been 
^adually  reduced  till  in  1900  it  stood 
At  £628,000,000.     Now  we  saw  staring 
In   our    faces,  in  the   appalling  Return 
issued    a    few    days    ago,  this    tremen- 
-dovLB   debt    of    £800,000,000,    in    addi- 
tion   to  the  vast   indebtedness    of   the 
local   authorities,   amounting  to   nearly 
£500,000,000,   which  formed    an   equal, 
if  not  a  severer  burden  on  the  taxpayers 
•of  the  country.    The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  always  laid  his  case  before 
i^he  House  with   a  lucidity  and  a  con- 
-ei deration   for  his  opponents  which  was 
•deserving  of  all  praise,  but  it  seemed 
to  him  to  be   an  absolute  duty  in  the 
interest   of    the    classes    whose    special 
taxable  capacity  had  been  so  conspicu- 
ously neglected  in  the  finance  of  the  last 
^n  years  to  enter  an  emphatic  protest 
against  the  financial  position  in  which  we 
iound    ourselves    to-day.     The    raising 
of  such  a  sum  as  over  £140,000,000  in 
time  of  peace  was,  to  his  mind,  a  wrong 
which   the    House   should   not   hesitate 
to  denounce  and  condemn  whether   as 
regards    just    incidence   on  the  several 
•classes  who    had  to  bear   the  pressure 
of  the  taxes  or  as  a  burden  on  industry, 
or  as  draining  national  resources  which 
:8hould  be  husbanded  for  great  emergen- 
oies.     This   taxation  had  been  a  dead 
height   on   our   industries,   and  though 
there  had  been  in  the  last  two  years  a 
tremendous     expansion   in    our   foreign 
trade,    home  trade  had  been  suffering. 
The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  had  said 
to-day  that  the  country  was  rich  enough 
^nd  willing  enough  to  bear  the  burden 
of   taxation.     He    himself    completely 
traversed  that  proposition.     The  right 
hon.   Member  for  West  Bristol    in  his 
Budget  speech  in  1896,  proved  that  while 
the  produce  of  taxes  had  increased  15  to 
16  per  cent,  in  twenty  years  to  tbat  time, 
•expenditure  had  grown  68  per  cent,  or 
four    times    faster.      He    had    himself 
•calculated  the  figures  for  the  past  ten 
years  to  1904,  and  found  that  in  ten 
j^ears     the    present     Gk)vernment     ex- 
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penditure  had  grown  65  per  cent,  and 
had  gone  up  from  six  to  eight  times  as 
fast  as  the  increase  in  the  produce  of 
taxes. 

And,  it  being  half-past  Seven  of  the 
clock,  the  debate  stood  adjourned  till  this 
Evening's  Sitting. 


EVENING  SITTING. 


THAMES  CX)NSERVANCY  BILL  (By  Obder). 
[Second  Reading.] 
Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mr.    GRENFELL    (Buckinghamshire, 
Wycombe)  said  he  rose  to  support  the 
Second  Reading  of   the  Bill  which  had 
been  deposited  upon  behalf  of  the  Thames 
Conservancy.     He   did   not   know   that 
the  fate  that  had  been  dealt  out  to  other 
Bills  on  the  same  subject,  such  as  the  Port 
of  London  Bill,  encouraged  anyone  very 
much  in  promoting  a  Bill  of  a  somewhat 
similar  character ;  but  this  Bill  was  rather 
difEerent  from  the  other  Bills  which  had 
been    introduced    by    the    Government, 
or  the  one  introduced  by  the  London 
County  Council,  in  so  far  as  it  apper- 
teined  to  the  Thames  Conservancy,  and 
affected  the  river  as  a  whole.      He  had 
found  in  regard  to  the  Thames  Conser- 
vancy that  there  was  a  good  deal  of  doubt 
as  to  how  its  business  was  transacted 
and  as  to  how  its  funds  were  provided. 
The    Thames    Conservancy    had    juris- 
diction  over   the   whole   of   the    River 
Thames,     from    ite    source    practically 
down  to  within  a  short  distence  of  the 
Nore.     The    funds    were    entirely    dis- 
tinct.    They  were  divided  into  two  parts, 
the  Upper  Thames  Navigation  and  the 
Lower  Thames  Navigation  funds  ;     and 
those  who  contributed  the  sums  of  money 
for  the  lower  navigation  might  rest  as- 
sured that  they  were  absolutely  devoted 
to  that  purpose.     As  regards  the  upper 
portion   of    the    river   there    were    two 
principal  committees,  the  River  Purifica- 
tion Committee  and  the  Upper    River 
Committee,   and   this   Bill  proposed   to 
effect   certein   changes   with   regard   to 
river   purification.     Under  the  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  Thames  (Conservancy  there 
were  altogether  some  5,200  square  miles ; 
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under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Purification 
Committee  there  were  3,800  square  miles, 
and  those  were  above  the  intakes  of  the 
Londo&  water  companies,  and,  therefore, 
it  was  of  the  most  supreme  importance 
that  those  clauses  of  the  earlier  Bill 
should  be  carried  out  in  the  spirit  as  well 
as  in  the  letter. 

He  believed  that  the  Thames  at  the 
present    time    was    the   cleanest    river 
in    Europe.      At    all     events    it     was 
the  river  in  Europe  which  had  the  least 
drainage    flowing   into    it,    and  it   was 
the  river  which  was  more  analysed  than 
any  other  in  the  world.     It  was  analysed 
by  the  London  County  Council,    it  was 
analysed    by  the   London  water    com- 
panies, and    it    was    analysed    by    the 
Thames    Conservancy.    This    Bill    pro- 
posed to  make  some  slight  alterations 
in  regard  to  the  function  of  the  Thames 
Conservancy   of   seeing   that   the   river 
was  kept  absolutely  pure.     It  was  pro- 
posed under  this  Bill  that  the  power 
of  the    inspectors   should   be   extended 
throughout  the  whole  of  the  tributaries 
of  the  Thames,  above  the  intakes  of  the 
London  water  companies,  and  should  not 
be  restricted,  as  they  were  now,  to  within 
three  miles  of  the  main  river,  and  also  that 
the  power  of  inspection  should  be  dis- 
tributed as  regardjs  trade  refuse  over  the 
whole  of  that  area  and  the  tributaries. 
They  also  proposed  under  this  Bill  that 
the  powers  of  the  inspectors  should  not 
be  confined  to  between  the  hours  of  ten 
in  the  morning  and  four  o'clock  in  the 
afternoon,  but  that  they  should  be  em- 
powered to  inspect  at  any  time.    There 
was  also  another  small  matter  in  regard 
to  the  purification  of  the  river.     The  mill- 
owners  when  they  cleaned  out  the  mud 
of  their  mill  beds  should  be  compelled 
to  take  it  and  spread  it  on  the  land,  and 
should  not  be  allowed  to  stir  it  up  and 
pass  it  down  the  river. 

The  Thames  Conservancy  had  juris- 
diction over  the  whole  of  the  River 
Thames,  including  the  whole  of  the 
Iresh  -  water  portion  of  the  Thames. 
That  was  136  complete  water  miles 
and  comprised  forty-seven  locks.  In 
oarrying  out  their  duties  they  in  many 
respects  met  with  a  certain  amount  of 
difficulty  which  they  sought  under  this 
Bill  to  remedy.  Clause  7  dealt  with 
land.    They  had  had  great  difficulty  in 


securing  land  for  building  locks,  lands  for 
making  the  necessary  locks,  and  so  forth. 
It  would  have  been  absolutely  impossible 
for  the  Thames  Conservancy  to  have 
built  certain  of  their  locks  if  they  had 
not  been  able  to  employ  the  Lands 
Clauses  Act.  ,  Under  this  Bill  they 
sought  to  have  the  same  power  of  secur- 
ing land  as  would  be  given  them  under 
the  Lands  Clauses  Act.  There  were  one 
or  two  other  matters  of  minor  import- 
ance, but  he  did  not  wish  to  detain  the 
House  by  going  into  them. 

With    regard  to  the  lower  river,   of 
which   they   had    heard   very  much   of 
late,  this  Bill,  the   Bill  of  the  Thames 
Conservancy,     as      deposited,      sought 
practically    to    carry    out    the    recom- 
mendations of   the   Royal  Commission 
It  sought  to  carry  out  certain   works 
of      great    magnitude    for     which      it 
asked    power    to    borrow    the    sum    of 
£3,000,000.    The   Port   of  London   was 
practically    forty-one    miles    in    length. 
It  was  still,  and  had  been  for  the  past  200 
years,  the  largest  port  in  the  world,  and 
even  of  late  years  it  had  been  increasing, 
though  of  course  there  were  indications 
that  with  the  great  works  being  carried 
out    at    foreign   ports    that    supremacy 
would   in   a   short  time   be    contested. 
London,  unfortunately,  had  ceased  to  be 
the    great    transhipment    port    of    the 
world,  which  it  used  to  be  for  many  years 
in  the  past.    Large  ships  were  able  now  to 
go  to  foreign  ports  instead  of  coming  to 
London,   whence   in   the   old   days   the 
merchandise  used  to  be  transported  to 
foreign  ports  in  smaller  vessels.     They 
had  heard  that  the  Port  of  Antwerp  in- 
tended   to    make    large    improvements, 
and  it  had  been  the  intention  to  have  an 
access  to  that  port  thirty-nine  feet  in 
depth,  with  numerous  quays  and  docks 
all  down  its  length,  and  it  certainly  was 
borne  upon  the  attention  of  anyone  who 
had  the  welfare  of  London,  he  might 
almost  say  the  welfare  of  this  countr}*, 
at  heart,  that  they  at  all  events  should 
make  some  slight  attempt  to  keep  the 
trade  which  they  already  possessed,  and 
prevent  it  being  attracted  in  this  way  to 
other  ports. 

The  Bill  which  had  been  deposited 
attempted  to  make  some  move  in 
this  direction.  The  main  provisions 
were  that  a  sum  of  £3,000,000  should  ba 
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borrowed  in  order  to  carry  out  the  re- 
commendations of  the  Royal  Commission. 
The  Thames  Conservancy  was  at  present 
the  body  in  charge  of  this  great  water- 
way.    Its  duties  were  manifold,  but  its 
income,  unfortunately,  very  smaU.    He 
believed  that  London,  as  far  as  the  large 
portion  of  the  merchandise  in  the  Port  of 
London  was  concerned,  and  as  far  as  the 
river  dues  were  concerned,  was  certainly 
the  cheapest  port  in  Europe.    As  far  as 
the  money  which  went  to  keep  up  the 
waterway  was  concerned,  the  port  author- 
ity received  lower  dues  in  London  than  it 
did  in  any  port  in  Europe.    The  charges 
of  the  Thames  Conservancy  were  j|d.  per 
ton  for  coastwise  trade,  and  ]d.  per  ton  for 
the  trade  in  and  out,  and  in  return  for 
this   miserable   pittance  they  had   cer- 
tainly very  important  duties  to  perform. 
In  the  first  place,  dredging  was  com- 
netted    to  the   charge    of   the   Thames 
Conservancy.    They  were  the  only  body 
authorised  to  carry  it  out,  and  it  was 
perfectly  obvious  that   with  the  small 
sum  of  money  which  the  Thames  Con- 
servancy received  it  was  absolutely  im- 
possible for  them  to  carry  out  any  of 
these  large  schemes  of  dredging  which 
were  carried  out  in  the  ports  abroad. 
They  all  knew  that  in  foreign  ports  th:  se 
ports   were   assisted   by   the   public   or 
municipal  funds.    That  had  not  been, 
as  regards  pubhc  funds,  the  practice  in 
this  country  ;   and  if  they  took  the  other 
ports  of  this  country,  they  found  that 
the  ports  were  maintained  by  charges 
which  were  levied  both  on  the  tonnage  of 
ships  and  by  dues  on  goods.    There  were 
no  dues  in  the  Port  of  London  on  goods, 
and   they  only  received   a   very  small 
return   from  the  tonnage  dues  on  the 
ships.     The  duties  of  the  Thames  Con- 
servancy were  first  of  all  the  dredging. 
They  had  expended  a  larger  proportion 
of   their   funds    in   dredging    than   any 
other  port.     During  last  year  they  spent 
something    like    £27,000   in  that    way. 
Besides  that  the  duty  fell  on  the  Thames 
Conservancy  of  carrying  out  the  whole 
of  the  survey  of  the  port.     A  survey 
had  just    been    cx)mpleted.     Something 
like  £20,000  was  involved  in  the  survey 
of  the  river  from  the  Nore  up  to  Graves- 
end,  and   something  like  £40,000  in  a 
survey  of  the  river  from  Gravesend  up  to 
London  Bridge.     They  provided  moorage 
and    anchorage     free ;     they    provided 
Mr.  GrenleU. 


causeways  and  landing  stairs,  and  so  od. 
Besides  all   this  they  had   to  regulate 
the    traffic,    and    were    the    guardian?;^ 
of  the  shipping  against  the  dargers  of 
explosives.     That  was  a  great  deal    of 
service  for  very  small  dues,  and  it  could 
not,    therefore,    be    surprising    that    iii 
a  large  scheme  of  dredging  such  as  must 
be  carried  out  in  the  Port  of  LondoD^ 
the  Thames  Conservancv  should  como 
to  the  House  and  ask  for  more  money 
to  enable  them  to  carry  out  those  duties. 

The  scheme  as  defined  in  the  Bill  was 
founded   on  the   Report  of  the   Royal 
Commission.    A  large   sum  of  money,. 
£3,000,000,  was   to    be    borrowed^  and 
the  dredging  was  to  be  carried  out  from 
the  Nore  right  up  to  the  Royal  Albert 
Docks.     Under    the    Bill    the    Thames 
Conservancy    would    finance    itself     in 
carrymg  out  these  large  improvements. 
It  was  proposed  in  the  first  place   to 
levy  dues  on  goods,  as  was  done  at  other 
ports,  to  increase  the  dues  upon  ship- 
ping,  and  to  levy  dues  on  barges.    The 
Thames  Conservancy  provided  seventy- 
two  moorings  for  barges  free,  and  there 
were   something  like    12,000   barges   in 
the  Port  of  London,  which  went  in  and 
out  of  the  docks  and  used  the  river*     It 
was  also  proposed  in  the  Bill  to  give  in- 
creased    representation    to    shipowners 
and    traders    in    accordance     with    the 
reconmiendations    of   the    Royal    Com- 
mission. 

There    was    one     matter    which    he 
would  venture  to  draw  the  attention  of 
the   Government    to    for  a   very  short 
space  of  time,  and  that  was  the  danger 
under    which  the  Port  of  London  lay 
with     regard    to    dangerous    oils.     The 
Thames    Conservancy  had  already  ap- 
proached   the  Board  of  Trade,  and  he 
believed  the   Board  ol  Trade  had  been 
in  communication  with  the  Home  Ofiice 
on  the  subject,    but  he  would  like  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  for  one 
moment  to  one  fact.     Though  the  very 
greatest  care   was   taken     with  regard 
to  the  carriage  of  these   dangerous  and 
inflammable     oils    up    the    river — they 
were   only   allowed   to   carry    them   in 
certain  ships  which  had  been  inspected, 
and  to  deposit  them  in  certain  places — 
when  these  dangerous  and  inflammable 
oik   went    down    the    river    there    was 
absolutely  no  care  taken    to  see  that 
they  did  not  endanger,  by  accident  or 
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<;rimiiial  neglect,  the  enormous  amount 
of  shipping— 33,000,000  tons  in  the  Port 
with  12,000  barges — and  all  the  quays 
and    docks   with   which   the   river  was 


so  olosely  studded.  Therefore  he  wished 
Tespectfuily  and  publicly  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  Hom^  Office,  and  also 
the  attention  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
to  this  lamentable  state  of  affairs.  Some 
of   the  members  of  the   Thames  Con- 


river  bank.  There  was  also  the  danger 
of  starting  running  water,  and  there  was 
a  still  greater  danger  of  starting  running 
sand,  which  he  believed  would  be  a  very 
difficult  matter  to  deal  with.  In  regard 
to  a  narrow  channel  on  the  river,  he  had 
had  conversations  with  the  dockowners, 
and  they  told  him  that  at  low  water 
with  a  channel  only  600  feet  wide, 
with  ships  600  feet  long,  very  few  pilots 


servanoy  made   a   few  experiments,    on  i  would  have  the  courage,  or  rather  the 


-a  small  scale  only,  with  regard  to  some 
of  these  inflammable  oils.  They  put  some 
on  the  water,  and  lit  it  with  a  match, 
^-tnd   convinced    themselves    that   there 


audacity,  to  bring  ships  up.  These  and 
many  other  considerations  with  which  he 
would  not  weary  the  House  had  led  him 
to  try  to  see  himself,  in  a  humble  way, 


was  a  very  terrible  danger  indeed.         I  if  he  could  not  suggest  to  the  House  a 

I  somewhat  humbler  scheme,  at  all  events. 
It  was  the  scheme  of  the  Thames  Con-  i  a  scheme  which  had  had  in  the  past  a 
«ervancy  under  this  Bill  to  carry  out  very  preat  deal  of  support,  the  unanimous 
the  recommendations  of  the  Royal  Com-  '  support,  of  two  important  inquiries  held 
mission.  Bat  anyone  who  had  made  '  into  this  subject, 
himself  at  all  conversant  with  the  in- ! 

tricate  nature  of  the  interests  on  the  •  Giving  up  this  scheme  of  dredging 
Thames,  the  interest  of  the  docks,  the  out  the  river  fifteen  feet  right  up  to 
interests  of  the  wharfingers,  the  in-  London,  they  found  if  they  went 
terests  of  the  barge-owners,  and  the  lower  down  they  came  across  a  portion 
interests  of  the  traders,  could  not  but '  of  the  river  as  to  which  it  had  been  un- 
feel  that  this  scheme  was  certainly  not '  animously  stated  that  it  was  absolutely 
of  a  character  to  be  a  settlement  of  the  necessary  that  there  should  be  deep  water, 
question  of  th6  Port  of  London.  The  at  least  thirty  feet.  That  portion  of  the 
Thames  Conservancy  were  fully  alive  to  river,  twenty-one  and  a  -  half  miles, 
the  absolute  neccssit}  of  some  real  extended  from  the  Nore  to  Gravesend.  In 
attempt  being  made  to  try  to  bring  1896  a  Conmiission  was  appointed,  the 
together  all  those  divergent  interests.  Lower  Thames  Navigation  Commission, 
•and  to  bring  a  Bill  to  the  House  of  Com-  whose  special  duty  it  was  to  inquire  into 
mons  which  would  have  the  consent  this  portion  of  the  river  and  to  make  re- 
and  the  concurrence  at  all  events  of  a  commendations.  This  Lower  Thames 
very  large  proportion  of  all  those  bodies.  Navigation  Commission  unanimously  re- 
It  was  a  very  difficult  task,  and  it  might  ported  that  one  of  the  first  essentials  to 
be  an  impossible  task ;  but  still  if  the  be  provided  in  the  river  was  a  channel 
attempt  was  made,  and  then  representa-  thirty  feet  deep  and  1,000  feet  wide  from 
tions  were  made  to  the  Government  of  the  Nore  to  Gravesend.  The  reasons 
the  day  on  that  basis,  he  felt  confident  they  gave  for  this  were,  that  it  would  be 
something  would  be  done  for  the  Port  greatly  to  the  interests  of  the  Port  of 
of  London  on  a  big  scale,  which  might  London  if  any  ship  leaving  the  river 
bring  it  up  to  date.  This  scheme  was  outward  bound  could  be  absolutely 
practically  a  dredging  scheme.  He  dif-  certain  that  when  it  got  to  Gravesend, 
fered  to  some  extent  with  the  very  im-  whatever  the  state  of  the  tide,  it  could 
portant  Report,  the  admirable  Report,  continue  its  journey,  and  if  howemard 
of  the  Royal  Commission,  with  regard  to  bound  that  at  the  lowest  state  of  the  tide 
the  dredging  scheme.  Being  more  or  it  could  be  absolutely  certain  of  getting 
less  conversant  with  the  river,  he  felt  up  to  Gravesend,  in  which  case  they  would 
rather  doubtful  himself  as  to  the  pro-  very  often  save  a  tide  later  on.  This 
priety  and  necessity  of  a  deep  narrow  view  was  supported  by  all  the  ship- 
channel  right  up  into  the  heart  of  London,  owners  who  were  examined  before  that 
He  felt  that  there  were  many  difficulties  body.  They  all  expressed  themselves 
in  regard  to  that  scheme  besides  its  strongly  in  favour  of  the  thirty -feet 
•expense.    There  was  a  danger  to  the    channel  from  the  Nore  to  Gravesend.     Ip 

VOL.  CXLVI    [Fourth  Series.]  X 


567 


Finance 


{COMMONS} 


BiU. 


56^ 


addition  to  that  the  evidence  subse- 
quently taken  by  the  Royal  Commission 
unanimously  endorsed  their  view  that 
there  should  be  a  deep-water  channel 
up  to  Oravesend.  The  short-sea  trader 
might  naturally  think  that  as  his  vessel 
did  not  draw  much  water  a  deep  channel 
from  Gravesend  outward  would  not  be 
a  matter  of  very  great  importance  to  him, 
but  some  of  these  short-sea  traders  took 
rather  a  wider  view  of  the  matter  as  to 
what  might  happen.  They  testified  that 
their  prosperity  depended  upon  the 
prosperity  of  the  port,  that  the  interests 
of  the  smaller  vessels  were  bound  up  to  a 
large  extent  in  the  interests  of  the  larger 
ships,  and  that  if  larger  ships  came  to  the 
port  there  Would  be  more  work  for  the 
smaller  ships  to  do.  They  were  also 
face  to  face  with  this  fear,  that  if  real 
attempts  were  not  made  to  improve 
the  Port  of  London,  as  the  trade  now 
w  as  to  the  big  vessel,  the  Port  of  London 
might  lose  all  those  big  ships,  and  a  great 
deal  of  the  work  now  done  by  the  small 
vessels  would  be  driven  away  with  them. 
What  he  wanted  to  try  to  impress  on  the 
House  was  that  it  was  perhaps,  even  for 
shipowners,  not  a  wise  thing  to  take 
a  narrow  view  as  regards  this  matter, 
even  if  they  did  not  themselves  see  how 
they  were  going  to  benefit  by  the 
deepening  of  the  river.  If  the  river  was 
deep  enough  at  Gravesend  it  fell  in  with 
any  scheme  of  developing  the  port  that 
had  been  brought  to  the  public  notice. 
The  deepening  of  the  river  up  to  Graves- 
end must  be  done.  Therefore,  any 
money  which  was  spent  on  the  river 
below  Gravesend,  from  Gravesend  to 
the  sea,  was  money  that  certainly  would 
not  be  thrown  away,  but  which  would 
fall  in  with  any  scheme,  and  not  only 
with  any  scheme  but  with  any  body  which 
had  in  time  to  come  to  regulate  the  affairs 
of  this  port. 

That  being  the  case,  he  ventured  to  make 
the  following  proposition  to  the  House. 
Knowing  that  the  scheme  was  a  large 
scheme,  and  in  some  of  its  aspects  not  an 
entirely  satisfactory  scheme  of  settling  this 
great  matter,  he  ventured  to  suggest  that 
he  might  be  allowed  to  withdraw  all  those 
clauses  from  the  Bill  which  suggested 
interference  with  the  upper  river,  or  with 
the  Port  of  London  with  regard  to  dues, 
and  merely  to  retain  those  clauses  which 

Mr,  Orenfeil. 


would  enable  the  Thames  Conservancv 
to  carry  out  this  scheme  of  deepening 
the  river  from  the  Nore  to  Gravesend. 
and  also  give  them  the  means  of  obtain- 
ing a  certain  amount  of  the  expense 
of  that  deepening.  He  observed  that 
though  when  he  read  the  evidence  given 
before  these  various  CommissionB  the 
miUowners  were  unanimous  in  desiiing 
a  deep  channel,  when  he  talked  on  the 
subject  of  pa3rment  they  were  not  aa 
entirely  enthusiastic  as  they  were  before. 
An  outline  of  the  scheme  which  he  should 
lav  before  the  House  was  that  the  Thames 
Conservancy  should  be  empowered  to 
borrow  £400,000.  Their  contribution  to 
this  great  work  would  be  that  they  would 
borrow  this  great  amount  of  money^ 
and  would  be  liable  for  the  repayment 
of  interest  and  capital.  He  believed 
the  money  they  borrowed  before  they 
borrowed  at  3  per  cent,  with  1  per 
cent,  for  sinking  fund,  which  made  it 
4  per  cent.,  it  amounted  to  £16,00^) 
a  year  contribution  from  the  Thames 
Conservancy  for  fifty  years.  Then  he 
would  ask  the  shipowners  to  contribute 
something,  not  for  fifty  years  but  for 
three  years,  and  he  believed  that  during 
the  three  years  they  should  be  able  to 
complete  the  whole  of  this  scheme,  so  that 
there  would  be  from  Gravesend  to  the 
Nore  a  channel  thirty  feet  deep  at  ordinary 
low  water  spring  tide,  and  1,000  feet 
in  width.  As  he  had  already  said,  the 
only  dues  which  the  Thames  Conservancy 
levied  were  dues  on  ships,  and  they  were 
at  present  id.  coastwise  and  }d.  in  and 
out.  He  would  propose  at  this  period 
to  double  those  dues,  and  make  them 
Id.  and  1^.  He  need  not  go  tbroagh 
the  various  comparisons  of  the  port^, 
but  he  found  that  in  those  ports 
which  charged  dues  on  goods  the  charge 
would  be  a  great  deal  more  than  those 
increased  charges,  even  with  the  tonnage 
charge  on  ships.  He  thought  that  would 
be  a  scheme  that  at  all  events  would  be 
worth  while  the  consideration  of  this 
House  and  of  a  Committee  upstairs. 

The  position  was  this  :  Was  nothing  ta 
be  done  to  the  Port  of  London  for  the 
next  five  years  ?  He  had  proposed  a 
scheme  which  anyhow  would  fit  in  with 
any  scheme,  whatever  scheme  was  carried 
out  in  time  to  come.  He  ventured  to 
think  that  the  charges  were  not  gieat. 
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The  charge  for  three  years  even  on  the 
shipowners  was  not  a  large  charge.    The 
first  time   dues  on  tonnage  were    ever 
charged    in    the  Thames  was  in    1799, 
and     that     was    a    temporary    charge. 
They    were   lowered   in    1834,  and   had 
remained    at     that     low     figure    ever 
since,    although    the    demands    on    the 
Thames  Conservancy  had  heen  infinitely 
greater.     Nothing    could    he    done    to 
improve  the  Port  of  London  for  years 
unless  this  Bill  was  considered  by  the 
Committee    upsta'rs.     He    ventured    to 
think    that   the    House    would    take    a 
favourable  view  of  this  business  proposal 
he  had  put  before  them,  and  which  the 
House    would    have   the   power   of   re- 
considering  when   it   came   back   from 
Committee. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 


Sir  JAMES  JOICEY  (Durham,  Chester- 
le-Street.)  said  he  had  listened  to  the 
very    interesting    speech    of    the    hbn. 
Gentleman  who  had  moved  the  Second 
Heading  of  this  Bill.     He  was  bound  to 
say  that  he  had  been  surprised  at  the 
changes  the  hon.  Member  proposed  to 
make   in   the   Bill,   and   if   these   were 
carried  out  his  strong  opposition  to  the 
Bill   as  it  now  stood    would  disappear. 
The  policy  which  the  hon.  Oentleman 
was    pursuing    was    a    very    wise    one, 
because  if  those  changes  had  not  been 
made  the  most  strenuous  opposition  to 
it  would   have   been  offered   by  those 
whose  interests  would  have  been  affected. 
He  understood  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
was  going  to  abandon  altogether  all  the 
clauses  except  those  which  dealt  with 
dredging   the   river   from   the   Nore   to 
Gravesend.     No  one  was  more  anxious 
than  he  was  to  see  the  ports  of    the 
United  Eangdom  made  thoroughly  good. 
He  represented  a  part  of  the  north-east 
coast  of  England  which  had  spent  very 
large  sums  indeed  to  improve  the  rivers. 
He   recognised    that    it    was    necessary 
to  have  good  access  to  the  River  Thames, 
and  to  the  various  docks,  and  no  one,  he 
was  sure,   would   grudge   a   reasonable 
charge,  provided  they  were  likely  to  get 
^  good  share  of  the  benefit  which  would 
arise   from    that    expenditure.     In    his 
part  of  the  country  they  had  a  large 


number   of   coasters   trading   from   the 
Tyne   and   from    Scotland    to    London, 
the   present    depth    of   the   river    was 
as    much    as    they  required,   and  they 
felt     that     it    would    be    rather    hard 
that   they    should   be  called    upon    to 
pay    a    large    proportion    of    expendi- 
ture   for    the  deepening    of  the    river 
mainly  because  a  few  large  liners  might 
have    a    better    access    to     the  docks. 
The  people  who  used  the  docks  ought  to 
pay  for  that.     As  the  Uners  only  used 
the  river  perhaps  once  in  two  months, 
and  as  the  coasters  from  the  Tyne  and 
Scotland  practically  came  into  the  Thames 
every  week,  the  charge  put  upon  them, 
as  compared  with  the  large  ships,  would 
be  a  very  heavy  one  indeed.     He  would 
not  tie  himself  as  to  what  would  happen 
in  Committee  upstairs ;    but  after  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  statement  he  would  be 
disposed  to  vote  for  the  Second  Reading 
of  the  Bill     He  observed,  however,  that 
a  large  proportion  of  the    gentlemen  on 
the  Thames  Conservancy  were  not  dues 
payers.     He  had  had  experience  of  that 
kind  of  thing.     There  was  a  time  when 
the  whole  control  of  the  Tyne  was  in  the 
hands    of    the    Newcastle    Corporation. 
The  people  who  spent  the  money  which 
they  had  not  to  find  always  spent  it  in 
their  own   interests,  and   almost  every 
penny  that  was  got  from  shipping  dues 
was  spent  in  improving  the  town  and  not 
the  river.     An  Act  was  afterwards  passed 
appointing  a  Commission  for   the  Tyne, 
on  which   half   the   representation   was 
given  to  the  municipaUties  on  the  river, 
and  half  to  the  dues  payers,  while  three 
were  appointed  by  the  Board  of  Trade 
to  hold  the  balance.     He  thought  that 
the  dues  payers  were  entitled  to  half 
the   representation  on  the  Thames  Con- 
servancy. 


♦Sir  W.  hart  DYKE  (Kent,  Dart- 
ford)  congratulated  his  hon.  friend  no/ 
merely  for  the  deep  interest  which  he 
took  in  the  Thames,  but  also  for  the 
very  lucid  explanation  he  had  given  of 
the  objects  he  had  in  view.  It  seemed 
to  him,  however,  that  his  hon.  friend 
was  in  considerable  difficulty,  because 
the  changes  he  proposed  would  make  this 
practically  a  new  Bill,  and  unless  the  sail- 
ing-barge interests,  which  he  represented, 
were  satisfied  on  some  points  they  would 
object  to  sending  the  BiU  upstairs.     The 
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cement  and  other  trade  from  the 
Medway,  which  was  the  largest  in 
the  county  of  Kent,  represented  almost 
exclusively  the  sailing  and  other  barges 
plying  to  and  from  the  Thames,  and  it 
would  be  a  serious  thing  if  the  dues  on 
these  barges  were  doubled.  Many  of  these 
barges  also  were  engaged  in  carrying  raw 
material  up  to  the  docks  to  be  converted 
into  manufactured  goods.  A  Return  was 
obtained  by  the  Thames  Conservancy 
of  the  number  of  these  barges,  and  in  one 
waek  in  October  last  no  less  than 
2,005  passed  and  repassed  Graves- 
end.  The  barges  were  mainly  en- 
gaged in  the  cement  industry,  which 
gave  employment  to  something  hke 
10,000  men,  and  it  was  estimated  that 
the  proposed  charges  upon  them  would 
mean  an  extra  burden  of  from  £1,800  to 
£2,000  a  year.  That  was  a  serious  burden 
on  an  industry  already  in  great  difficulties 
as  regarded  foreign  competition,  and  in 
which  those  engaged  could  now  scarcely 
keep  their  heads  above  water. 

♦Mr.  RUNCIMAN  (Dewsbury)  said  he 
thought  the  hon.  Oentleman  was  to  be 
congratulated  on  having  dropped  three- 
fourths  of  his  Bill.  The  only  serious 
objection  taken  so  far  to  the  proposal 
as  it  now  stood  was  from  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Dartford.  He  quite  under- 
stood the  class  of  traffic  to  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  referred,  and  he 
would  remind  the  right  hon.  (Gentle- 
man that  all  barges  under  forty-five  tons 
register  could  enter  the  Thames  without 
paying  mooring  dues  or  dock  dues ;  so 
that  it  was  only  vessels  over  forty-five 
tons  which  were  hkely  to  be  touched 
by  the  proposal  of  the  Thames  Con- 
servancy as  it  now  stood.  He  was 
sure  that  the  great  improvements  made 
in  the  rivers  of  Scotland  or  England 
could  not  have  been  carried  out  suc- 
cessfully if  all  the  vessels  frequenting 
these  rivers  had  not  contributed  to  their 
upkeep.  The  Clyde  had  been  dredged 
to  a  great  depth  up  to  Glasgow 
at  enormous  expense.  Only  seventy 
years  ago  the  Clyde  was  a  muddy 
stream  which  at  Glasgow  it  was  possible 
to  wade  across.  Now,  vessels  drawing 
thirty  feet  could  go  up  to  Glasgow,  but 
all  the  vessels  using  the  Clyde  drawing 
nine  or  ten  feet  of  water  and  upwards 
had  contributed  their  quota  to  the  work 

Sir  W.  Haft'Dyke. 


of  deepening  the  river.  The  same 
held  good  of  the  Tyne.  It  was,  more- 
over,  obvious  that  any  general  extension 
of  the  trade  of  the  Port  of  London  would 
benefit  the  smaller  vessels  also.  He  was 
glad  to  hear  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
in  charge  of  the  Bill  was  going  to 
drop  the  scheme  for  tinkering  with  the 
Thames  Conservancy.  That  body  could 
not  be  maintained  as  at  present.  There 
should  be  a  new  port  authority  repre- 
senting all  the  users  of  the  river.  In 
regard  to  the  financial  proposals,  he 
trusted  that  the  principle  laid  down 
in  the  Bill  of  throwing  all  the  new  dues 
received  on  shipping  exclusively  would 
not  be  regarded  as  a  permanent  precedent 
for  the  future.  The  period  of  fifty  years 
for  the  repayment  of  loans  for  dredging 
was  absurd.  No  one  could  maintain 
that  the  work  from  Gravesend  to  the 
Nore  would  not  have  to  be  redredged 
at  least  every  ten  not  every  fifty  years. 
He  thought  these  financial  proposals 
were  unsound,  and  would  not  be 
tolerated  in  the  case  of  any  municipal 
scheme. 


Mr.  DAVID  MORGAN  (Essex,  Wal- 
thamstow)  said  he  understood  that  the 
Bill  which  they  were  asked  to  give  a 
Second   Reading  to   was  to  consist  of 
only  Clauses  3,  4,  9,  and  10.    As  chair- 
man of  a  dock  company  which  had  just 
spend  £1,000,000  on  new  entrances  they 
naturally    wanted    more    water.    They 
looked  upon  this  movement  as  the  begin- 
ning of  the  work,  and  they  hoped  to  see 
not  only  a  deep-water  channel  from  the 
Nore  to  Gravesend,  but  in  the  higher 
reaches  of  the  river  also.     He  thought 
the     hon.    Grentleman    was    very    well 
advised  in  altering  the  Bill,  because  as 
originally  introduced  it  would  have  been 
most  strenuously  opposed  by  most  of 
the  users  of  the  Port  of  London.     There 
was  an  important  question  regarding  the 
safety  of  the  banks  when  dredging  took 
place.     In   the    county  of    Essex  there 
was  a  large  stretch  of  land  which  was 
below  the  level  of  the  river  and  which 
would  be  flooded  if  due  care  was  not 
taken  to  prevent  the  weakening  of  the 
banks  of  the  river,  and  he  hoped  that 
the  Committee  upstairs  would  see  that, 
in  carrying  out  the  work  of  dredging  to 
an  extra  depth,  the    banks  would  bo 
properly  protected. 
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Mb.  JOHN  BURNS  (Battersea)  said 
that  the  Thames  Conservancy  was 
to  be  congratulated  on  its  new 
official  representative ;  and,  personally, 
he  congratulated  that  body  on 
the  change  of  its  chairman,  who 
had  made  a  bad  Bill  a  little 
better.  So  far  so  good  ;  but  they  must 
not  allow  their  congratulations  to 
the  new  chairman  to  carry  them 
into  depths  of  unsound  finance.  He 
could  not  help  being  struck  by  the  speech 
of  the  new  chairman  of  the  Thames  Con- 
servancy when  he  said  despairingly,  cer- 
tainly feelingly,  "  Is  nothing  to  be  done 
for  the  Port  of  London  ?  "  Why  did  he 
not  say  that  a  year  ago,  when  the  Govern- 
ment introduced  a  Port  of  London  Bill  ? 
Then  the  Thames  Conservancy  had  an 
opportimity  of  getting  what  they  were 
asking  for  now  in  the  remnant  of  this  Bill, 
the  effect  of  which  would  have  been  not 
only  to  benefit  large  ships  from  the  Nore 
to  Gravesend,  but  which  have  benefited 
the  small  vessels  which  carried  cargo 
from  Gravesend  to  Teddington  Lock. 
But  many  members  of  the  Thames  Con- 
servancy had  done  their  best  to  oppose 
the  Government  Bill,  and  it  had  been 
dropped.  Another  body  brought  in  a 
Bill — he  meant  the  London  County  Coun- 
cil— ^the  object  of  which  was  to  carry  out 
what  the  Grovemment  proposed  to  do, 
but  to  do  it  under  circumstances  where 
London,  as  a  whole,  would  contribute 
more  from  the  common  treasury  towards 
the  improvement  of  the  river,  and  the 
result  of  which  would  have  been  a 
smaller  charge  on  goods  than  was 
proposed  in  this  attenuated  Bill. 

The  Thames  Conservancy  had  always 
pursued  a  dog-in-the-manger  policy 
on  this  subject.  He,  himself, 
on  the  Rivers  Committee  of  the 
London  County  Council,  had  moved  a 
resolution  to  make  a  free  gift  of 
£2,500,000  for  the  improvement  of  the 
river,  so  important  did  he  believe  was 
it  that  the  Port  of  London  should  be 
developed.  But  that  proposal  was  not 
received  as  it  might  have  been.  Both 
the  Government  and  the  County  Council's 
Bills  had  been  cast  aside,  and  now  the 
Thames  -Conservancy  came  forward 
tardily  with  a  Bill  of  their  own,  nine- 
tenths  of  which  had  to  be  jettisoned. 

What    had    happened    was    that    nine- 


tenths  of  this  bad  Bill  had  been 
jettisoned,  and  the  chairman  had  been 
thrown  over  with  it.  The  only  proposal 
was  that  the  Thames  Conservancy  should 
be  allowed  to  spend  £400,000  on  dredging 
the  river  from  the  Nore  to  Gravesend, 
and  to  get  that  money  back  they  pro- 
posed to  double  their  dues  on  shipping. 
That,  of  course,  was  a  matter  for  the 
shipowners  to  fight  out  with  the  Thames 
Conservancy,  but,  in  his  opinion,  the 
doubling  of  the  dues  would  afiect  some 
interests  far  more  prejudicially  than 
the  promoters  of  the  Bill  were  inclined 
to  admit.  If  they  were  going  to  improve 
the  River  Thames  to  the  extent  of  the 
demands  made  upon  it,  £400,000  was  a 
miserably  inadequate  sum  for  that  purpose. 
Why  should  that  part  of  the  river  from 
Gravesend  to  Teddington  Lock  be 
ignored  ?  He  conceded  that  this  project 
would  admit  a  large  number  of  sbips  from 
the  Nore  to  Gravesend,  but  there  were  a 
large  number  of  ships  of  betweer  1,00  > 
and  3,000  tonnage  that  did  a  great  deal 
of  trade  who  would  not  be  benefitted. 
He  alluded  to  the  smaller  class  of  crafts 
which  traded  between  GraVesend  and 
Battersea,  which  carried  north  country 
coal  to  the  Beckton  Gas  Works  and  the 
South  Metropolitan  Gas  Works,  also  to 
the  colliers  canying  900  tons  up  to  Nine 
Elms  and  Battersea.  All  these  vessels 
would  have  to  contribute  to  the  double 
duty  on  shipping  while  they  would  get 
absolutely  no  advantage  or  benefit  from 
this  expenditure,  which  would  be  laid  out 
for  the  benefit  of  the  liner.  "  Tha  liner 
was  a  lady,"  and  as  usual  the  lady  was 
going  to  have  the  best  of  the  bargain. 
But  the  bulk  of  the  regular  trade  was 
done  not  by  large  vessels  but  by  these 
small  ships.  He  hoped  if  the  Bill  was 
allowed  to  go  to  a  Committee  that  these 
points  would  be  considered,  as  he  was 
sure  that  the  wharfingers,  the  gas  works, 
and  the  electric  lighting  companies,  who 
did  not  depend  upon  the  big  steamers  for 
their  coal,  would  between  now  and  next 
year  get  up  an  agitation  against  the  very 
large  vessels  having  a  monopoly  of  the 
result  of  all  this  expenditure  while  those 
vessels  which  used  the  river  most  and 
paid  the  most  rates  did  not  get  an  equit- 
able share  of  the  benefits  conferred  by 
the  Act.  This  was  only  one  of  the  many 
anomaUes  which  he  might  point  out.     He 
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of  the  river,  by  whomsoever  it  Was  done, 
but  he  did  not  wish  the  members  of  the 
Thames  Conservancy  to  humbug  them- 
selves into  the  idea  that  the  outlay  of 
£400,000  was  going  to  put  the  Thames 
in  proper  order.  London  owed  a  great 
debt  to  the  chaLman  of  the  Thames  Con- 
servancy for  the  great  attention  he  had 
given  to  the  River  Thames,  but  he  would 
put  the  point  to  him  that  even  supposing 
they  spent  £400,000  in  dredging  it  thirty 
feet  deep  what  was  to  prevent  silting 
down,  which  would  cause  them  to  spend 
three  or  four  times  the  amount  now  con- 
templated. 

All  the  difficulty  arose  because  the 
authorities  had  not  the  courage  to  do 
what  they  ought  to  have  done.  The 
Government  introduced  a  Bill  which 
dealt  with  the  River  Thames  from  above 
bridge  and  below  bridge  as  one  whole, 
aid  asked  not  for  £400,000  but  for 
£2,000,000  or  £3,000,000.  If  that  had 
been  done  they  would  have  got  a  good 
river  and  adequate  dredging  from  the 
Nore  up  to  Teddington  Lock.  London 
did  rot  ask  for  anything  extravagant — 
nothing  like  what  Antwerp  and  Bristol 
were  doing.  These  two  ports  were  spend- 
ing ten  times  as  much  as  London  on  their 
rivers  and  ports,  which  had  not  the 
physical  or  natural  advantage  which 
Father  Thames  had.  The  Thames 
Conservancy,  however,  would  not  agree 
with  the  Government  measure  and  they 
also  would  have  nothing  to  do  with  the 
County  Council,  but  they  brought  in  a 
Bin  intrinsically  bad  and  they  asked  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  to  let  some  portion  of  it 
through,  because  they  aU  knew  that  this 
neglect  of  the  dredging  of  the  river — that 
this  dilly-dallying  with  the  River  Thames 
was  a  commercial  me  nance  to  the  Port  of 
London,  and  that  this  little  concession 
which  was  to  be  given  to  the  Thames 
Conservancy  or  to  its  new  chairman  was 
one  which  would  have  to  be  renewed  two 
years,  or  at  all  events  five  or  six  years, 
hence.  Their  action  hitherto  had  been 
miserably  inadequate  to  bring  the  river 
up  to  a  reasonable  standard  of  depth  and 
efficiency  but,  being  a  county  councillor, 
he  was  a  reasonable  man.  Coming  from 
Spring  Gardens,  one  was  necessarily 
charitable  and  tolerant,  and  he  was  dis- 
posed to  vote  for  the  proposal  of  the  new 
chairman  upon  one  condition,  viz.,  that 

Mr.  John  Burns. 


he  did  not  alter  the  personnel  or  the 
constitution,  that  he   abandoned  ever\- 
thing  in  the   Bill  except  the  £400,000 
for  dredging,  and  that  he  would  put  in  in 
Committee   a   provision  by   which   the 
owners  of  the  smaller  vessels  should  be 
equally  protected  with  the  owners  of  the 
larger  vessels  which  used  the  lower  reaches. 
If  he  would  do  that,  then  he  was    not 
disposed  to  vote  against  him.     He  said 
I  this,  however,  to  the  Government,  that 
;  whatever  the  hon.  Member  who  intro- 
duced   this    Bill    did,    a    tremendous 
responsibility    rested    upon    the    Board 
of    Trade.    With    all  its   shortcomings 
and  defects,  we  had   the   largest   port 
in    the     world     and     15,000,000     tons 
coming  from  all  comers  of  the  earth 
and  from  every  sea  and  region  entered 
it,  and  he  believed  that  if  we  had  a  port 
worthy  of  its  name  and  the  river  we  had, 
that  15,000,000  ought  to  be  22,000,000 
within   the   next   five   years.     Yet   the 
Grovemment,  filled  with  the  craven  fear 
of  being  great,  because  Sir  F.   Dixon- 
Hartland  held  a  blunderbuss  at   their 
heads,   ran   away    and    neglected    their 
Imperial    duty    and    their    commercial 
liabilities. 

What  were  they  going  to  do  with 
this  Bill?  Were  they  going  to  regard 
this  miserable  proposal  as  the  last 
word  on  the  port  and  ri^ier  of  London  ? 
If  so,  they  were  evading  their  duty. 
Their  duty  was  to  take  this  little  Bill 
as  a  last  concession  to  a  dying  body — 
a  body  which  he  would,  if  he  had  his  way, 
take  out  to  the  Nore  to-morrow  and 
drown  without  the  least  compunction. 
Were  the  Government  going  to  regard 
this  little  Bill  as  entirely  a  temporary 
concession  to  tide  over  a  temporary 
difficulty  until  the  Board  did  what  they 
were  authorised  to  do,  and  that  was, 
look  at  this  question  from  the  Imperial 
point  of  view  ?  They  had  hitherto  been 
looking  at  it  from  the  point  of  view 
of  pettifogging  ve8tr3rmen,  who  had 
a  ditch  to  look  after  instead  of  the 
finest  river  in  the  world.  Were  the 
Grovemment  going  to  treat  this  as  the 
final  word  or  as  a  mere  temporary  ex- 
pedient? He  could  assure  the  Govern- 
ment that  if  they  did  not  do  something 
for  dredging,  deepening,  and  improving 
the  river  they  would,  three  or  four  yeais 
hence,  be  confronted  by  the  hon.  Member 
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for  Walthamstow,  the  bon.  Member  for 
Tilbniy,  and  otbeis,  wbo  would  unite 
to  save  London  from  a  Grovenunent  wbicb 
iiad  been  too  feeble  in  promoting  the 
interests  of  the  river,  and  had  not 
liad  the  moral  courage  to  face  its  respon- 
sibilities. But  he  saw  from  the  general 
attitude  of  the  representative  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  that  they  were  going  to 
adopt  his  view,  and  that  they  would  place 
this  Bill  as  a  temporary  expedient  in 
the  hands  of  the  Thames  Conservancy  to 
get  over  a  difficulty.  If  the  Government 
took  that  view,  and  it  was  the  only 
statesmanlike  view,  he  would  not  oppose 
the  Bill.  He  hoped,  however,  that  the 
Oovemment  would  see  that  the  officers 
of  the  Thames  Conservancy,  more  dis- 
ingenuous than  the  chairman,  did  not 
use  the  measure  to  fasten  the  Thames 
Conservancy  on  the  London  river  and  the 
London  port.  If  the  Government  would 
view  the  Bill  as  he  did,  as  merely  helping 
lame  dogs  over  a  stile,  and  enabling  the 
Thames  Conservancy  to  justify  its 
•existence  foT  the  next  two  years,  he  was 
^villing  to  vote  for  the  Second  Reading. 

*SiB  ALBERT  ROLLIT  (Islington,  S.) 
said  he  had  supported  the  Government 
Bill  for  this  purpose,  and  also  the  Bill  of 
the  London  County  Council,  and  he  was 
;glad  to  say  that  he  could  support  that 
the  residue  of  this  proposal  should  go 
to  the  Committee.  This  question  was 
vital  to  the  interests  of  London  as  a  port. 
Unless  London  was  made  a  deep  and  a 
•cheap  port  they  would  soon  be  lament- 
ing not  only  the  languishing,  but 
^departing,  trade,  and  the  commercial 
pre-eminence  which  London  had  hitherto 
•enjoyed.  There  was  one  advantage  in 
regard  to  the  discussion  of  the  previous 
BiUs.  London  and  the  House  had  at  last 
realised  that  it  was  not  a  question  whether 
the  trade  of  London  had  been  somewhat 
increasing,  but  it  was  a  question  of  what 
might  have  been  the  increase  of  trade 
in  London,  as  at  other  ports  both  at 
iiome  and  abroad,  if  proper  facilities  had 
been  given.  The  trade  of  the  port  of 
London  suffered  a  slight  decrease  last 
year,  although  previously  there  had  been 
Blight  increases,  and  the  shipping  ha 
nearly  doubletd  during  the  last  thirty 
jears.  The  trade  of  Antwerp,  how- 
ever, had  doubled  in  the  last  ten  years. 


!  He  remembered   the    chairman   of  the 
]  Thames   Conservancy  advising  his  col- 
I  leagues  to  go  to  Antwerp,  and  if  they  did 
I  he  was  sure  they  would  be  astonished 
I  at  what  had  been  accomplished.     There 
was  now  a  deepened  and  straightened 
river  and  excellent  access  to  the  port, 
and  there  was  at  this  moment  a  proposal 
to  spend   £10,000,000  more    money  on 
diverting    and   straightening    the    river 
at      the      last     awkward     bend     into 
Antwerp     itself.      That    would     make 
Antwerp   the   best   port   in   the   whole 
world,  and  they  had  to  take  care  that 
London  was  similarly  armed,  and  that 
our  port  was  made  accessible  and  con- 
venient, with  one  port  authority  char;:ed 
with  its  equipment  and  the  management 
of  its  trade. 

One  recommendation  of  this  Bill  as 
it  now  stood  was  the  withdrawal  of 
the  proposed  dues  on  goods.  The  London 
Chamber  of  Commerce  had  fought  this 
question  of  keeping  London  a  free 
port  in  the  Courts  and  in  Parliament 
for  many  years,  and  this  was  the  most 
important  consideration.  They  not  only, 
as  he  had  saidg,  wanted  a  deep  port  but 
a  cheap  port,  such  as  Hull  was  com- 
pared with  London  even  for  delivery  on 
to  quiy.  The  Bill  now  became  nearly 
d  pure  Conservancy  Bill,  and  though  it 
only  dealt  with  one  section  of  the  river 
the  other  sections  would  have  to  be 
dealt  with,  but  the  Bill  was  consistent 
with  that.  He  understood  from  his 
hon.  friend  that  thii  proposal  to  repeal 
the  present  exemption  from  taxation  of 
small  vessels  below  forty-five  tons  would 
not  now  be  dealt  with  by  this  Bill.  It 
was  a  well  established-exemption,  and  he 
thought  it  was  based  upon  a  correct 
principle.  The  very  small  coasting  and 
trading  vessels  which  dealt  with  a  very 
large  amount  of  the  cement  and  other 
of  the  Medway  and  coastwise  trades  of 
London  should  not  contribute  like  the 
larger  vessels.  At  any  rate,  they  should 
not  contribute  in  the  same  degree  as  the 
larger  vessels,  to  which  this  dredging 
of  the  channel  was  absolutely  essential, 
a  difierentiation  for  which  there  was  a 
precedent  at  Liverpool.  He  understood 
that  his  hon.  friend  would  not  insist 
upon  the  repeal  of  the  exemption,  and^ 
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therefoie,  and  upon  that  understanding  !  them  out  and  drown  them.  He  gathered 
which  he  had  given  him  personally,  and !  that  it  was  a  metaphorical  expression, 
which  he  was  glad  to  hear  he  now  i  even  in  regard  to  the  Thames  Con- 
confiimed,  he  heartily  supported  this  i  servancy,  though  the  hon.  Member  seemed: 
measure,  which  he  believed  would  be  ,  to  intimate  that  he  had  been  doing  his- 
a  great  step  in  the  direction  of  making  best  to  do  the  same  in  regard  to  the 
London  a  modem  port.  Grovernment,    but    they    on    that    side 

I  might  have  the  satisfaction  of  knowing^ 
The     parliamentary     SECRE-  j  that  there  would  be  a  Kood  deal  more 
TARY   TO  THE    BOARD    op    TRADE  I  dredging   to  be  done    before  the  hon^ 
(Mr.     BoNAR    Law,    Glasgow,     Black-  ;  Member  could  succeed  in  his  object, 
friars),  as    representing    the  Board    of 


Trade,  said   that   they  had  considered 
this  Bill  and  had  come  to  the  conclusion 


Sir  CARNB  RASCH  (Essex,  Chelms- 
ford) said  that  certainly    the   London 


that  it  must  be  opposed,  and  not  only  so    County  Council  were  not  possessed  of  the 
but  they  had  intimated  to  the  various  I  craven  fear  of  being  great  as  the  hon.  Mem- 
public  bodies  who  had  the  right  to  ask  ,  ber  said  of  the  Government.  Although  the 
th>ir  opinion  that  it  was  their  intention    Government  had  spoken,  he  hoped  the 
to  prevent. the  Bill  being  passed.    He    House    would   allow   a   man   who   had 
did  not  feel,  however,  that  the  pledge  '  represented     Tilbury     Docks    and     the 
given  in  regard  to  the  Bill  bound  him    estuary  of  the  Thames  for  fourteen  years 
at  all  in  regard  to  these  proposals  of  his    to  say  a  few  words.    He  thought  it  wa& 
hon.  friend.    Everyone  would  agree  that   rather  hard  that  a  trade  which  had  not 
it  was  not  the  same  Bill.    He  should  <  been  consulted,  and  which  did  not  want 
like,  if   his   hon.   friend    would  permit   this  deepening  of  the  channel,  should  be 
him,  to  add  to  the  congratulations  which    made  to  pay  for  it.    He  alluded  to  the 
had  already  been  bestowed  upon  him    lighters  and  barges  used  in  connection 
not  only  on  account  of  his  speech  but   with  the  cement  trade,  of  which  there^ 
still  more  for  the  credit  which  he  deserved    were  about  a  thousand.    They  plied  up 
for  having  made  a  proposal  which  was    and  down  the  river  drawing  about  seven 
really  practical,  and  with  the  principle    feet  of  water,  and  they  would  get  no- 
of  which  nearly  all  were  in  agreement,    benefit   out   of  the   change  which   was 
He  felt,    however,  this   difficulty,  that   proposed.    It    was    all    very    well    for 
owing  to  circumstances,  for  which  the  ,  coal  tramps  and  ocean  liners  which  went 
hon.  Member  was  not  in  the  least  to    to  Tilbury  Dock.    They  got  advantage* 
blame,  they  did  not  have  notice  of  the  i  and   they   should   pay   for   it.     In   the 
present   proposal   in   time    to   consider   distressful    county   in  which  he  had  a 
It  on  its  merits,  but  he  dared  sav  that  i  seat  one  of  the  few  successful  trades  was. 
there  were  many  objections  which  they    the  cement  trade  on  the  banks  of  the 
would  have  realised  more  fully  if  they  had  !  Thames,  and  the  members  of  that  trade 
had  time  to  thoroughly  go  into  the  matter,    would    receive    with    considerable    dis- 
It    was    therefore    for    the    House    to  i  favour    any   proposition    of   this   kind, 
decide    whether    or    not    this    scheme  i  or  any  attempt  to  penalise  them.    Then 
deserved  to  be  sent  up  to  a  Committee  ;  as  to  sea  walls,  he  might  point  out  that  a. 
to  be  considered  on  its  merits — personally,  'great  part  of  the  county  of  Essex  was 
he  thought  it  did.    He  was  not  going  to  i  below  the  level  of  the  German  Ocean,, 
reply  at  any  length  to  the  remarks  of  I  and  sea  walls  were  necessary  for  their 
the      hon.      Member      for     Battersea.  I  salvation.     In    the  division    he    repre- 
The     hon.     Member     said      that      he  i  sented  frequently  in  the  middle  of  the. 
would    be    glad    if    in    regard    to  this    night  people  used  to  be  called  up  to^ 
question  they  adopted  his  advice;  well,    repair  the  sea  wall  lest  they  should  be 
they    did     so.     Another    thing    which   drowned.      On     the     estuary     of     the 
rather  pleased  him  in  the  hon.  Member's   Thames    the    sea    wall   played    a    very- 
speech  was  that  although  he  said  a  great   important  part.    No  man  would  know- 
many  hard  things  about  the  Government,   infcly  take  a  farm  with  a  sea  wall  upon. 


he  did  not  go  quite  the  length  that  he 
went  with  regard  to  the  Thames  Con- 
servancy, and  did  not  propose  to  take 

Sir  Albert  RoUit. 


it,  and  no  man  would  take  a  farm 
when  the  sea  wall  was  liable  to  the  back- 
wash of  steamers  passing  up  and  downt 
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which  they  had  not  had  before,  but  which 
they  would  have  now.  He  thought  the 
two  classes  he  had  mentioned  should  be 
specially  protected. 

♦Sir  JOHN  BBXJNNER  (Cheshire, 
Northwich)  said  he  was  heartily  glad 
that  there  was  to  be  an  improvement  in 
the  River  Thames,  and  he  was  very  sorry 
that  the  Government  apparently  took 
so  little  interest  in  the  matter.  He  had 
declared  in  that  House  more  than  once 
that  he  was  very  dred  of  the  squandering 
of  our  national  funds  in  different  parts 
of  the  earth,  and  if  the  Government 
a  good  many  years  ago  had  made  up 
their  minds  to  improve  the  Thames 
instead  of  building  a  railway  in  Uganda, 
the  Empire  would  have  been  greater 
to-dav.  He  had  to  thank  the  chairman 
of  the  Thames  Conservancy  for  bringing 
in  this  Bill,  though  he  hoped  he  would 
forgive  him  for  saying  that  the  Thames 
Conservancy,  as  at  present  constituted, 
was  not  a  body  which  should  do  the  work. 
The  House  did  not  realise  that  the  duties 
of  the  Thames  Conservancy  extended 
from  keeping  ditches  in  Gloucestershire 
in  a  sanitary  condition  down  to  the 
superintendence  of  the  shrimping  at 
Gravesend.  We  should  never  get  this 
work  done  in  a  business-like  wav  until 
we  divided  the  Thames  into  two  juris- 
dictions, with  Teddington  Lock  as  the 
dividing  point.  The  Thames  above  and 
below  that  point  was  entirely  different 
in  its  character.  The  Thames  where  it 
was  a  pleasure  resort  ought  to  be  governed 
by  a  separate  body  and  not  by  one  which 
was  interested  in  the  London  Docks  and 
in  trade.  An  hon.  Member  who  had  spoken 
a  few  minutes  before  spoke  of  the  work 
which  had  been  done  at  Antwerp,  but 
the  same  story  could  be  told  about 
every  nation  in  Europe,  about  our 
Colonies,  and  about  the  United  States. 
Everywhere  in  the  world  except  here  the 
whole  nation  worked  together.  It  was 
"  all  for  all,"  and  he  hoped  he  might 
live  to  see  the  day  when  the  House 
would  rise  to  the  height  of  their  great 
responsibility,  and  that  they  would  one 
and  all  join  together  in  working  for  the 
benefit  of  the  trade  at  home. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 


Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com- 
mitted. 

Captain  JESSEL  (St.  Pancras,  «.)» 
said  he  would  not  occupy  them  more  than 
a  minute  in  moving  the  instruction  of 
which  he  had  given  notice.  The  clause^ 
from  which  the  instruction  was  taken 
was  embodied  in  the  Port  of  London  Bill 
which  passed  the  Hybrid  Committee^ 
He  therefore  hoped  the  House  would 
accept  his  Motion.    He  begged  to  move^ 

Mr.  HERBERT  ROBERTSON  (Hack- 
ney,  S.)  seconded  the  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,. 
"  That  it  be  an  instruction  to  the  Com- 
mittee  on  the  Bill  to  insert  a  clause  to 
provide  that  the  Conservators  of  the 
River  Thames  shall  make  compensation 
to  all  persons  whose  property  or  work* 
are  damaged  by  or  in  consequence  of 
any  operations  of  the  Conservators  in 
connection  with  dredging  or  otherwise 
deepening  and  improving  the  channels- 
within  the  limits  defined  by  the  Bill,  and 
to  provide  that  any  dispute  or  difference 
arising  therefrom  shall  be  settled  by 
arbitration  under  the  Arbitration  Act, 
1889:'— (Captain  Jessd.) 

Mr  JOHN  BURNS  appealed  to  the 
House  not  to  support  the  instruction* 
The  residue  of  the  Bill  ought  to  go  to 
the  Committee  unconditionally.  The 
practice  of  moving  instructions  to  Com- 
mittees had  gone  too  far,  and  in  thia 
case  it  was  both  unreasonable  and  un- 
fair. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 


FINANCE  BILL. 

[Second  Reading.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  adjourned 
debate  on  Question  [15th  May],  "That 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time." 

Question  again  proposed. 

♦Mr.  CHANNING,  resuming  his  speech, 
said  the  main  issue  he  desired  to  bring 
before  the  House  was  the  relative  in- 
cidence of  taxation  upon  different  classes 
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of  taxpayers.  The  additional  expenditure 
of  £50,0C0,€C00  a  year  had  bc^en  estimated 
to  involve  extra  taxation  to  the  extent 
of  a  penny  per  working  day  upon  every 
man,  woman,  and  child  in  the  country. 
To  the  women  employed  in  "closing" 
Army  boots  whose  case  had  recently 
been  brought  to  the  notice  of  the 
House,  whose  wages  were  6s.  a  week, 
this  meant  that  one-twelfth  of  their 
wages  was  taken  as  a  contribution  to- 
wards the  expenses  of  the  State,  or  the 
equivalent  of  an  income-tax  of  18d.  in 
the  £.  This,  it  should  be  remembered, 
was  simply  for  the  additional  expenditure 
of  the  last  few  years  apart  from  other 
taxes.  Allowing  for  the  repayment  of 
capital  charges  for  military  and  naval 
works,  the  total  expenditure  on  war  and 
urmaments  during  the  last  ten  years 
amounted  to  something  like  £400,000,000. 
Through  the  policy  of  war,  expansion,  and 
reckless  Imperialism,  the  whole  of  that 
money  had  been  thrown  into  the  sea. 
Placed  at  5  per  cent,  the  mere  interest  on 
that  sum  would  have  provided  universal 
old-age  pensions  for  ever  without  any 
further  appeal  to  the  taxpayer.  In- 
vested in  small  holdings  at  rents  repre- 
senting 2  or  3  per  cent,  on  the  outlay, 
it  would  have  added  immensely  to  the 
happiness  of  the  people  and  provided 
a  revenue  more  than  sufficient  to  clear 
away  the  sugar  tax.  Or  if  the  interest 
had  been  applied  to  the  relief  of  rates, 
one  of  the  most  pressing  grievances  of  the 
people  might  have  been  removed  for  ever 
^o  far  as  the  majority  of  the  large  towns 
were  concerned.  These  were  tremendous 
facts.  The  whole  of  this  fund  had  been 
thrown  into  the  abyss  of  extra  vagance.and 
not  one  penny  would  ever  be  recovered. 
•\nd  what  had  been  the  effect  of  the  ex- 
travagance of  the  Government  upon  the 
value  of  securities  ?  On  Consols  and  the 
•chief  railway  and  colonial  stocks  there 
iiud  been  a  decrease  of  some  26  per  cent., 
which  meant  that  in  capital  values  an  in- 
come of  £10,000  in  1898  was  now  repre- 
sented by  only  £7,400.  For  that  the 
wealthy  had  to  thank  the  Government.  If 
that  were  the  effect  on  the  rich,  how  much 
more  serious  was  the  effect  on  the  poor. 

Even  if  the  increased  expenditure 
could  be  justified  on  the  ground  that 
the j^  total  wealth  of  the  community 
had  increased,  it  was  absolutely  unjust 

Mr.  Channing. 


to  raise  so  vast  a  sum  without  a 
scientific  investigation  and  thorough 
readjustment  of  the  incidence  of  taxa- 
tion upon  those  who  felt  the  burden  most 
severely.  It  was  no  answer  to  say  that 
the  nation  was  rich  enough.  Even  if 
that  were  true,  how  could  it  be  just  for 
the  Government  to  go  on  increasing  the 
burden  without  any  regard  for  the  peopl  * 
upon  whom  the  burden  pressed  with 
unexampled  and  cruel  severity.  The 
small  income-tax  payers,  a/ibd  sucti 
people  as  those  who  made  trousers  at 
2^.  per  pair,  had  a  tremendous  claim 
for  consideration.  There  had  been 
not  only  reckless  extravagance,  but 
a  cruel  negligence  of  the  fact  that  they 
were  asking  the  poor  man  to  pay  for 
extravagance  which  could  enrich  only  the 
wealthy  speculators  and  capitalists  whose 
fortunes  were  advanced  by  adventures 
abroad.  Income-tax  payers,  at  any  rate, 
knew  what  they  were  paying.  Succes- 
sive Chancellors  of  the  Exchequer  had 
declared  that  the  income-tax  ought  not  to 
be  raised  or  maintained  at  so  high  a  figure 
without  some  further  extension  of  exemp- 
tions to  persons  of  small  incomes,  and, 
as  in  former  years,  he  should  press 
strongly  for  some  consideration  of  the 
claims  of  the  small  income-tax  payers 
for  fiirther  relief.  The  so-called  equit- 
able division  between  direct  and  indirect 
taxation  was  an  absolute  and  trans- 
parent fallacy.  What  did  it  matter 
whether  indirect  taxation  was  53  or  49 
er  cent,  of  the  whole?  What  had  to 
e  considered  was  the  proportion  of  in- 
come paid  by  the  individual  to  the  ex- 
penses of  the  State. 

The  recent  Board  of  Trade  inquiries 
into  the  wages  and  expenditure  of 
tne  working  classes  afforded  an  admir- 
able means  of  testing  the  actual  incidence 
of  indirect  taxation.  The  Blue-book 
contained  a  very  large  number  of  family 
budgets,  from  which  it  appeared  that 
upon  wages  of  21s.  a  week,  the  duties 
payable  on  tea,  coffee,  and  sugar  alone 
amounted  to  nearly  7d.,  or  an  income- 
tax  of  6 '3d.  in  the  £.  On  wages  of  52s. 
the  same  duties  amounted  to  lid.,  re- 
presenting an  income-tax  of  4^d.  But 
the  corresponding  duties  in  the  case  of 
wealthy  people  represented  an  income- 
tax  of  only  a  penny  in  the  pound  on  an 
income  of  £1,500,  of  ^.  in  the  £  on  in- 
comes between  £3,000  and  £4,000,  and 
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of  |d.  in  the  £  on  incomes  of  £20,000. 
Those  figures  illustrated  the  enormous 
pressure  of  indirect  taxation  upon  the 
poor.  Having  regard  to  the  enormously 
^eater  pressure  of  indirect  taxation  upon 
the  poor,  and  especially  upon  the  lowest 
^prades  of  the  wage-earning  classes,  it 
was  an  intolerable  injustice  that  taxa- 
tion should  be  raised  to  so  high  a  point 
without  some  scientific  inquiry  into  its 
incidence  or  the  establishment  of  some 
machinery  by  which  the  pressure  upon 
the  poor  might  be  mitigated.  The 
enormous  burdens  imposed  by  the  pre- 
sent rat«  of  expenditure  were  not  only 
ruinous  to  the  country  as  a  whole,  but 
they  pressed  with  such  intolerable  in- 
justice upon  certain  sections  of  the  com- 
munity tiiat  he  wondered  the  people  did 
not  rebel  against  them. 
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♦Mb.  JOHN  WILSON  (Falkirk  Burghs) 
desired  to  associate  himself  with  those 
i^v'ho  had  protested  against  the  growing 
•expenditure  of  the  country.  The  fact 
that  the  ordinary  expenditure  of  the 
<ountry,  not  ' only  on  the  Army  and 
Navy,  but  on  all  the  branches  of 
the  S3rvice  had  risen  by  over  £50,000,000 
in  ten  years  was  viewed  with  pro- 
found dissatisfaction  throughout  the 
•country  and  had  done  more  than 
almost  anything  else  to  alienate  the 
people  from  the  Unionist  cause. 
With  regard  to  the  proposal  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Ealing  that 
an  inner  Committee  of  the  Cabinet 
should  be  constituted  to  check  expendi- 
ture, the  record  of  the  Cabinet  in  the 
matter  of  expenditure  connected  with 
the  South  Abican  War  was  such  that 
the  country  would  have  no  con- 
fidence  in  their  ability  to  form  an  effec- 
tive check.  A  committee  of  business 
men,  who  had  conducted  great  enterprises 
successfully,  and  whose  whole  training 
had  been  a  matter  of  saving  and  reduc- 
ing expenditure,  would  be  a  far  better 
body  for  the  purpose.  Such  men  were 
available  if  only  their  services  were 
sought ;  they  desired  no  place  or  reward, 
but  simply  to  place  tiieir  experience 
and  services  at  the  disposal  of  the  coun- 
try. There  was  a  feeling  of  deep  dissatis- 
iaotion  among  the  people  that  the  Trans- 
vaal war  contribution  of  £30,000,000  did 
not  appear  in  the  Finance  Bill  of  the  pre- 
sent year,  and  that  the  Grovernment  had 


not  made  that  payment  part  and  parcel 
of  the  new  Constitution.  It  had  been 
obtained  from  Parliament  on  the  expr«iss 
condition  that  it  would  be  repaid,  and 
the  late  Colonial  Secretary  had  ex- 
pressly stated  that  it  would  be.  The 
money  ought  to  have  been  paid 
long  ago,  and  on  this  point  he  dis- 
sociated himself  entirely  from  those 
of  his  hon.  friends  who  deprecated 
any  demand  being  made  upon  the 
Transvaal  for  payment.  In  opposition 
to  their  views  he  preferred  to  take  the 
opinion  of  the  highest  experte  as  to  the 
riches  of  the  Transvaal.  From  the 
highest  sources  calculations  had  been 
made  that  £2,781,000,000  sterling  of 
gold  had  been  proved  to  exist  by  borings 
in  the  Transvaal,  which  was  sufficient,  at 
the  present  output,  to  last  for  150  years. 
He  had  no  hesitetion  in  saying  that  the 
Transvaal  was  able  to  pay  not  onlv 
£30,000,000,  but  '£100,000,000.  By  the 
substitution  of  British  for  Boer  rule 
a  saving  was  being  effected  in  the 
Transvaal  of  £4,800,000  a  year.  The 
Transvaal  gold  mineowners  had  got  that, 
but  where  was  the  indenmity  ?  This 
indemnity  ought  to  have  been  paid  by 
this  time. 

He  regretted  that  no  proposal  had 
been  made  to  abolish  the  coal  ex- 
port duty,  and  this  in  spite  of  the 
condemnation  of  this  tex  by  the  Royal 
Commission  appointed  to  consider  the 
whole  question*  He  heard  on  a 
former  occasion  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Bristol,  when 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  advance 
his  reasons  for  imposing  the  duty  on 
coal,  and  he  steted  that  they  were 
getting  perilously  near  exhausting  their 
coal  supply.  What  did  they  find  ?  The 
Royal  Commission  had  concluded  that 
there  was  at  the  present  time  a  coal 
supply  which  would  last  this  country 
at  the  present  rate  of  output  of 
230,000,000  tons  yearly  for  not  less 
than  450  years,  and  with  other  forms  of 
fuel  now  being  used  the  probable  duration 
of  the  supply  might  be  considerably 
extended.  The  Royal  Commission  had 
also  reported  against  the  export  duty 
on  coal.  The  facte  he  had  steted 
showed  that  there  was  absolutely 
no  need  to  restrict  the  exportetion  of 
coal.    The    price    of    coal    had    fallep 
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since  the  duty  was  imposed  by  4s.  ; 
and  5s.  a  ton,  and  they  were  losing 
a  large  proportion  of  the  export  Goal 
trade  of  this  country.  To  France  alone 
last  year  432,000  t'Ons  of  coal  less  were 
sent  from  this  country  whilst  Grermany 
had  sent  500,000  tons  more  to  France 
during  the  same  period.  That  fact  alone 
showed  the  great  injury  which  was  being 
caused  to  the  coal  trade.  The  tax  was  a 
very  heavy  direct  tax  upon  labour,  for 
it  should  be  remembered  that  800,000 
persons  were  employed  in  the  coal  trade, 
and  they  were  paid  £40,000,000  sterling 
id  wages  annually.  That  was  a  fact 
which  ou^ht  to  have  made  hon.  Mem- 
bers think  twice  before  imposing  an  ex- 
port duty.  The  right  hon.  Oentleman 
the  Member  for  Bristol  stated  that  al- 
though freights  had  gone  up  yet  the 
prices  of  coal  had  also  kept  up,  and  there- 
fore argued  that  they  could  quite  easily 
beer  another  shilling  of  export  duty.  He 
would  give  the  House  the  converse  of 
that,  because  now  the  rate  of  freight  had 
fallen  50  per  cent.,  and  yet  the  price  of 
coal  had  fallen  as  well.  He  thought  they 
had  a  right  to  ask  why  the  Government 
had  not  considered  the  abolition  of  this 
duty,  which  was  an  interference  with  the 
principles  of  free  trade,  in  fact,  it  was 
a  direct  preferential  tariff  in  favour  of 
foreign  as  compared  with  British  coal. 
For  these  reasons  he  entered  his  protest 
against  the  Bill. 

♦Mr.  JOSEPH  WALTON  (Yorkshire, 
W.R.,  Bamsley)  said  that  nat  oral  ex- 
penditure was  not  in  any  sense  a  Party 
question,  and  the  object  o:i  both  sides  of 
the  House  ought  to  be  to  secure  for  the 
overburdened  British  taxpayer  the  best 
value  for  his  money.  Judging  by  the 
number  of  empty  benches  on  both  sides 
of  the  House,  when  they  were  consider- 
ing a  Finance  BiU,  which  provided  for 
an  expenditure  of  £161,000,000  sterling, 
it  was  certainly  true  that  this  House  had 
become  defunct,  and  the  sooner  it  was 
reinvigorated  by  a  general  (lection  the 
better  it  would  be  for  economy  and 
retrenchment  in  national  expenditure. 
This  question  of  increase  in  expenditure 
was  one  which  it  was  their  duty  to 
examine  even  in  the  presence  of  empty 
benches.  An  increase  in  ten  \erri  of 
£58,000,000  in  a  time  of  peace  was  cer- 
tainly a  matter  that  ought  to  cause  great 
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alarm.  Thi^;  year  the  normal  expenditure* 
was  £10,500,000  greater  than  it  was  in. 
1902-  3.  A  great  many  powerful  arguments- 
had  been  advanced  in  favour  of  more 
rapidly  reducingthe  NationalDebtinordei^ 
to  restore  their  national  credit.  He  waa. 
still  more  anxious  that  they  should  re- 
duce national  expenditure,  which  was^ 
after  all,  the  foundation  of  national 
debt.  Reference  had  been  made  to  the 
increase  of  £6,000,000  upon  the  Educa- 
tion Vote.  It  might  be  true  that  they^ 
were  not  getting  value  for  their  money 
in  regard  to  this  increased  expenditure 
upon  education,  but  having  regard  to  the: 
enormous  increase  in  the  expenditiir& 
upon  the  Army  and  Navy  from  £35,600,000 
to  £71,250,000  in  time  of  peace,  he 
submitted  that  this  increase  in  the 
Elducation  Vote  was*  insignificant,  and  in. 
his  opinion  the  money  spent  upon  educa- 
tion was  the  best  spent  money  in  the 
whole  of  the  Budget.  That  reminded 
him  of  an  incident  at  a  Scotch  election^ 
wuere  the  candidate  was  heckled  by 
being  a«ked — 

"  Am  I  to  nnderstand,  Sorr,  that  whilst  you 
are  prepared  to  spend  £31,000,000  over  the 
Army  and  Navy,  you  are  only  willin'  to  spend 
£8,000,000  on  education— that  is,  £31,000,000^ 
for  blawin'  brains  oot  and  only  £8,000,000  for 
pittin'  brains  in." 

It  was  upon  maintaining  a  high  standard 
of  education  that  the  prosperity  of  a 
country  mainly  depended,  both  com- 
mercially and  otherwise.  They  had  heard 
a  great  deal  lately  of  fiscal  proposals  to^ 
promote  the  commercial  prosperity  of 
this  country,  but  what  they  were  more 
in  need  of  was  to  have  set  up  a  higher 
and  more  efficient  system  of  education. 
He  hoped  that  the  expenditure  upon 
education  would  not  be  stinted,  and  that 
expenditure  upon  the  Army  and  Navy 
would  go  down.  They  had  had  from  the 
Prime  Minister  the  other  day  an  interest- 
ing statement  in  regard  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  Defence.  He  should  have 
thought  that  that  Committee  would 
not  only  have  had  to  put  before  the 
House  hypothetically  cases  of  possible 
attempts  at  invasion,  and  the  view 
taken  by  the  Government  of  India  aa 
to  the  defence  ^f  the  North  -  West 
Frontier,  but  that  they  would  also- 
have  put  before  them  some  statement 
as  to  how  to  provide  for  the  defence  of 
the  Empire  at  the  least  possible  cost 
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to  the  taxpayers  of  this  country,  and 
also  have  indicated  how  they  could 
reduce  the  enormous  expenditure  upon 
the  Army  and  Navy,  which  had  now 
reached  £71,250,000.  It  was  a  remark- 
able fact  that  while  the  expenditure 
on  the  British  Army  had  gone  up  during 
the  last  fifteen  years  no  less  than 
£16,000,000  sterling,  on  the  other  hand 
the  expenditure  of  the  armies  of  France 
and  Germany  combined  had  diminished 
£5,600,000  during  the  same  period. 
Not  only  had  they  to  consider  the 
interests  of  the  taxpayers  of  this  country, 
1>ut  they  had  also  to  pay  some  regard 
to  the  taxpayers  of  India.  He  would 
suggest  to  the  Prime  Minister  that  the 
attention  of  the  Imperial  Defence 
Committee  might  very  well  have  been 
directed  not  only  to  the  question  of 
Hussia  passing  through  Afghanistan — 
that  great  mountainous  region — ^in  her 
advance  up6n  India,  but  also  to  the 
<]ue8tion  as  to  whether  it  was  not  ad- 
visable to  further  safeguard  British 
interests  in  Persia,  because  it  was  through 
Persia  that  Russia  would  advance  if  she 
advanced  at  all. 

Mb.  deputy-speaker  :  The  hon. 
Member  is  not  in  order  in  discussing  that 
subject  now. 

♦Mr.  JOSEPH  WALTON  said  he 
thought  the  debate  at  the  morning  sitting 
was  allowed  to  extend  to  the  speech  of 
the  Prime  Minister,  and  it  would  be 
remembered  that  the  question  of  the 
defence  of  India  and  Canada  was  con- 
siderably debated. 

Mr.  DEPUTY-SPEAKER :  Yes,  it 
is  true  that  those  questions  were  debated, 
but  it  was  in  regard  to  the  expenditure 
upon  the  Army. 

♦Mr.  JOSEPH  WALTON  said  he  was 
only  pointing  out  that  the  best  way  to 
meet  the  danger  of  an  invasion  of  India 
hy  Russia  was  to  safeguard  and  maintain 
British  interests  in  Persia. 

Mr.  DEPUTY-SPEAKER :  Order, 
order !  I  hope  the  hon.  Member  will  not 
continue  arguing  with  the  Chair. 

♦Mr.  JOSEPH  WALTON  said  that 
what  they  needed  was  a   much  more 


stringent  examination  of  national  ex- 
penditure in  every  department.  They 
had  been  promised  a  day  for  the  discussion 
of  expenditure  on  the  Public  Accounts 
Committee,  and  he  would  like  the  Prime 
Minister  to  inform  them  when  he  was 
prepared  to  grant  that  day.  The  Com- 
mittee on  National  Expenditure  in  1902 
made  a  strong  recommendation  that  in 
order  to  reduce  excessive  expenditure 
each  of  the  four  great  classes  of  Esti- 
mates should  be  considered,  one  class 
being  taken  each  year,  and  they  recom- 
mended that  those  Estimates  should  be 
subjected  to  the  closest  examination. 
That  recommendation  had  not  been 
acted  upon.  There  was  no  question 
whatever  now  that  the  expenditure  upon 
the  Army  and  Navy  had  risen  to  a  point 
at  which  they  were  not  getting  value  for 
their  money.  The  late  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  stated  that  the  amount 
of  money  spent  upon  the  Army  might 
safely  be  reduced  if  the  War  Office  only 
laid  out  the  money  to  the  best  advantage, 
and  in  this  way  the  strength  of  the  Army 
could  be  increased. 

With  regard  to  the  financial  state- 
ment he  found  that  the  revenue  last 
year,  but  for  the  fact  that  the  expen- 
diture was  £924,000  less  than  the 
estimate,  and  the  fact  that  £800,000 
of  arrears  of  income-tax  were  got  in, 
amounting  together  to  £1,750,000,  instead 
of  a  surplus  of  £1,400,000,  they  would 
have  had  to  face  a  deficit  of  £i300,000. 
The  Estimates  for  this  year  showed  a 
reduction  of  £3,500,000  in  regard  to  the 
Navy,  and  yet  there  had  been  no  reduction 
in  national  expenditure.  They  needed 
a  more  definite  and  fuller  statement  as 
to  how  it  came  about  when  the  country 
was  groaning  beneath  the  burden  of 
taxation  that  some  greater  efiort  had 
not  been  made  to  reduce  the  expenditure 
upon  the  Army  and  in  other  directions 
in  order  to  lessen  the  great  burden  which 
the  trade  and  commerce  of  this  country 
was  suffering  under.  This  expenditure 
was  largely  unproductive,  and  it  limited 
the  productive  power  of  the  people  in 
a  way  that  was  most  injurious  to  the 
prosperity  of  the  home  trade.  They 
were  told  that  the  remedy  was  to  criticise 
the  Estimates  more  than  they  did,  but 
the  House  would  recollect  that  when 
they  attempted  to  do  that  they  wer 
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closured  and  millions  of  money  were 
passed  through  every  year  in  this  way 
without  being  criticised  in  this  House. 
They  would  never  secure  retrenchment 
until  some  more  earnest  effort  was 
made  by  the  House  when  considering 
the  Estimates  and  when  considering  the 
Finance  Bill  to  insist  upon  reductions. 
Although  the  first  £10,000,000  of  the 
Transvaal  loan  had  not  been  paid,  he 
thought  the  Government  might  very 
well  direct  their  attention  to  making 
the  Transvaal  and  the  Orange  Free 
State  bear  the  cost  of  the  British  garrison 
now  quartered  there.  Did  they  wish 
to  treat  India  worse  than  South  Africa  ? 
India  paid  the  entire  cost  of  the  British 
garrison.  Why  should  South  Africa  not 
pay  the  £2,500,000  which  was  spent  upon 
the  British  garrison  which  was  maintained 
in  South  Africa  for  the  benefit  of  the 
people  there  ? 

The  coal  tax  had  been  referred  to,  and 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  ex- 
pressed the  opinion  that  a  more  suitable 
occasion  to  deal  with  that  question 
would  be  in  Committee.  Perhaps  he 
might  be  allowed  to  state  that  he  intended 
putting  down  a  new  clause  on  the  Com- 
mittee stage  of  this  Bill  dealing  with 
that  question,  and  therefore  he  would 
not  deal  further  with  that  subject  to- 
night. The  coal  tax  was  a  tax  upon 
export  coal  only  and  no  corresponding 
tax  was  put  upon  any  other  great  in- 
dustry. The  coal  tax  was  obviously 
and  flagrantly  unjust,  and  other  means 
might  be  found  for  raising  revenue,  while 
this  and  indirect  taxation  which  pressed 
heavily  on  the  working  classes  might  be 
abolished.  Adjustment  was  needed  be- 
tween direct  and  indirect  taxation,  and 
though  the  Finance  Bill  remitted  taxation 
fairly  between  the  two  sources  the  gross 
injustice  of  1902-3  had  yet  to  be  remedied. 
He  hoped  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, if  he  had  the  good  fortune  to 
be  in  office  next  year  and  had  a  balance 
in  hand,  would  not  leave  out  of  con- 
sideration the  injustices  to  which  he  had 
alluded. 

Mr.  SOAKES  (Devonshire,  Barnstaple) 
said  that  as  was  declared  in  the  terms 
of  an  Amendment  of  which  he  had  given 
notice  though  he  could  not  move  it,  the 
finances  of  the  country  could  not  be  safely 
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or  satisfactorily  administered  by  a  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  who  publicly  re- 
pudiated the  fiscal  system  under  which 
he  was  compelled  to  administer  sucli 
finances.  He  might  say  at  once  that  he- 
did  not  intend  to  refer  in  any  way  to  the 
fiscal  question ;  neither  had  he  tho 
slightest  intention  of  making  any  personal 
attack  upon  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  been  perfectljr 
straightforward,  but  his  position  was  an 
improper  one  from  a  practical  point 
of  view  and  constitutionally  unsound.  A 
Chancellor  in  a  free-trade  Administration,, 
he  brought  in  a  Finance  Bill  in  accord- 
ance with  the  views  of  his  colleagues  and 
yet  he  had  publicly  repudiated  free-trade 
principles.  To  the  taxes  he  was  impos- 
ing he  preferred  others  which  would  have 
the  magical  character  that  they  would  be 
paid  by  nobody  and  benefit  everybody. 
He  imposed  the  income-tax,  tea,  sugar, 
and  tobacco  taxes  until  foolish  constita- 
encies  would  consent  to  taxes  on  food. 
This  was  bad  &om  a  practical  point  of 
view.  This  was  only  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  second  best  kind  of  Budget^ 
and  it  was  not  the  best  which  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  believed  he  could 
produce  if  he  had  a  free  hand.  He  did 
not  like  second-rate  articles,  whether  they 
were  produced  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  or  anybody  else,  but  if  the 
right  hon.  Grentleman  had  only  second- 
rate  articles  to  give  them  then  they 
wanted  to  be  sure  that  it  was  the  best  he 
had  got  in  his  possession.  Althougk 
they  thought  that  everything  which 
was  protectionist  was  bad,  it  did  not 
follow  that  everything  which  was  free 
trade  was  necessarily  good.  If  a  doctor 
used  drugs  in  which  he  did  not  believe 
he  should  be  sorry  for  the  patient.  That 
was  analogous  to  the  position  of  the  right 
hon.  Grentleman,  because  he  was  using 
principles  on  which  he  based  the  Finance 
Bill  in  which  he  did  not  believe  at  the 
present  time.  Therefore  the  finance  of 
the  country  could  not  be  safely  adminis> 

tered  under  such  circumstances. 

• 

In  the  cjmical  manner  in  which  the  Gov- 
ernment managed  these  matters  one  did 
not  know  what  would  happen.  The  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  beheved  in  devo- 
lution but  managed  Ireland  on  Unionist 
lines ;   a  protectionist  Chancellor  of  the 
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Exchequer  brought  in  a  Budget  on  free- 
trade  lines ;  and  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  brought  in  Estimates  which  con- 
flicted with  the  statement  made  the  other 
day  by  the  Prime  Minister.  In  fact,  it 
seemed  to  him  that  the  principles  which 
a  Minister  was  most  strongly  opposed 
to  were  the  principles  which  he  was  called 
upon  to  defend  in  the  House.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  not  speaking  from  a 
brief  in  this  House,  and  he  would  ask 
whether  he  was  not  now  defending  a  Bill 
which  was  founded  on  principles  which 
he  had  denounced  as  principles  which 
ought  to  be  abolished.  From  the  prac- 
tical point  of  view,  therefore,  he  thought 
the  present  position  was  invidious.  No 
man  ought  to  be  called  upon  to  defend 
a  Bill  which  was  founded  on  principles 
which  he  did  not  absolutely  believe  in. 
What,  for  instance,  would  be  thought  of 
the  present  Grovernment  if  they  were 
to  appoint  Dr.  CUfford  as  Minister  of 
Education,  and  Dr.  Clifford  were  to 
bring  in  a  Bill  to  coerce  Wales  1 
There  was  one  supposition  which  he 
had  not  dealt  with,  namely,  that  it 
was  possible  that  before  bringing  in  this 
Finance  Bill  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  changed  his  views  with  regard  to 
the  fiscal  question.  They  were  told  that 
there  had  been  a  great  deal  of  change 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House  lately. 
When  gentlemen  went  to  the  Treasury 
they  were  sometimes  imbued  with  pro- 
tectionist views,  but  they  very  often 
changed  their  views  with  regard  to 
these  matters.  That  might  be  the  case 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  If  it 
was  so  all  he  could  do  was  to  congratulate 
him  and  withdraw  everything  he  had 
said.  Looking  at  the  situation  from 
the  constitutional  point  of  vie>^  he 
should  hke  to  know  how  far  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  justified  in  bringing 
in  a  Bill  based  on  principles  of  which 
he  disapproved.  That  was  a  question 
of  some  difficulty,  and  he  aid  not 
wish  to  speak  in  any  dogmatic  manner 
upon  it,  but  so  far  as  he  knew  there 
was  no  parallel  in  history  for  the 
present  position.  It  was  true  that  ^hen 
Sir  Robert  Peel  aboUshed  tlie  Corn  Laws 
he  was  elected  as  a  protectionist,  but 
when  he  did  abolish  them  he  had  been 
converted  and  spoke  as  a  free-trader. 
This  couBtitutional  point  of  view  must 
have  occurred  to  the  Chancellor  of  the 


Exchequer,  and  he  should  be  very  glad 
indeed  to  hear  what  he  had  to  say  about 
it.  Until  he  heard  the  defence  he  must 
say  that  the  present  position  was  not  only 
dangerous  but  constitutionally  incorrect, 

I     Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN'  said 

!  the    object    of    the    speech     to    which 

I  the     House     had     just     listened     was 

j  apparently     to     convince     the     House 

;  that  he  was  not  a  fit  and  proper  poraoa 

to    be    Chancellor    of    the    Exchequer. 

I  On  that  question  it  would  be  unbecoming 

I  in  him  to  express  any  opinion.    It  wab 

'  one  to  be  decided  by  the  Prime  Minister 

in  the  first  place,  and  by  the  House  of 

Commons  in  the  second  place.    If  they 

were  content  to  give  him  their  confidence 

He  was  proud  to  be  permitted  to  discharge 

the  functions  of  that  office. 

The  most  remarkable  thing  about  the 
debate  was  the  area  it  had  covered  and  the 
wide  scope  of  the  speeches  made.  It 
wotdd  be  improper  that  he  should 
follow  in  detail  the  arguments  of  hon. 
(Gentlemen  on  one  side  or  the  other  in 
regard  to  our  strategical  position  in 
every  portion  of  the  globe,  or  deal  with 
the  character  of  the  attack  to  which 
the  British  Empire  in  its  different  por- 
tions was  liable,  or  with  the  nature  of 
the  preparation  we  should  make  for  it. 
The  only  possible  justification  for  intro- 
duoing  these  topics  was  the  allegation 
that-  after  the  speech  made  by  his  right 
hon.  friend  the  Prime  Minister  in  the 
discussion  of  the  Defence  Committee 
the  other  day  it  was  no  longer  neces- 
sary to  provide  the  ways  and  means 
which  were  the  basis  of  the  present 
Budget,  and  that  our  naval  and  miUtary 
Estimates  ought  to  be,  but  had  not  been, 
revised  in  the  Ught  of  the  principles  laid 
down  by  his  right  hon.  friend  on  that 
occasion.  He  noted  in  passing  an 
observation  made  by  his  noble  friend  the 
Member  for  Ealing,  from  which  he  ap- 
peared to  think  that,  by  the  estabUsh- 
ment  of  the  Committee  of  Defence,  his 
right  hon.  friend  had  taken  away  the 
Cabinet's  old  authority  for  naval  and 
miUtary  finance.  It  would  have  been 
impossible  for  his  noble  friend  to  have 
advanced  that  argument  if  he  had  read  or 
considered  the  speech  of  the  Prime 
Minister.  Nothing  was  more  clear  from 
that^speech  than  that  the  authority  of 
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the  Cabinet  was  maintained  unimpaired, 
and  that  the  Defence  Committee  in  no 
way  derogated  from  the  authority  of  the 
Oabinet,  but  was  rather  a  means  of 
gathering  and  digesting  infonnation  for 
the  consideration  of  the  Cabinet  in  order 
that  the  Cabinet  might  more  easily  arrive 
•at  a  correct  conclusion. 

The  right  hon.  Member  for  Cambridge 
University  said    that  after   the  speech 
of  the  Prime  Minister    he  did  not  see 
why  as  a  humble   taxpayer   he  should 
T>e    required    to    pay    more     for     the 
Army    this   year   than   last  year.    The 
most  casual  study  of  the  speech  should 
'disclose  at  once  the  cause  of  the  increase 
in  the  military  expenditure  this  year.    It 
was  wholly  due  to  the  determination  of 
the  Government    to  rearm  the  artillery 
rapidly  and  pay  for  that  rearmament  as 
last  as  the  guns  were  received  from  the 
-contractors.    As  long  as  hon.  Gentlemen 
thought  it  was  the  intention  either  not 
to  rearm  the  artillery  or  to  postpone  the 
payment,  they  were  ready  to  denounce 
the  Government  for  not  doing  what  it 
now  appeared  the  Government  had  done. 
The  right  hon.  Member  for  Cambridge 
University  drew  an  altogether  erroneous 
.and  illegitimate  inference  after  stating 
imperfectly  and  inaccurately  the  purpose 
of  the  Prime  Minister's  argument.    The 
:statement  of  the  Prime  Minister  as  to  the 
impossibility   or   crreat  difficulty   of  in- 
vasion was   based   expressly  upon   our 
having  the  force  to  resist  invasion.    His 
right  hon.  friend  guarded  himself  and  en- 
deavoured to  guard  the  House  against  the 
possibility  of  falling  into  misconception  as 
to  allowing  any  great  reduction  in  the  mili- 
tary forces  which  we  had  to  maintain.  The 
right  hon.   Member  for  Cambridge  ap- 
peared to  think  that  the  defence  of  India 
was  easier  now  than  twenty  years  ago  ; 
but  he  ignored  the  whole  change  of  circum- 
stances which  had  taken  place  since  that 
time,  and  which  had  not  tended  to  make 
the   task   of   defending   our   frontier   a 
lighter   one.     That   being   the    case,    it 
was  obvious  we  must  maintain  a  large 
force.    You  could  not  improvise  an  Army 
in  these  days,  officers  and  men,  guns, 
and  the  many  stores  that  were  required. 
All  these  things  must  be  the  result  of 
•careful    and  deliberate    preparation    in 
time  of  peace  ;     and  to  lay  themselves 
^lown    to    rest    with    the    comfortable 

Mr,  Avsten  Chamberlain^ 


security  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  have  them  feel  that  there  would 
always  be  time  after  war  had  broken  out 
to  make  the  necessary  preparations  was 
not  only  to  court  obvious  military  dis- 
aster, but,  what  was  more  germane  to 
the  present  purpose,  to  prepare  for  our- 
selves or  our  successors  the  most  terrible 
financial  disaster.  Preparations  made 
in  haste  were  always  doubly  or  trebly 
costly,  and  could  not  be  as  efficient  as 
if  undertaken  at  the  present  time.  The 
great  reductions  of  which  some  hon. 
Members  loosely  spoke  would  be  found  t^ 
be  impossible  of  execution  if  ever  they 
should  be  charged  with  the  responsibility 
of  considering  what  was  necessary  for 
the  defence  of  the  Empire. 

The  second  subject  raised  was  the 
financial  control  exercised  over  the 
various  Departments  of  Government. 
Such  control  as  the  House  exercised 
over  the  Estimates,  though  it  might 
be  effective  in  regard  to  policy, 
was  not  in  these  days  likely  to 
contribute  to  reduction  of  expenditure. 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  Dumfries 
Burghs  suggested  that  a  series  of  Com- 
mittees of  the  House  should  be  constantly 
examining  the  Estimates  with  a  view 
to  securing  reductions  in  them.  But 
the  Committees  which  were  appointed 
on  the  initiative  of  Lord  Randolph 
Churchill  for  this  purpose  resulted,  not 
in  a  reduction,  but  in  an  increase  of  the 
expenditure  of  the  Departments  inquired 
into.  The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Ealing  suggested  that  a  Finance  Com- 
mittee of  the  Cabinet  should  be  ap- 
pointed on  the  same  lines  as  the  Defence 
Committee.  Apart  from  the  abolition 
of  the  Treasury  and  the  making  of  such 
provision  as  would  be  due  to  the  dis- 
tinguished officials  of  the  State  whose 
work  would  be  taken  off  their  hands, 
a  Committee  of  that  kind  would  not  give 
to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  any 
greater  control  over  finance  than  he  now 
possessed,  or  place  at  his  disposal  any 
greater  means  for  checking  the  demands 
of  Departments.  Besides,  if  given  effect 
to,  it  would  still  further  overwork  Cabinet 
Ministers,  and  would  tend  to  render 
Cabinet  Government  unworkable  in  the 
present  pressure  of  business.  It  was  only 
because  the  responsibilit}  was  mainly  con- 
centrated on  individuals,  and  that  a  great 
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portion  of  the  work  was  done  /or  indi- 
viduals, tkat  Ministers  were  able  to  get 
tlirough  the  enormous  amount  of  work 
^which  the  Cabinet  had  to  consider  in 
these  days.  If  there  were  any  defects 
in  the  6ontrol  exercised,  the  machinery 
at  their  disposal  was  sufficient  in  wise 
liands  to  provide  effective  control.  The 
kind  of  inquiry  which  the  noble  Lord 
suggested  into  the  demands  of  other 
Departments  was  constantly  undertaken 
either  by  himself  personally  or  in  col- 
laboration with  his  colleagues  and  other 
persons,  not  members  of  the  Cabinet, 
believed  to  be  desirable  owing  to  their 
special  knowledge,  or  by  the  officers  of 
the  Treasury  acting  under  his  directions. 
There  was  a  periodical  review,  and  the 
continuity  of  information  desired  was 
secured  by  the  knowledge  possessed  by 
the  Treasury  officials,  as  well  as  by  the 
information  freely  placed  at  their  dis- 
posal. 

Ab  to  the  statement  that  taxation 
was  unfairly  proportioned  between  the 
direct  and  indirect  taxpayers,  the  pro- 
portion paid  by  the  latter  was  very 
much  lower  than  it  had  been  at  any  time 
when  the  Party  opposite  were  in  power. 
In  1894-5  the  indirect  taxation  was 
54  •  6  per  cent,  of  the  whole  ;  and  accord- 
ing to  the  Estimates  of  the  present  year 
it  would  be  only  49  •  8  per  cent. 

Mb,  JOSEPH  WALTON  said  that  his 
contention  was  that,  as  direct  and  in- 
direct taxation  had  been  equally  imposed 
during  the  war,  they  ought  to  have  been 
equally  remitted  after  the  war. 

Mb.  McKENNA  asked  whether  in  the 
figures  just  given  the  coal  tax  was  in- 
cluded. 

Mb.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN 
said  that  the  coal  tax  was  obviously 
excluded.  [Cries  of  "Why?"]  As  to 
the  point  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Barnsley  when  taxation  was  remitted, 
it  must  be  remitted  in  the  light  of 
the  facts  and  conditions  of  the  moment. 
It  was  impossible  and  absurd  to  go  back 
to  the  earliest  times  of  financial  history 
to  see  how  taxation  stood  then. 

The  criticism  of  the  Budget  was  sunmied 
up  in  the  allegation  that  the  provision 
made  for  the  reduction  of  the  Debt  was 

VOL.  CXLVI.    [FouBTH  Sebies.] 


I  not  enough,  or  that  our  borrowings  were 
too  large.  Yet  the  proportion  which  the 
Sinking  Fund  now  bore  to  the  aggregate 
debt  was  higher  than  it  had  been  in  any 
but  two  of  the  last  fifteen  years.  Not 
onl}  the  capacity  of  the  taxpayer  to 
bear  the  burden,  but  the  amount  of  the 
burden  to  be  borne,  must  be  taken  into 
account ;  and  between  these  two  con- 
siderations he  had  held  the  scales  fairly, 
and,  while  increasing  the  amount  set 
apart  for  the  payment  of  debt,  he  had 
given  some  relief  to  the  taxpayer.  It 
was  said  that  the  pressure  of  this  taxation 
was  specially  hard  on  the  very  poor, 
and  on  the  small  income  -  tax  payer  ; 
but  both  classes  would  be  the  greatest 
beneficiaries  in  the  relief  given  by  the 
present  Budget.  He  hoped  the  House 
would  now  come  to  a  decision  on  a  Bill 
which  in  its  main  principles  and  pro- 
visions had  met  with  general  acceptance. 

Mb.  BUCHANAN  (Perthshire,  E.) 
said  that  those  who  had  experience  of 
the  House  must  have  heard  with  surprise 
the  observations  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  when  he  endeavoured  to  set 
aside  certain  criticisms  which  had  been 
ofEered  in  the  course  of  the  debate  as  not 
germane  to  this  Bill.  It  had  been  the 
universal  practice  of  the  House  to  regard 
every  subject  as  germane  on  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Finance  Bill.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  asked  to  be  excused 
from  repl3ring  to  a  number  of  comments 
on  account  of  the  lateness  of  the  hour, 
but  on  the  Opposition  side  of  the  House 
they  were  not  to  blame  for  the  want  of 
time  at  his  disposal.  They  ought  to  be 
allowed  sufficient  time  for  discussion, 
because  this  was  in  all  probability  the 
last  Budget  which  would  be  proposed 
by  the  Party  opposite  in  this  Parliament. 

Reference  had  frequently  been  made  to 
the  increase  in  capital  expenditure  by  the 
present  Government.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  stated  in  his  Budget  speech 
that  he  could  only  give  a  provisional 
estimate  of  the  amount  required  for 
additional  capital  expenditure  in  the 
current  year,  and  he  put  it  at  £9,000,000. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  further  stated 
that  he  would  be  able  at  a  later  date 
to  give  full  detaik  of  that  expenditure. 
Surely  this  was  the  occasion  on  which 
the  House  should  have  had  from  thf 
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Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  the  further 
particulars  which  he  promised.  How 
was  it  possible  for  the  House  to  consider 
the  expenditure  of  the  >ear  unless  they 
were  supplied  with  this  information  ? 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  knew 
very  well  that  the  two  important  pur- 
poses for  which  this  capital  expenditure 
was  to  be  incurred  were  military  and 
naval  works,  and  he  knew  also  that  such 
expenditure  was  nothing  more  nor  less 
than  expenditure  ancillary  to  that  pro- 
vided for  in  the  ordinary  Estimates  of  the 
year  for  the  Army  and  Navy.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  ought  to  be 
able  to  say  within  a  couple  of  millions 
what  the  expenditure  on  the  Army  and 
Navy  for  the  year  would  be.  It  was  not 
treating  the  House  fairly  not  to  give  that 
information.  This  process  of  delaying 
the  details  of  expenditure  had  been 
going  fiom  bad  to  worse  during  the 
past  ten  years.  This  year  they  were  to 
have  a  Military  Works  Bill  and  a 
Naval  Works  Bill,  and  yet  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  when  makini;  his 
general  proposals  did  not  tell  the  House 
what  amount  of  money  would  be  re- 
quired for  these  purposes,  nor  did  he 
state  when  the  Bills  would  be  introduced. 
In  regard  to  these  most  important  matters 
they  would  have  to  deal  with  a  supple- 
mentary Budget  later,  but  at  present 
they  knew  nothing  of  the  details  of  the 

proposals. 

* 

Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN  said 
he  was  not  in  a  position  to  give  the  hon. 
Gentleman  any  further  figures  at  present. 
The  details  of  the  MiUtery  Works  BiU 
and  the  Naval  Works  BiU  were  being 
considered.  He  had  given  what  he 
hoped  would  be  the  outside  figure. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  asked  how  much  of 
the  £9,000,000  was  for  military  works 
and  how  much  for  naval  works. 

Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN  said 
he  had  given  his  best  estimate  of  what 
were  likely  to  be  the  total  requirements. 
He  could  not  give  separate  estimates  for 
the  different  services  at  the  present  time. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  thought  the  House 
ought  to  have  had  the  particulars  before 
now.     Until   two   years   ago   they   had 

Mr,  Buchanan, 


always  had  them  earlier.  They  had 
always  in  the  past  had  an  estimate  of  the 
amount  required  for  military  and  naval 
works,  but  this  year  they  had  not  had  it, 
and  it  showed  that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  did  not  exercise  his.  control 
over  the  Departments  in  the  proper 
manner.  Surely  what  his  predecessor 
was  able  to  do  the  present  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  should  do.  If  any- 
thing the  estimate  of  the  amount  this 
year  would  be  easier  than  it  would  have 
been  in  previous  years.  He  agreed  that 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  the 
only  person  who  should  control  the  ex- 
penditure of  the  country  and  control  the 
excessive  demands  on  the  part  of  the 
spending  Departments.  His  desire  was 
to  increase  the  responsibihty  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  in  order 
that  he  might  resist  the  demands  of  his 
colleagues. 

-  There  had  been  as  yet  no  answer 
to  the  question  as  to  how  far  these 
Estimates  were  consistent  with  the 
speech  of  the  Prime  Minister  last  Thurs- 
day. What,  they  wanted  to  know,  were 
to  be  the  financial  consequences  of  the 
speech  of  the  Prime  Minister  ?  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  had  told 
them  that  during  the  last  two  years  the 
Estimates  for  the  Army  were  provisional, 
and  then  the  Prime  Minister  came  down 
and  gave  them  a  scheme  of  Imperial 
defence.  Yet  no  proposal  was  made 
to  adapt  the  Army  Estimates  to  this 
scheme  of  national  and  Imperial  defence. 
The  moral  was  that  we  had  wasted  month 
in  and  month  out  millions  of  money.  Who 
was  responsible  for  it  ?  The  Government 
and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
who,  during  two  successive  years,  pro- 
posed an  expenditure  upon  the  Army 
which  the  Government  were  not  them- 
selves prepared  to  support.  One  of  the 
faults  which  they  had  to  find  with  the 
general  finance  of  the  Government  during 
the  years  that  had  passed  was  that 
there  was  no  stability  in  regard  to  their 
finances,  and  they  took  no  step  for  laying 
their  policy  before  the  country.  Last 
year  they  put  2d.  on  tea,  and  this  year 
they  took  it  off.  A  year  ago  they  took 
4d.  off  the  income-tax  and  then  they 
put  Id.  on,  and  year  after  year  they 
were  altering  their  policy.  Then  in 
regard  to  the  South  A&ican  War  debt, 
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for  whicb  the  Government  were  respon- 
sible, the  Government  did  not  come  and 
lay   before  the  House  or  the  country 
a   settled  scheme  for  dealing  with  the 
grave   financial  condition  in  which  the 
country  found  itself  at  the  conclusion 
of  the  struggle.    There  was  a  vast  and 
increasing   debt,  and    those    who   were 
responsible  for  the  finances  of  the  country 
should  have  come  before  them  and  told 
them  of  the  greatness  of  the  burden,  and 
of  the    necessity  of  getting  rid   of  it. 
If  they  had  asked  the  country  to  submit 
for  a  longer  period  to  the  war  tax  he 
believed  the  country  would  have  assented 
to  it.     But  no  such  scheme  was  sub- 
mitted, and  they  had  to  go  on  bearing 
the  war  tax  without  any  decrease  what- 
ever.    For    these    reasons    he    thought 
that  the  general  scheme  of  the  Govern- 
ment for  the  management  of  the  finances 
of  the  country  had  been  by  no  means 
worthy  of  the  confidence  of  the  nation. 

Mr.  HARWOOU  (Bolton)  said  the 
Tecent  speech  of  the  Prime  Minister  was 
really  a  declaration  of  policy  upon  which 
could  be  founded  a  good  case  for  a  re- 
duction of  expenditure,  but  the  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer  had  now  watered 
it  down  until  it  meant  nothing  at  all. 
The  Prime  Minister  had  said  that  we  were 
practically  safe  from  invasion  so  long 


as  we  kept  our  Navy  up  to  its  present 
strength,  and  everybody  at  once  declared 
that  it  afforded  grounds  for  reducing  the 
Army  so  far  as  it  was  required  for  the 
defence  of  these  shores.  The  only  pur- 
pose for  which  the  Prime  Minister  sug- 
gested it  might  be  wanted  was  in  con- 
nection with  India.  But  who  was  g&lng 
to  attack  us  in  India  ?  The  military 
problem  had  been  considerably  modified 
by  the  fate  which  had  come  upon  Russia 
in  the  present  war,  and  the  idea  of  being 
frightened  now  with  regard  to  that  Power 
was  preposterous.  On  these  grounds 
the  country  had  a  right  to  expect  con- 
siderable reductions  in  Army  expendi- 
ture. But  in  the  Estimates  of  the  present 
year  there  was  a  decrease  of  £3,500,000 
for  the  Navy,  and  an  increase  for  the 
Army.  Did  the  Prime  Minister  really 
mean  business,  or  were  the  people  build- 
ing their  hopes  on  the  sand  ?  If  the 
Prime  Minister's  speech  meant  what 
the  country  had  taken  it  to  mean,  the 
Army  Estimates  ought  to  be  framed  in 
accordance  with  the  policy  then  enunci- 
ated, and  the  result  would  be  a  conr 
siderable  reduction. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes,  155;  Noes, 
99.     (Division  List  No.  160.) 


Agg-Gardner,  James  Tyiito 
Allhiuen,  AuguetusHeiiryEdeii 
Anson,  Sir  William  Reynoli 
Aikwright,  John  Stanhope 
Arnold-Forater,Rt.Hn.Hugh  O 
Arro],  Sir  William 
Atkinson,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Bagot,  Capt.  JoBoeline  FitzRoy 
Bafley,  James  (Walworth) 
Baird,  John  George  Alexander 
Balcarres,  Lord 
BalfouE,  Rt.  Hn.  A.J.  (Manch'f ) 
Balfoiir,RtHilGerald  W.(LeedR 
BalfoTir,  Kenneth  R.  (Christch. 
Banbury,  Sir  Frederick  George 
Banner,  John  S.  Harmood- 
Bentinck,  Lord  Henry  C. 
Bhownagaree,  Sir  M.  M. 
Bignold,  Sir  Arthur 
Bingham,  Lord 
Blundell,  Colonel  Henry 
Bond,  Edward 
Brodiiok,  Rt.  Hon.  St.  John 
Carson,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Edw.  H. 
Cavendish,  V.C.W.(Deiby8hire 
Oecil,  Lord  Hugh  (Greenwich) 


AYES. 

Chamberlain,RtHn.  J.  A .  ( Wore. 
CUve,  Captain  Percy  A. 
Cochrane,  Hon.  Thos.  H.  A.  £. 
Colomb,  Rt.Hon.  Sir  John  C.R. 
Corbett,  T.  L.  (Down,  North) 
Craig,Charles  Curtis  (Antrim,  8 
CroAS,  Alexander  (Glasgow) 
Cross,  Herb.Shepherd  (Bolton) 
Crossley,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Savile 
Davenport,  William  Bromley 
Denny,  Colonel 
Dickson,  Charles  Scott 
Doughty,  Sir  George 
Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 
Dox7ord,Sir  William  TheodSre. 
Egerton,  Hon.  A.  de  Tatton 
Feliowes,RtHn.AilwynEdward 
Finch,  Rt.  Hon.  George  H. 
Fisher,  William  Hayes 
Forster,  Henry  Wiluam 
Foster,Philip  S.(  Warwick,S.  W. 
Galloway,  William  Johnson 
Gardner,  Ernest 
Godson,  Sir  AugustusFrederick 
Gordon,  Hn.J.E.(Elgin&Nairn) 
Goschen,  Hon.George  Joachim 


Gray,  Ernest  (West  Ham) 
Green,WaIford  D.fWednesbury 
Greene,  SirE  W(B^rySEdm*nds 
GrenfeU,  William  Henry 
Hall,  Edward  Marshall 
Hambro,  Charles  Eric 
Hamilton  Marq.of  (L'nd*nderiy 
Hardy,Laurence(  Kent,  Ashlord 
Harris,  F.  Level ton(Tynem'th) 
Harris,  Dr.  Fredk.R.(Dulwich) 
Haslam,  Sir  Alfred  S. 
Hay,  Hon.  Claude  George 
Heath,  SirJames(Stafiord8.NW 
Henderson,  Sir  A.  (Stafford,  W) 
Hickman,  Sir  Alfred 
Hoult,   Joseph 

Hozier,  Hon.  James  Henry  Cecil 
Hunt,  Rowland 
Hutton,  John  (Yorks.  N.R.) 
Jeseel,  Captain  Herbert  Merton 
Kenyon-Sianey,  Rt.Hn.Co].  W. 
Kerr,  John 
Keswick,  William 
Knowles,  Sir  Lees 
Law,  Andrew  Bonar  (Glasgow) 
Lawrence,SirJo6eph(M'nmouth 
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LawBon,JohnGrant  (Yorks.N.R 
Lee,  ArthurH.  ( Hants.  Fareham 
Legge,  CoL  Hon.  Heneage 
Leveson-Gower»  FrederickN.S. 
Long,  RtHn.Walter(Bri8tol.S. 
Lowe,  Francis  William 
Lowther,  a  (Cumb.,  Eskdale) 
Loyd,  Archie,  Kirkman 
Lucas,  CoL  Francis  (Lowestoft) 
Lyttelton,  Rt  Hon.  Alfred 
Macdona,  John  Cumming 
M'Arthnr,  Charles  (Liverpool) 
M'lver,  SirLewis(EdinburghW 
Majendie,  James  A.  H. 
Marks,  Harry  Hananel 
Martin,  Richard  Biddulph 
Maxwell,  W.JH  (Dumfriesshire 
Melville,  Beiesford  Valentine 
Mildmay,  Francis  Bingham 
Milvain,  Thomas 
Mitchell,  Edw.(Fermanagh,N.) 
Montana,  G.  (Huntingdon) 
Moon,  £kiward  Robert  Pacy 
Moore,  William 
Morgan,  David  J(  Walthamstow 
Morpeth,  Viscount 
Morrell,  Creorge  Herbert 


{COMMONS} 

Morton,  Arthur  H.  Aylmer 

Muntz,  Sir  Philip  A. 

Murray,  Charles  J.  (Coventry) 

Myers,  William  Henry 

O'Neill,  Hon.  Robert  Torrens 

Parkes,  Sbenezer 

Peel,Hn.  Wm.Robert  Wellesley 

Percy,  Earl 

Pilkington,  Colonel  Richard 

Platt-Higgins,  Frederick 

Plummer,  Sir  Walter  R. 

PoweU,  Sir  Francis  Sharp 

Ptatyman,   Ernest  George 

Pryce-Jones,  Lt.-Col.  Edward 

Purvis,  Robert 

Randies,  John  S. 

Rankin,  Sir  James 

Rasch,  Sir  Frederick  Came 

Rehwick,  George 

Ridley,  S.  Forde 

Ritchie,Rt  Hon.Chas.Tbom8on 

Roberts,  Samuel  (Sheffield) 

Robertson,  Herbert  (Hackney) 

Round,  Rt.  Hon.  James 

Rutherford,  John  (Lancashire) 

Rutherford,  W.  W.  (Liverpool) 

Sadler,  Col.  Samuel  Alexander 


of  the  House, 
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Scott,  Sir  S.  (Marylebone,  W.) 
Sharpe,  William  Edward  T. 
Sinclair,  Louis  (Romford) 
Smith,  Rt  HnJ.Parker(LaDarkft 
Smith,  Hon.  W-P.D.  (Strand) 
Spear,  John  Ward 
Stanley,  Hon.Arthur(OrmBkirk 
Stanley,  Rt.Hon.  Lord  (Lanes.) 
Stewart,  Sir  Mark  J.M'Taggart 
Slrutt,  Hn.  Charles  Hedley 
Thornton,  Percy  M. 
Tomlinson,  Sir  Wm.  Edw.  M. 
Tuff,  Charles 
Tumour,  Viscount 
Wards,  Colonel  C.  E. 
Webb,  Colonel  William  George 
Whitmore,  Charles  Algernon 
Willoughby  de  Eresby,  Lord 
Wilson,  A.Stanley  (York,  E.R.) 
Wortley,  Rt.  Hon.  C.  B.  Stuart 
Wrightson,  Sir  Thomas 
Wylie,  Alexander 
Wyndham,  Rt.  Hon.  Geocge 

Tkllebs  fob  the    Ayms — Sir 
Alexander  Acland-Hood  and 
I      Viscount  Valentia. 


NOES. 


Abraham,  William  (Cork,  N.E. 

Ainsworth,  John  Stirling 

Allen,  Charles  P. 

Barran,  Rowland  Hirst 

Beaumont,  Wentworth  C.   B. 

Black,  Alexander  William 

Boland,  John 

Brigg,  John 

Bright,  Allan  Heywood 

Brown,  George  M.  (Edinburgh) 

Buchanan,  iSomas  Rybum 

Caldwell,  James 

Campbell,  John  (Armagh,  S.) 

Cawley,  Frederick 
Channing,  Francis  Allston 
Cheetham,  John  Frederick 
Churchill,  Winston  Spencer 
Cogan,  Denis  J. 
Condon»  Thomas  Joseph 
Cremer,  William  Randal 
Cullinan,  J. 
Delany,  William 
Devlin,Charle8Ramsay(Ga]  way 
Doogan,  P.  C. 
Edwards,  Frank 
Eve,  Harry  Trelawney 
Farrell,  James  Patrick 
Ffrench,    Peter 
Field,  William 
Flavin,  Michael  Joseph 
Fuller.  J.  M.  F. 
Gurdon,  Sir  W.    Brampton 
Harrington,  Timothy 
Harwood,  George 
Hayden,  John  Patrick 


Helme,  Nerval  Watson 

Henderson,   Arthur  (Durham) 

Higham,  John  Sharp 

Hutchinson,  Dr.  Charles  Fredk. 

Johnson,  John 

Jordan,  Jeremiah 

Joyce,  Michael 

Kennedy, Vincent  P.(Cavan,W. 

Lament,  Norman 

Lawson,  Sir  Wilfrid  (Comwall) 

Layland-Barratt,   Francis 

Levy,    Maiuice 

Lewis,  John  Herbert 

Lough,  Thomas 

Lundon,  W. 

MacVeagh,    Jeremiah 

M*Crae,  George 

M'Fadden,  Edward 

M*Hugh,  Patrick  A. 

M'Kean,  John 

M^Kenna,  Reginald 

Mansfield,  Horace  Rendall 

Mooney,  John  J. 

Murphy,    John 

Nannetti,  Joseph  P. 

Nolan,  Joseph  (Louth,  South) 

Norman,  Henry 

O^rien,  K.  (TipperaryMid) 

O'Brien,  P.  J.  (Tipperary,  N.) 

O'Connor,  John  (Kildare,  N.) 

O'Donnell.  John  (Mayo,  S.) 

O'Dowd,  John 

O'Kelly.  Conor  (Mayo,  N.) 

O'Malley,  WilUam 

O'Shaughnessy,  P.  J. 


Partington,  Oswald 
Power,  Patrick  Joseph 
Price,  Robert  John 
Rea,  Russell 
Reddy,  M. 

Redmond,  John  E.  (Waterford 
Richards,Thomas(W.  Monm'tb 
Rickett,  J.  Compton 
Roche,  John 
Roe,  Sir  Thomas 
Rose,  Charles  Day 
Shaokleton,  David  James 
Sheehan,  Daniel  Daniel 
Slack,  John  Bamford 
Soares,  Ernest  J. 
Stanhope,  Hn.  Philip  James 
Sullivan,  Donal 
Thomas,  D.  Alfred  (Rliythyr) 
Toulmin,  George 
Walton,   Joseph   (Bamsley) 
Warner,  Thomas  Courtenay  T. 
White,    George    (Norfolk) 
White,  Luke  (York,  E.  R.) 
Whitley,  J.   H.   (Halifax) 
Whittaker,  Thomas  Palmer 
Williams,  Osmond  (Merioneth) 
Wilson,  John  (Durham,  Mid. 
Wilson,  John  (Falkirk) 
Woodhouse,  Sir  JT  (Huddersf  d 

Tellkrs  for  thb  Nobs— 
Captain  Donelan  and  Mr. 
Patrick  O'Brien. 


fiill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Monday  next. 


Adjourned  at  eighteen    minutes 
before  One  o'clock. 
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HOUSE  OF   COMMONS. 
Wednesday,  llth  May,  1905. 

The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  Clock. 


MB.  SPEAKERS  ABSENCE. 

The  Hoase  being  m'et,  the  Cleik  at 
the  ^Table  informed  fthe  House  of  the 
unavoidable  absence  of  Mr.  Speaker, 
owing  to  continued  indisposition. 

Whereupon  Mr.  Jambs  William 
LowTHER,  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
Sl^  Mejuis,  proceeded  to  the  Table,  and,  after 
«  Prayeie,  took  the  Chair  as  Deputy- 
^  Sp3aker,  pursuant  to  the  Standing  Order. 


1 


PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 

•S      Hastings  Harbour  Bill  [Lords]  (King's 
Consent  signified).    Bill   read  the  third 
^  time,  and  passed,  without  Amendment. 

Hastings    Harbour    District  Railway 
^  (Abandonment)     Bill     [Lords].       Con- 
sidered ;  to  be  read  the  third  time. 

I  Tralee  Urban  District  Council  Bill 
I  [Lords] ;  Tyneside  Tramways  and  Iram- 
i  roads  Bill  [Lords].  As  amended,  con- 
^  sidered ;  to  bo  read  the  third  time. 

^  ^railway  BILUS  (GROUP  2). 

^     Colonel  Bowles    reported    from   the 
%  Committee  on  Group  2  of  Railway  Bills ; 
•^  That  the   parties   opposing    the  North 
"^  Eastern  Railway  Bill  had  stated  that  the 
e  evidence  of  Captain  John  Whitby  Dizon, 
^  R.N.,  was  essential  to  their  cas3 ;  and, 
it  having  been  proved  that  his  attendance 
could  not  be  procured  without  the  inter- 
vention of    the    Hous3,    he    had   been 
instructed  to  move  that  the  said  Captain 
John  Whitby  Dizon,  R.N.,  do  attend  the 
said  Conmiittee  this  day  at  Three  of  the 
clock. 

Ordered,  That  Captain  John  Whitby 
Dizon,  R.N.,  do  attend  the  Committee 
on  Group  2  of  Railway  Bills,  this  day  at 
Three  of  the  clock. 
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private  bills  (GROUP  E). 

Sir  Henry  AuBREY-FLEToasR  reported 
from  the  Committee  on  Group  E  of 
Private  Bills ;  That  the  parties  promoting 
the  Metropolitan  Pneumatio  Despatch 
Bill  had  stated  that  the  evidence  of 
Thomas  Waghom  Elford  Higgens, 
Borough  Surveyor,  Town  Hall,  Chelsea, 
was  essential  to  their  case;  and,  it 
having  been  proved  that  his  attendance 
oould  not  be  procured  without  the  inter- 
vention of  tbe  House,  he  had  been 
instructed  to  move  that  the  said  T.  W. 
E.  Higgens  do  attend  the  said  Committee 
To-morrow,  at  Eleven  of  the  clock. 

Ordered,  That  T.  W.  E.  Higgens  do 
attend  the  Committee  on  Group  B  of 
Private  Bilk  To-morrow,  at  Eleven  of  the 
clock. 

RAILWAY  BILLS  (GROUP  4).  i 

Mr.  Tatton  Eobbton  reported  from 
the  Conmiittee  on  Group  4  of  Railway 
Bills;  That  the  parties  promoting  the 
Cork  Junction  Railways  Bill  had  stated 
that  the  evidence  of  Mr.  William  S. 
Green,  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
and  Technical  Instruction  for  Ireland, 
was  essential  to  their  case;  and,  it 
having  been  proved  that  his  attendance 
could  not  be  procured  without  the 
intervention  of  the  House,  he  had  been 
instructed  to  move  that  the  said  Mr. 
William  S.  Green  do  attend  the  said 
Committee  on  Tuesday,  May  23rd,  at 
half-past  Eleven  of  the  clock. 

Ordered,  That  Mr.  William  S.  Green 
do  attend  the  Committee  on  Group  4  of 
Railway  Bills  on  Tuesday  next,  at  half  • 
past  Eleven  of  the  clock. 

Liverpool  Corporation  Bill.  Reported 
from  the  Police  and  Sanitary  Committee, 
with  Amendments;  Report  to  lie  upon 
the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 

Skegness  Water  Bill.  Repoited,  with 
Amendments;  Report  to  lie  upon  the 
Table,  and  to  be  printed. 

MoConneirs  Divorce  Bill  [Lords].  Re- 
ported from  the  Select  Committee  on 
Divorce  Bills,  without  Amendment; 
Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table 

Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time. 
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eos 


AGRICULTURAL  RATES  ACT,  1896, 
ETC.,  CONTINUANCE  BILL. 

Petition  from  Inyemess,  for  alteration ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

DOGS  (PROTECTION)  BILL. 

Petition  from  Yorkshire,  in  favour ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

EDUCATION  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Petition  from  Edinburgh,  in  favour; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

MARRIAGE  WITH  A  DECEASED 
WIFE'S  SISTER  BILL. 

Petition  from    St.  Leonard*s-on-Sea, 
against ;    to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

MILK  DEPOTS  (LONDON)  BILL. 

Petition  from  Bermondseji  in  favour ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

TEINDS  AND  FIARS  PRICES  (SCOT- 
LAND). 

Petition  from  Inverness,  for  alteration 
of  Law;    to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 

ARMY  (MEDICAL  DEPARTMENT). 

Copy  presented,  of  Report  for  the  year 
1903  [by  Command];  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

EAST  INDIA  (FINANCIAL  STATEMENT). 

Return  presented,  relative  thereto 
[Address  8th  May ;  Sir  Henry  Fowler] ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
[No.  167.] 

TRADE  REPORTS  (ANNUAL  SERIES). 

Copies  presented,  of  Diplomatic  and 
Consular  Reports,  Annual  Series,  Nos. 
3375  and  3376  [by  Command] ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

AMERICAN  MAILS. 

Return  ordered,  "  showing  the  number 
of  days, hours,  and  minutes  occupied  in  the 
transit  of  the  Royal  Mails,  both  outward 
and  inward,  carried  during  the  year  1904 
by  Steamships  between  Queenstown  and 
New  York,   between   Southampton  and 


Now  York,  and  between  New  York  and 
Plymouth.  The  Return  to  specify  the 
names  of  the  Steamers  and  to  indicate 
by  asterisk  or  otherwise  those  not  carry- 
ing Mails  mider  contract." — (Sir  John 
Leng,) 


QUESTIONS  AND  ANSWER^ 
CIRCULATED  WITH  THE  VOTEt, 


Proclaimed  Meeting  at  Oapatagle—Police 
and  Mr.  Aoche,  MP. 

Mr.  ROCHE  (Galway,  E.):  To  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  liOrd-Lieu- 
tenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  has  now 
received  any  further  information  in 
reference  to  the  action  of  the  police  at 
the  Capatagle  meeting ;  and  whether  he 
will  take  steps  to  secure  that  accurate 
information  shall  be  suppUcd  to  him  in 
future. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Walter  Long.)  I 
have  received  the  following  report  from 
the  County  Inspector  of  Constabulary, 
to  whom  this  Question  was  referred : — 
*'  No  violence  was  used  by  the  police. 
Mr.  Roche  persisted  in  maintaining  that 
he  had  a  right  to  address  his  constitaenti 
and  he  was  moved  away  from  the  crowd 
by  my  orders.  I  had  first  informed  him 
that  the  meeting  was  proclaimed  and  that 
I  had  a  copy  of  a  proclamation  which  I 
would  give  him.  I  gave  it  to  him  when 
he  had  been  moved  about  twenty-five 
yards  away.  He  was  not  dragged,  nor 
was  he  moved  off  his  feet.  One  police- 
man held  him  by  each  arm.  •  District 
Inspector  Heard  did  not  order  his  men  to 
drag  Mr.  Roche  down.  I  was  the  very 
first  person  to  go  to  Mr.  Roche  and  tell 
him  he  could  not  address  the  meeting, 
and  when  he  began  to  argue  that  he  had 
arranged  two  months  before  to  address 
his  constituents,  I  took  hold  of  his  coat 
and  pulled  him  ofi  the  stile,  about 
eighteen  inches  from  the  ground,  on  which 
he  was  standing.  Mr.  Heard,  I  think, 
also  caught  his  coat  and  said  he 
must  come  down.  No  roughness  was 
used,  when  pulled  he  stepped  off.  I 
then  told  him  he  must  move  on  and  told 
the  crowd  to  disperse.  He  was  moved  on 
as  I  have  alieady  mentioned.  He  was 
Lot  moved  fifty  3rardSy  not  quite  thirty 
yards.    I  heard  him  say,  '  Is  the  county 
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inspector  here '  ?  I  did  not  tell  the 
police  to  let  him  go.  When  they  had 
moved  him  from  the  crowd  they  loosed 
their  hold  of  his  arms.  There  were  no 
reporters  present  or  regular  representa- 
tives of  the  Press.  Mr.  Roche  says  he 
held  on  to  the  platform.  There  was  no 
platform.  There  was  a  proclamation 
posted  on  the  wall  opposite  Mr.  Roche, 
not  twelve  feet  from  him.  Mr.  Roche 
must  have  been  well  aware  the  meeting 
was  proclaimed.  He  had  been  staying 
the  night  with  Father  Fahy,  and  I 
myself  had  told  Father  Fahy  of  the 
proclamation.  The  police  did  nothing 
that  was  not  perfectly  consistent  with 
their  duty  in  preventing  the  holding  of 
the  meeting,  and  no  violence  was  used  to 
Mr.  Roche  nor  any  rough  treatment  that 
could  be  construed  as  violence." 

Snrflreons  in  the  Royal  Navy. 

Mr.  REGINALD  LUC^S  <Ports- 
mouth):  To  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Amiralty  whether  it  is  intended  to  alter 
the  conditions  of  service  of  surgeons  in 
the  Royal  Navy  by  abolishmg  the 
present  83rstem  of  making  appointments 
for  twelve  months  only ;  and,  if  so,  when 
details  of  the  new  scheme  will  be 
announced. 

^Answered  hy  Mr,  Pretyman.)  No 
change  is  anticipated  in  the  present 
regulations,  but  tne  Question  seems  to  be 
asked  under  a  misapprehension,  as  ap- 
pointments  are  not  now  made  for  twelve 
months  only. 

Turbary  Trustees  on  the  E^ing-Hannan 

Estate. 

Mr.  TULLY  (Leitrim,  8.) :  To  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  he  can  state 
why  the  Estates  Commissioners,  in  reply 
to  a  memorial,  have  refused  to  hear  by 
counsel  and  solicitor  the  objections  of  a 
number  of  tenants  on  the  King-Harman 
Estate  to  the  appointment  of  certain 
turbary  trustees  ;  why  have  the 
Estates  Commissioners  selected  as 
trustees  parties  named  at  private  meet- 
ings from  which  the  tenants  generally 
were  excluded;  and  whether  he  can 
state  if  the  Estates .  Commissioneis  are 
prepared  to  make  arrangements  for  a  free 
election  by  ballot  of  turbary  trustees  by 
the  tenants  on  the  estate. 


{Aniwered  hy  Mr,  Walter  Long.)  The 
Estates  Conimisoioners  inform  me 
t^at  they  did  not  consider  that  any 
useful  purpose  would  be  served  by 
bearing  counsel.  Their  negotiator  and 
their  inspector  made  exhaustive  inquiries 
and  held  interviews  with  many  persons, 
deputations,  and  largely  attended  meet- 
ings of  delegates  and  persons  interested 
as  to  the  persons  to  act  as  trustees  and 
the  methods  of  selecting  them.  After 
full  consideration  the  negotiator  and  the 
inspector  recommended  the  persons  who 
were  finally  approved  of  by  the  Commis- 
sioners in  a  scheme  which  was  sanctioned 
by  the  Lord-Lieutenant. 

Report  of  Medical  Officer  of  Health  for  the 
Parish  of  XJig,  Island  of  Lewis. 

Mr.  weir  (Ross  and  Cromarty) :  To 
ask  the  Lord-Advocate  if  the  medical 
officer  of  health  for  the  parish  of  Uig, 
Island  of  Lewis,  will  be  requested  to  send 
in  his  report  in  future  sufficiently  early 
to  enable  the  county  medical  officer  of 
health  to  include  it  in  his  annual  report. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Scott  Dickson,)  It  is 
desirable  that  reports  of  the  nature 
referred  to  should  be  sent  in  early,  and 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland  will  request 
the  Local  (Government  Board  to  com- 
municate in  this  sense  with  the  local 
authority. 

Annual  Income  of  Trusts  appointed  under 
the  Educational  Endowments  (Scot- 
land) Act,  1882. 

Mr.  weir  :  To  ask  the  Lord- Advocate 
if  he  will  state  the  annual  income  of  the 
respective  trusts  appointed  under  the 
provisions  of  The  Educational  Endow- 
ments (Scotland)  Act,  1882. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Scott  Dichson.)  I 
am  unable  at  present  to  give  the  in- 
formation desired  by  the  hon.  Member. 
The  Scotch  Education  Department, 
however,  have  already  made  arrange- 
ments for  obtaining  it,  but  it  cannot  be 
completely  obtained  till  the  close  of  the 
financial  year  at  May  next.  When  this 
is  done  the  Department  will  communicate 
with  the  hon.  Member. 

Sunday  Duty  of  Glasgow  Female  Tele- 
phone Staff. 

Mr.  weir  :  To  ask  the  Postmaster- 
General    whether    he    has    received    a 
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memorial  from  the  female  telephone  staff 
at  Glasgow  protesting  against  being 
called  on  duty  on  Sunday;  and,  seeing 
that  the  male  staff  are  anxious -to  take 
up  the  duty,  will  he  consider  the  expedi- 
ency of  making  such  arrangements  as  will 
release  the  female  staff  at  Glasgow  from 
Sunday  work. 

{Answered  by  Lord  Stanley.)  I  have 
received  the  memorial,  and  I  informed 
the  memorialists  in  October  last  that  I 
see  no  good  reason  for  relieving  them  of 
the  Sunday  duty,  which  comes  round  to 
each  operator  about  one  Sunday  in  every 
eight. 

Holidays  in  lieu  of  Bank  Holiday  —  Case 
of  Mr.  Alexander,  Telegraphist,  of 
Manchester. 

Mr.  SCHWANN  (Manchester,  N.) :  To 
ask  the  Postmaster-General  whether,  in 
view  of  the  arrangements  made  in  the 
telegraph  department  providing  that  if 
the  staff  work  on  bank  holidays  they 
receive  a  day  in  the  winter  as  compensa- 
tion,  and  of  the  rule  that  if  an  officer  falls 
sick  and  cannot  perform  duty  on  the 
dates  selected  in  the  winter  as  his  com- 
pensation days  for  bank  holiday  he  loses 
the  holiday,  he  will  state  if  he  has  had 
the  circumstances  attending  the  bank 
holiday  periods  of  Mr.  Alexander,  tele- 
graphist, of  Manchester,  laid  before  him ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  the  local  decision  in 
his  case  was  in  accordance  with  the 
usual  regulations. 

{Anmffered  by  Lord  Stanley,)  Mr. 
Alexander  appealed  to  me  in  March,  1904, 
and  I  personally  considered  the  matter. 
I  am  not  prepared  to  reconsider  my 
decision,  which  was  in  accordance  with 
the  general  rule  applied  in  the  case  of  an 
officer  who  falls  sick  when  on  leave. 

Inatiiries  for  Next  of  Kin  of  the  late 
Helen  Blake. 

Mr.  O'KELLY  (Mayo,  N.) :  To  ask 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  if  he 
will  state  whether  any  sums  of  money 
have  been  allowed  out  of  the  estate  of  the 
late  Helen  Blake,  for  the  prosecution  of 
inquiries  in  Ireland  as  to  the  next  of  kin 
of  the  deceased ;  and,  if  so,  by  whom 
these  inquiries  were  conducted,  where, 
and  when ;  and  if  he  will  state  the  sum 
expended  on  them. 


(Answered  by  Mr.  Vickf  d^Dendish,) 
No  sums  of  money  have  been  allowed 
out  of  the  estate  of  the  late  Helen  Blake 
for  the  prosecution  of  inquiries  in  Ireland 
as  to  the  next  of  kin  of  the  deceased. 

Drainage  Oharge  on  Holding  of  Mr.  Law- 
rence Hughes,  of  Derryeassan,  County 
Gavan. 

Mr.  VINCENT  KENNEDY  (Cavan, 
W.):  To  ask  the.  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  if  he  is  aware  that  the  Board  of 
Public  Works  in  Ireland  is  pressing  for  a 
drainage  oharge  alleged  to  be  due  on  the 
holding  of  a  Mr.  Lawrence  Hugbes,  of 
Derrycassan,  Ballyconnell,  county  Cavan ; 
and  whether,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  this 
farm  is  practically  undrained,  the  Board 
will  send  an  inspector  to  make  a  report 
before  further  proceeding  in  this  matter. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Victor  Cavendish.) 
I  have  inquired  into  the  circumstances  of 
this  case,  and  they  do  not  appear  to  me 
to  justify  the  suspension  of  the  legal  pro- 
ceedings which  have  been  instituted. 

Abstractors  and  Assistant  Clerks  in  the 
General  Register  and  Record  Office 
of  Shipping  and  Seamen. 

Mr.  REDDY  (King's  County,  Birr): 
To  ask  the  Secfetary  to  the  Treasury  the 
number  of  Abstractors  (Old  Class)  em- 
ployed in  the  General  Register  and  Record 
Office  of  Shipping  and  Seamen,  the 
number  promoted,  and  the  number  in 
receipt  of  allowances  of  £20  per  annum ; 
the  number  of  assistant  clerks  (New 
Class)  in  this  department,  the  number 
eligible  for  promotion,  and  the  number 
promoted ;  what  prospects  are  held  out 
to  the  assistant  clerks  (New  Class)  in 
this  department,  seeing  that  the  allow- 
ances granted  to  the  Abstractors  (Old 
Class)  in  1898  are  not  to  be  extended  to 
them,  and  that  the  initial  salarv  of  an 
assistant  clerk  (New  Class)  is  only  £55 
per  annum. 

(Anstoered  by  Mr.  Bonar  Law.)  There 
are  eight  of  the  Abstractors  (Old  Class) 
with  long  service  in  the  General  Register 
and  Record  Office  of  Shipping  and  Sea- 
men. Seven  of  these  have  received 
allowances  of  £20  per  annum  within  the 
maximum  scale  of  their  class.  Six  of  the 
Senior  Abstractors  have  been  excep- 
tionally promoted  to  the  Eecond  division. 
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There  are  twenty-eigbt  assistant  clerks 
(Abstractor  Class),  nine  of  these  are 
qualified  as  regards  length  of  service, 
together  with  the  eight  of  the  old  class, 
for  promotion  to  the  second  division. 
Assistant  clerks  (Abstractor  Class)  rise 
to  a  maximum  of  £150  a  year,  subject  to 
an  efBcienoy  bar  at  £100.  Under  the 
Order  in  Council  of  November,  1898,  they 
are  eligible  in  very  special  cases,  after 
not  less  than  six  years  service,  for  ex- 
ceptional promotion,  when  vacancies 
occur,  to  the  second  division. 

Immigrant  Tax  on  Entry  into  United 
States,  Oalais,  and  Boulogne. 

Sib  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Sheffield, 
Central):  To  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Board  of  Trade  if  all  alien  passengers 
landing  in  the  United  States  have  to  pay 
the  two-dollar  tax  levied  on  immigrants 
for  the  expenses  of  the  immigrant 
service,  or  if  it  is  confined  to  such 
immigrants ;  and  if  an  admission  fee  is 
levied  on  all  passengers  landing  at 
Boulogne  and  Calais. 

(Ansfcered  by  Mr,  Bonar  Law.)  All 
alien  passengers,  except  citLKens  of  the 
Dominion  of  Canada,  Cuba,  or  Mexico, 
have  to  pay  the  two-dollar  tax  on  entrance 
into  the  United  States  unless  in  transit  to 
some  other  country.  A  fee  of  1  fr.  75  c. 
is  levied  on  all  passengers  landing  at 
Boulogne  and  Calais,  excepting  persons 
holding  through  tickets  to  Belgium  and 
Germany. 

Uncertifled  Deaths  in  Ireland. 
Mb.  weir  :  To  ask  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if 
he  wiQ  state  the  number  of  uncertified 
deaths  in  Ireland  for  each  year  since  1900. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Walter  Long.)  The 
numbers  of  deaths  from  uncertified 
causes  in  Ireland  were  as  follows : — 

.  26,614 
.  20,527 
.    21,461 


In  the  year  1900 
1901 
1902 


f> 
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II 


»» 


1903 
1904 


21,873 
22,481 


Punishment  of  Reflractory  Chinese 
Goolies  in  the  Transvaal. 

Mr.  levy  (Leicestershire,  Loughbor- 
ough) :  To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 


the  Colonies  if  he  will  take  steps  to  as- 
certain whether  in  some  of  the  compounds 
in  South  Africa  Chinese  who  refuse  to  go 
down  the  mines  unless  paid  2s.  per  day 
are  tied  up  to  a  pole  by  their  pigtails  and 
then  thrashed. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Secreitary  Lyttdton.) 
If  the  hon.  Member  will  satisfy  me  that 
there  is  even  a  prima  facie  authenticity 
in  this  story  I  will  make  inquiry  respect- 
ing it. 

British  Indians  in  Cape  Colony— Language 

Question- 

Mr.  RUNCIMAN  (Dewebury) :  To  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
whether  the  Bill  recently  introduced  into 
the  Cape  Parliament  limiting  traders  to 
the  US3  of  certain  European  languages 
will,  in  efEect,  inflict  any  disability  on 
British  Indians  resident  in  Cape  Colony 
which  is  not  inflicted  on  Tiddish-speaking 
aliens ;  and,  if  so,  what  steps  he  proposes 
to  take  in  the  matter. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  Secretary  LytteUon.) 
I  would  point  out  that  the  provision  in 
the  Bill  as  introduced  is  not  compulsory, 
as  suggested  in  the  hon.  Member's 
Question.  I  am  not,  therefore,  in  a  posi- 
tion to  say  whether  the  Bill  will  have 
such  an  effect,  until  it  is  passed  and  a 
case  of  the  kind  arises  under  it. 

James  Cox,  late  Tnniskilllng  Fusiliers. 

Mr.  J.  P.  FARRELL  (Longford,  N.) : 
To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  case  of  James  Cox,  a  shoemaker,  who 
enlisted  at  Longford,  on  18th  August, 
1882,  in  the  InniskiUing  Fusiliers,  and 
was  subsequently  discharged  after  four 
years  and  ninety-eight  days  service  at 
Port  Lewis,  after  an  attack  of  fever,  as 
medically  unfit  for  further  service,  and 
who  received  a  pension  of  6d.  a  day  down 
to  1896, since  which  he  got  nothing;  and 
whether,  in  view  of  this  man's  circum- 
stances, he  will  cause  some  grant  to  be 
made  to  him  or  restore  the  pension  of  6d. 
a  day  for  a  time  to  tide  him  over  present 
illness. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Secretary  Arncld- 
Forster.)  This  man's  application  for  a 
renewal  of  pension  has  been  considered 
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by  the  Commissioners  of  Chelsea  HospitaL 
who  state  that  he  is  not  eligible  for  any 
further  grant.  There  is  no  fund  from 
which  he  could  be  awarded  assistance. 

Alleged  DissatiaflMtion  among  Men  of  the 
Army  Service  Corps  at  Longford. 

Mr.  J.  P.  FARRELL:  To  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether  he  is 
aware  that  dissatisfaction  exists  amongst 
the  men  of  the  Army  Service  Corps  sta- 
tioned at  Longford  in  consequence  of  the 
manner  in  which  an  officer  treats  the 
men ;  and  whether  he  will  undertake  to 
convey  to  th's  officer  that  excess  of  dis- 
ciplinary zeal  of  this  kind  is  not  desirable. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  Secretary  Arnold- 
Forster,)  Diciplinary  questions  of  this 
nature  rest  entirely  within  the  discretion 
of  the  local  military  authorities,  with 
which  I  am  not  prepared  to  interfere. 


QUESTIONS  IN  THE  HOUSE. 


Militia 


—Lanarkshire 
ments. 


Mr.  JOHN  WILSON  (Falkirk  Burghs) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  the  advisory  board  in  connection 
with  the  Militia  regiments  have  come  to 
a  resolution  that  it  is  desirable  that 
county  Militia  battalions  should  be 
trained  in  the  counties  to  which  they 
belong ;  and,  if  so,  will  he  arrange  that 
in  future  the  3rd  and  4th  battalions 
Scottish  Rifles,  and  the  3rd  and  4th  bat- 
talions Highland  Light  Infantry,  which 
are  the  four  battalions  connected  with 
Lanarkshire,  will  be  trained  as  hereto- 
fore at  Lanark  instead  of  at  Irvine, 
where  they  have  been  ordered. 


*s 


The  financial  SECRETARY  to 
THE  WAR  OFFICE  (Mr.  Bromley 
Davenport,  Cheshire,  Macclesfield) : 
Training  arrangements  are  in  the  hands 
of  the  General  Officers  Commanding  in 
Chief,  who  must  necessarily  be  guided 
by  various  considerations  when  deciding 
on  the  locality  most  suitable.  A  general 
principle  is  that  training  should,  if  prac- 
ticable, take  place  in  the  locality  of  the 
unit  at  least  once  in  three  years.     *- 


Native  Labour  in  the  South  African 

Mines. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  (Tower  Ham- 
lets,  Poplar) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies  whether  he  has 
now  received  information  in  reference  to 
the  circular  of  the  Witwatersrand  Native 
Labour  Association,  dated  17th  March, 
in  which  it  was  stated  that  in  future  no 
natives  would  be  recruited  in  Basutoland 
and  Orange  River  Colony,  except  for  a 
period  of  not  less  than  twelve  months ; 
and,  if  so,  what  action  he  proposes  to 
take  in  the  matter. 

The  SECRETARY  op  STATE  for 
THE  COLONIES  (Mr.  Lyttelton,  War- 
wick and  Leamington):  I  have  now 
received  the  report  of  the  executive 
committee  of  the  Transvaal  Chamber  of 
Mines,  dated  13th  April,  which  contains 
the  following  statement : — '*  Instructions 
have  been  issued  to  the  agents  of  the 
Witwatersrand  Native  Labour  Associa- 
tion in  Cape  Colony,  Orange  River 
Colony,  Basutoland,  Bechuanaland,  and 
Rhodesia  that  in  future  natives  must  bo 
engaged  for  a  period  of  twelve  months  for 
underground  work,  and  in  the  Transvaal 
and  Swaziland  for  a  minimum  of  eight 
months.  This  will  remove  the  disadvan- 
tage previously  experienced  of  the  boys' 
engagements  expiring  shortly  after  they 
have  received  sufficient  training  to  enable 
them  to  perform  their  work  satisfac- 
torily." rreviously  the  minimum  period 
in  the  case  of  Basutoland  and  the  Orange 
River  Colony  was  four  months.  But  the 
natives  arriving  from  their  homes  and 
offering  their  services  locally  are  to  be 
engaged  for  a  minimum  period  of  three 
months.  I  do  not  propose  to  take  any 
action  in  the  matter. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON :  Will  not 
that  tend  to  limit  the  number  of  Kaffir 
labourers  engaged  in  the  mines  ! 

[The  Answer  was  inaudible.] 

« 

Lidian  Army  Administration. 
Mr.  SCHWANN  (Manchester,  N.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  in  regard  to  the  correspondence  on 
the  subject  of  Indian  Army  administra- 
tion which  has  recently  passed  between 
His  Majesty's  G'overnment  and  the  Indian 
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Groveinment,  whether  he  will  say  if  the  sub- 
ject matter  of  that  correspondence  has,  so 
far  as  concerns  the  respective  authority 
and  responsibilities  of  the  members  of  the 
Govemor-Grenerars  Executive  Council, 
been  fully  considered  by  the  Council  of 
India  here,  pursuant  to  the  procedure 
prescribed  in  Sections  23  and  24  of  the 
Statute  (21  and  22  Vic.)  of  1858;  and 
will  that  correspondence,  or  its  essential 
portions,  be  placed  before  both  Houses  of 
Parliament  at  an  early  date,  together 
with  any  dissents  that  may  have  been 
recorded  by  members  of  the  Councils  of 
India. 

The  secretary  op  STATE  for 
INDIA  (Mr.  Brodeick,  Surrey,  Guild- 
ford) :  As  I  stated  in  answer  to  a  Question 
on  the  4th  instantf,  the  subject  of  Indian 
Army  administration  is  now  under  the 
consideration  of  His  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. The  provisions  of  the  Act  of 
Parliament  mentioned  in  the  hon. 
Member's  Question,  with  regard  to  the 
Council  of  India  have  been  and  will  be, 
as  a  matter  of  course,  strictly  observed. 
Papers  will  be  presented  to  Parliament 
without  avoidable  df'lay,  but  I  am  un- 
able at  present  to  name  any  date  for 
th]s« 

Metropolitan  Police— Begulation  of  Motor 

Traffic 

Sib  henry  FOWLER  (Wolverhamp- 
ton, E.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  what  are 
the  instructions  issued  to  the  Metropolitan 
Police  with  respect  to  persons  driving 
motor-cars  on  public  highways  recklessly 
or  negligently  or  at  a  speed  which  is 
dangerous  to  the  public  within  the  Metro- 
politan Police  area. 

Thb  secretary  of  STATE  for  the 
HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Akers- 
Douglas,  Kent,  St.  Augustine's) :  The 
police  orders  on  this  subject  are 
voluminous  and  set  out  fully  the  duties 
of  drivers  of  motor-cars  under  the  Motor- 
Car  Act  and  the  regulations  thereunder, 
and  also  under  the  Highways  Act  and  the 
Metropolitan  Police  Act,  1839,  which  give 
additional  powers  to  the  poUce.  The 
police  are  instructed  to  use  their  utmost 
endeavours  to  check  furious  or  reckless 

t  See  (4)  Debates,  cxlv.,  917. 


driving  and  to  secure  the  enforcement  of 
the  law.  In  particular,  they  have  instruc- 
tions from  the  Commissioner  to  take  pro- 
ceedings under  Section  1  of  the  Motor- 
Car  Act  in  all  suitable  cases  in  which, 
though  the  statutory  speed  limit  is  not 
exceeded,  cars  are  driven  recklessly  or 
negligently  or  at  a  speed  dangerous  to 
the  public.  In  the  more  crowded  districts 
they  proceed  under  this  section,  when 
necessary,  for  such  offences  as  driving  on 
the  wrong  side  of  refuges  or  driving  too 
rapidly  over  foot  crossings. 

Sir  HENRY  FOWLER :  Do  the  same 
instructions  apply  to  the  parks  % 

Mr.  AEJBRS-DOUGLAS  :  No;  I  think 
they  are  under  the  park  r^ulations,  but 
that  is  a  point  I  will  inquire  into.  I 
have  taken  great  care  in  regard  to  the 
action  of  the  police  under  my  control  in 
London. 

Captain  DONBLAN  (Cork,  E.):  Is 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  I 
have  recently  on  several  occasions  been 
informed  by  the  Metropolitan  Police  that 
no  instructions  have  been  issued  to  them 
to  pay  Rny  particular  attention  to  motor- 
car traffic  % 

Mr.  AKERS-DOUGLAS  :  I  was  not 
aware  of  that  fact,  and  it  is  contrary  to 
what  I  have  heard  and  to  the  instructions 
I  have  given. 

Mr.  SWIFT  MACNEILL  (Donegal,  S.) : 
Are  motor-cars  quite  immune  if  they 
have  coronets  on  them  % 

Ma.  SCOTT-MONTAGU  [(Hampshire, 
New  Forest) :  Is  it  not  the  case  that  the 
ten-mile-an-hour  limit  applies  to  the 
parks? 


Mr.  AKERS-DOUGLAS:    I 
that  is  so. 


think 


Motor  Traffic 

Mr.  SCARES  (Devonshire, Barnstaple): 
I  bag  to  ask  the  hon.  Member  for  the  New 
Forest  whether  he  will  consent  to  with- 
draw his  notice  of  Motion  relating  to  the 
increasing  number  of  accidents  occasioned 
by  motor-cars,  in  order  that  this  matter 
may  be  fully  discussed  by  this  House. 
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Mr.  SCOTT-MONTAGU :  I  understand 
that  the  Vote  for  the  Local  Government 
Board  is  going  to  be  put  down  for  an 
early  day,  Thursday  week  or  fortnight, 
and  the  day  previous  to  its  being  taken 
I  shall  be  glad  to  withdraw  my  Motion. 

Mr.  SOARES  :  Do  I  understand  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  wishes  a  full  dis- 
cussion as  to  the  administration  of  the 
law  as  well  as  to  the  necessity  for  new 
legislation  ? 

Mr.  SCOTT-MONTAGU:  I  am  per- 
feotly  in  accord  with  the  hon.  Gentleman 
in  wishing  for  a  full  discussion  of  the 
matter. 

Police  PensionB. 

Captain  NORTON  (Newington,  W.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  whether,  seeing 
the  inconvenience  to  which  police  pen- 
sioners are  sometimes  subjected  in 
connection  with  the  signing  of  their  life 
certificates,  and  seeing  that  a  section 
sergeant  is  authorised  to  sign  a  pen- 
sioner's paper  from  the  Army  or  Navy, 
he  will  consider  the  advisabiUty  of  adding 
police  section  sergeants  to  the  list  oi 
pel  sons  authorised  to  sign  police  pen- 
sioners' life  certificates. 

Mr.  AKERS-DOUGLAS  :  The  rules 
now  in  force  as  to  the  signing  of  police 
pensioners'  life  certificates  were  framed 
after  consideration  of  those  relating  to 
military  and  naval  pensions,  and  I  see 
no  occasion  to  alter  them.  The  list  of 
attesting  authorities  gives  a  wide  range 
of  selection — including  police  officers  of 
or  above  the  rank  of  station  sergeant — 
and  I  understand  that  it  is  an  extremely 
rare  thing  for  any  inconvenience  to  be 
caused. 


Heavy  Motor  Traffic  Order. 

Mr.  CATHCART  WASON  (Orkney 
and  Shetland) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  if  he 
will  withdraw  the  Order  permitting  heavy 
motor-cars  weighing  up  to  twelve  tons 
and  permitted  to  travel  at  a  speed  not 
exceeding  twelve  miles  an  hour,  in  view 
of  the  danger  to  road  bridges  and  the 
damage  by  vibration  to  buildings,  cellars, 
pipes,  mains,  and  sewers. 


Thk  president  op  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Gerald 
Balfour,  Leeds,  Central):  With  regard 
to  the  speed  to  which  motor-cars  weigh- 
ing up  to  twelve  tons  are  restricted  I 
would  refer  the  hon.  Member  to  my  reply 
to  his  Question  of  the  8th  inst.t  No 
information  has  at  present  reached  the 
Local  Government  Board  which  would 
justify  the  withdrawal  of  the  Order  to 
which  ho  refers. 

Metropolitan  Pneumatic  Despatch  BilL 

Mr.  COHEN  (Islington,  E.) :  I  b^g  to 
ask  the  Postmaster-Gfeneral  whether  he 
is  aware  that  the  promoters  of  the  Metro- 
politan Pneumatic  Despatch  Bill  are 
proceeding  with  the  Bill,  which  was  set 
down  for  consideration  by  a  Select  Com- 
mittee on  the  16th  inst. ;  and,  in  these 
circumstances,  what  course  he  proposes 
to  take  to  give  effect  to  his  views  in 
regard  to  the  Bill. 

The  POSTMASTER-GENERAL  (Lord 
Stanley,  Lancashire,  Westhoughton) : 
The  Pneumatic  Despatch  Bill  having 
been  read  a  second  time,  it  is  open  to  the 
promoters  to  proceed  with  it  before  a 
Select  Committee.  I  understand  that  it 
will  be  opposed  by  the  London  County 
Council  and  the  Corporation;  and  I  have 
informed  the  promoters  that  I  must 
reserve  my  liberty  of  action  on  the  Third 
Reading,  if  the  Bill  is  reported  b>  the 
Committee.  The  course  to  be  taken 
would  naturally  depend  upon  the  form 
in  which  the  Bill  was  reported  by  the 
Committee ;  but  if  the  local  authorities 
above-named  oppose  the  Bill  on  the  Third 
Reading,  I  should  feel  it  my  duty  to 
support  them. 

Holidays  in  the  Post  Office  Bngineering 

Department. 

Mr.  SCHWANN:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Postmaster-General  why  the  holidays 
of  a  number  of  men  employed  in  the 
engineering  department  of  the  Post 
Office  have  either  been  reduced  or 
taken  away  altogether ;  is  he  aware  that 
certain  classes  whose  qualifications  for 
holidays,  since  1897,  was  twelve  months 
service,  have  now  been  informed  that  a 
four  years  qualification  is  necessary ; 
will  he  state  the  reason  for  this  change, 
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and  whether  it  is  his  intention  to  enforce 
the  four  years  qualification  for  the  annual 
leave  upon  other  grades  employed  in  the 
postal  service. 

Lord  STANLEY :  The  men  to  whom 
the  hon.  Member  refers  are  **  gang  hands  '* 
employed,  not  on  any  permanent  en- 
gagement, but  t&ken  on  and  discharged 
as  occasion  may  require  at  the  market 
rate  of  wages  for  work  in  telegraph  and 
telephone  construction.  Some  of  these 
men  had  been  given  annual  leave  after 
twelve  months  continuous  service, 
although  there  was  no  proper  authority 
for  it.  I  have  now,  with  the  concurrence 
of  the  Treasury,  authorised  annual  leave 
on  full  pay  for  those  who  have  been  con- 
tinuously employed  for  four  years  or 
more ;  but  I  see  no  reason  for  continuing 
an  irregular  privilege  to  men  with  less 
than  four  years  service.  I  have  no 
intention  at  present  of  altering  the  exist- 
ing rules  as  to  leave  in  other  branches  of 
the  service. 

Post    Oflce  —  XJnestablished    Linemen's 

Grievances. 

Mr,  SCHWANN:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Postmaster-Qeneral  if  he  is  aware  that 
a  number  of  unestablished  linemen  who 
have  been  employed  upon  linemen's 
duties  in  the  engineering  department  of 
the  Post  Office  for  many  years,  with  a 
prospect  on  appointment  of  going  to  a 
maximum  of  408.  per  week,  have  now 
been  informed  that  the  maximum  has 
been  reduced  to  383.  per  week;  is  he 
aware  that  this  is  looked  upon  a<«  a 
distinct  breach  of  faith;  and  can  he 
state  how  many  appointments  have 
been  made  to  the  class  of  senior  line- 
men for  the  provinces,  and  what  will 
be  the  ultimate  number  of  provincial 
senior  linemen. 

Lord  STANLEY:  As  already  ex- 
plained in  my  former  Answer  to  the 
hon.  Member,  the  maximum  pay  of  the 
general  body  of  established  hnemen  has 
been  reduced  for  new  entrants  con- 
currently with  the  introduction  of  a 
class  of  senior  linemen  on  a  higher 
scale.  No  promise  of  appointment  has 
been  given  to  the  unestablished  linemen 
and  there  has  therefore  been  no  breach 
of  faith.  The  question  of  appointing 
thirty  men  to  the  class  of  senior   line- 


men is  now  under  consideration.  This 
number  will  ultimately  be  considerably 
increased. 


Application  for  a  Licence  at  the  Inter- 
national BzhiUtion,  Hammersmith. 

Mr.  HERBBRT  ROBERTS  (Denbigh- 
shire, W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  West  Salford,  as  representing  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners,  whether 
the  attention  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Com- 
missioners has  been  drawn  to  the  applica- 
tion recently  made  to  the  Kensington 
justices  for  a  provisional  licence  for  the 
sale  of  intoxicating  liquors  in  connection 
with  the  land  owned  by  the  Com- 
missioners at  Shepherd's  Bush,  upon 
which  it  is  proposed  to  erect  the  buildmgs 
of  the  International  Exhibition;  whether 
he  is  aware  that  the  area  covered  by 
the  lease  is  eighty- three  acres,  and  that  in 
the  application  referred  to  powers  were 
asked  for  to  sell  intoxicating  liquors  in 
forty -four  difEerent  places ;  and  whether 
the  Commissioners  are  now  in  a  position 
to  prevent  any  further  application  being 
made  for  such  a  Ucence. 


Sir  lees  KNOWLES  (Salford,  W.) : 
The  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  have 
agreed  to  let  an  area  of  about  eighty- 
four  acres  of  land  at  Hammersmith  for  a 
long  term  of  years  for  the  purposes  of  an 
exhibition  similar  to  that  at  Eail's  Court 
or  at  the  Crystal  Palace.  As  regards  the 
lands  used  for  exhibition  purposes,  the 
Commissioners  do  not  think  it  practicable 
to  prohibit  any  application  by  the 
lessee  for  licences  for  the  sale  thereon  of 
wine,  beer,  and  spirits,  in  connection 
with  the  supply  of  refreshments.  The 
recent  application  to  the  hcensing 
justices  to  which  the  Question  refers, 
was  made  by  the  intending  lessee,  and 
the  Commissioners  had  no  knowledge 
that  any  application  was  about  to  be 
made  or  as  to  the  number  of  places  in 
which  it  would  be  asked  that  liquors 
might  be  sold.  The  Commissioners  have 
no  power  to  interfere  with  the  discretion 
of  the  magistrates  as  regards  the  granting 
of  licences:  but  the  settled  policy  of 
the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners,  as  is,  I 
believe,  generally  known,  is  to  reduce, 
as  far  as  possible,  the  number  of  licensed 
premises  on  their  estates. 
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Dalkey  Income-Taz  Dispute. 
Mr.  J.  P.  PARRELL  (Longford, 
N.) :  I  beg  to  ask  Hr.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
collector  of  income-tax  at  Dalkey  enforced 
payment  of  income-tax  amounting  to 
£3  88.  4d.  from  Mr.  Robert  Armstrong,  ^ 
an  evicted  tenant  in  county  Longford, 
in  respect  of  a  house,  his  property,  in 
former  place ;  and  whether,  seeing  that 
the  rent  of  this  house  is  the  only  means 
of  subsistence  this  man  has,  he  will 
consider  the  advisability  of  giving 
instructions  that  this  claim  should  not 
be  pressed. 

The  chancellor  op  the  EX- 
CHEQUER  (Mr.  Austen  Chamberlain, 
Worcestershire,  E.):  The  hon.  Member 
appears  to  be  under  some  misapprehen- 
sion as  to  the  facts,  which  are  not 
correctly  represented  in  the  Question. 
The  amount  of  tax  due  was  £4  7s.  2d.  in 
respect  of  arrears  for  two  years,  and  this 
was  collected  from  two  tenants  of  Mr. 
Armstrong's,  who  paid  immediately  on 
application  bein^  made  to  them— all 
efforts  having  failed  to  obtain  from  Mr. 
Armstrong  the  amount  due.  Mr.  Arm- 
strong has  declined  to  claim  exemption, 
and,  unless  he  does  so,  it  is  impossible  to 
accord  him  any  relief. 

Mb.  J.  P.  PARRELL :  If  I  induce  this 
man  to  claim  exemption  will  the  right 
hon.  G(*ntleman  see  that  his  claim  is 
considered  ? 

Mb.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN :  Yes, 
but  I  do  not  know  the  exact  position 
now  J?  It  may  be  that  the  time  during 
which  the  claim  should  have  been  made  is 
passed.     I  will  look  into  it. 

Biver  BifTey  Floods. 
Mr.  J.  P.  PARRELL :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether, 
with  a  view  to  the  formation  of  a 
drainage  board  for  the  district  flooded 
by  the  River  Riffey,  he  will  direct  the 
Secretary  of  the  Board  of  Works  at 
Dublin  to  forward  the  necessary  docu- 
ments for  the  signature  of  the  inhabitants 
to  Mr.  Thomas  Cuningbani,  Cam,  Edge- 
worthstown. 

The  financial  SECRETARY  of 
THE  TREASURY  (Mr.  Victob  Caven- 


DisHy  Derbyshire,  W.) :  I  would  refer  the 
hon.  Member  to .  the  replies  I  gave  him 
on  this  subject  on^  February  28tht  and 
April  13thf.  The  persons  desiring  to 
form  a  drainage  district  should  apply 
directly  to  the  Board  of  Works. 

Mr.  J.  P.  PARRELL :  But  the  local 
people  have  taken  al(  the  steps  they 
possibly  can  to  get  a  drainage  board  set  up. 
Will  the  hon.  Oentleman  assist  them  1 

Mb.  victor  CAVENDISH:  I  will 
inquire. 

Dublin  Law  Oourts*  Clerkships. 

Mr.  MACVEAGH  (Down.  S.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether  he  can  state  when  the  last  open 
examination  took  place  for  clerkships  for 
the  Law  Courts  in  Dublin ;  whether  any, 
and,  if  so,  how  many,  appointments  have 
since  been  made  to  clerkships,  and  under 
what  circumstances  those  appointments 
were  made;  and  whether  he  can  state 
how  many  of  the  present  staff  were 
appointed  hy  open  competitive  examina- 
tion and  how  many  by  other  means. 

Mr.  VICTOR  CAVENDISH :  (1)  The 
last  open  examination  was  held  July  22nd, 
1903.  (2)  Since  that  date  six  vacancies 
in  junior  clerkships  have  been  fillcKl, 
namely,  one  by  open  competition  iu 
Accountant-€(enerars  Office ;  one  in  Lord 
Chancellor's  Chief  Clerk's  Office,  and  oae 
in  Chancery  Registrar's  Office  by  transfers 
of  clerks  from  Land  Judge's  Office ;  one 
in  Bankruptcy  Court  by  promotion  of 
Saperintendent  of  Copyists  under  proviso 
in  Section  73  of  Judicature  Act  of  1877 
exempting  any  person  holding  any  office 
or  clerkship  at  the  passing  of  that  Act 
from  the  provision  with  regard  to  open 
competition;  and  two  in  the  Probate 
Office  by  persons  appointed  by  the  Judge 
assigned  for  the  Probate  business  under 
Section5  of  Judicature  (No.2)  Actof  1897. 
(3)  Of  the  present  stafi  of  the  Supreme 
Court,  excluding  Heads  of  Departments 
and  Staff  Officers,  twenty-eight  were 
appointed  by  open  competition  and 
forty -five  by  other  means.  The  provision 
in  the  Judicature  Act  of  1877  which 
threw  open  all  junior  clerkships  to  open 
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oompetition  preserved  tbeir  patronage 
to  the  tiien  existing  Judges,  and  the 
persons  appointed  ''by  other  means" 
represent  those  who  were  appointed  by 
patronage  both  before  and  since  that 
Act,  including  appointments  by  the 
Judge  assigned  for  Probate  business 
under  the  Act  of  1897. 
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Mr.  WALTER  LONG :  I  understand 
that  the  facts  are  substantially  as  stated 
in  the  first  part  of  the  Question.  Official 
notes  of  the  speech,  however,  were  not 
taken  at  the  meeting,  and  I  am  advised 
that  in  the  circumstances  a  prosecution 
ageinst  the  ofEender  could  not  be 
sustained. 


Maconochy  Estate,  County  Longford. 

Mb.  J.  P.  FARRELL :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  to  explain  the  delay 
in  the  issuing  of  vesting  orders  to  the 
tenants  on  the  Maconochy  Estate,  county 
Longford ;  and  whether  he  can  indicate 
when  the  turbary  trustees  will  be  em- 
powered to  deal  with  the  1,300  acres  of 
mountain  and  bog  on  this  property. 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  Waltbe  Long,  Bristol,  S.) : 
This  estate  is  being  dealt  with  in  order 
of  priority.  It  will  in  due  course  be 
inspected  and  reported  on,  and  the 
question  of  turbary  will  be  fully  inquired 
into. 

Mr.  J.  P.  FARRELL :  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  this  agreement 
was  signed  sixteen  months  ago  ? 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG:  I  am  not 
aware  of  that,  but  I  am  aware  there  has 
been  a  great  deal  of  delay  which  I  am 
afraid  is  unavoidable. 

Alleged  Incitement  to  Boycotting  at 
Dmmmullan. 

Mr.  SLOAN  (BeHast,  S.) :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  totheLord-Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that  at  a 
meeting  held  on  the  17th  March  last  in 
Drummullan,  under  the  auspices  of  the 
Ancient  Order  of  EKbernians,  Mr.  Rickard, 
of  Cookstown,  made  a  speech  advising 
the  people  to  boycott  a  Mr.  Bell,  of 
Coagh,  who  was  charged  at  the  same 
meeting  as  being  responsible  for  extra 
police  having  been  brought  into  the 
town  to  preserve  order;  and  whether, 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  official  notes 
were  taken  of  the  language  used,  and  the 
fact  that  Bell  has  suffered  loss,  he  will 
say  what  action,  if  any,  he  intends 
taking  in  the  matter. 


Irish  Agricultural  Department- 
veterinary  Branch. 

Mr.  O'KELLY  (Mayo,  N.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  tho 
Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether,  in 
view  of  recent  expressions  of  local  feeling 
in  Ireland  as  to  ineouality  in  the  treat- 
ment of  the  Agricultural  Department's 
officials,  he  will  obtain  a  Return  showing 
the  names  of  the  officials  transferred 
from  the  Veterinary  Department  to  the 
Agricultural  Department,  giving,  m  each 
case,  the  amount  of  salary  immediately 
prior  to  transfer,  the  amount  immedi- 
ately after  transfer,  and  the  amount  now 
received  ;  also  indicating  the  date  of  any 
increases  or  decreases. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG :  The  informa- 
tion asked  for  will  be  embodied  in  a 
Return  which  I  will  obtain  and  forward 
to  the  hon.  Member  in  a  day  or  two. 

Lough  Neagh  Drainage. 

Mr.  MACVEAGH  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  he  will,  before  the 
forthcoming  debate  on  arterial  drainage, 
cause  to  be  circulated  amongst  the  Parlia- 
mentary Papers  the  instructions  to,  and 
other  correspondence  with,  Sir  William 
Binnie,  who  has  been  commissioned  to 
report  on  the  Lough  Neagh  drainage 
question. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG:  The  only  in- 
structions to  Sir  Alexander  Binnie  in  this 
matter  are  contained  in  a  letter  addressed 
by  the  Irish  Government  to  him  on 
April  25th.  His  reply,  dated  May  1st, 
completes  the  correspondence.  I  have 
sent  copies  of  these  letters  to  the  hon. 
Member ;  it  is  not  at  present  proposed  to 
lay  them  on  the  Table. 

Mr.  MACVEAGH:  Seeing  that  the 
Treasury  gave  the  instructions  to  Sir 
William  Binnie  will  it  not  pay  the  expense 
instead  of  placing  it  on  Irish  funds  ? 
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Mb.  WALTER  LONG :  It  wiU  be  paid 
out  of  the  Development  Grant. 

Domiciliaxy  Police  Visits  at  Atbonry. 
Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  at  what  hour  the 
police  have  entered  the  houses  of  the 
people  in  the  neighbourhood  of  Athenry ; 
whether  they  entered  houses  without  the 
consent  of  the  proprietors ;  and,  if  so,  by 
what  authority  this  was  done ;  what  was 
the  object  of  the  police  in  making  these 
domiciliary  visits.  ^  ^ 

Mb.  WALTER  LONG  :  I  am  informed 
that  police  have  entered  ^houses  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  Athenry  in  the  day 
time  and  at  night  no  later  than  10  p.m., 
in  two  or  three  cases  up  to  10.30  p.m., 
when  inmates  were  not  in  bed,  and  with 
their  consent.  The  object  of  the  police 
in  entering  such  houses  was  to  make 
general  poUce  inquiry  with  a  view  to  the 
prevention  and  detection  of  crime. 

Mr.  DILLON :  I  beg  to  ask  by  what 
right  the  police  enter  the  houses  in  the 
country,  and  is  it  lawful  for  the  police  to 
lay  down  a  rule  that  the  occupants 
shall  not  go  to  bed  before  10  p.m. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG :  The  Answer  to 
the  last  Question  is  in  the  negative.  I 
have  already  told  the  hon.  Member  that 
the  police  entered  these  houses  with  the 
consent  of  the  inhabitants. 

Mr.  DILLON:  Has  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  not  stated  already  on  the 
authority  of  the  police  that  they  never 
entered  houses  at  an  hour  when  the 
people  ought  to  be  in  bed.  We  are  in- 
formed that  they  entered  between  10  and 
10.30. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG  said  that  he  had 
already  given  two  or  three  Answers  on 
this  subject.  The  information  he  had 
received  was  that  the  police  did  not  enter 
the  houses  at  a  time  when  the  people 
were  expected  to  be  in  bed,  and  further 
information  showed  that  they  entered 
with  the  consent  of  the  occupiers.  In  no 
case  did  the  police  force  their  entrance 
into  the  houses.  They  had  a  right  to 
obtain  any  information  they  could,  pro- 


vided that  they  entered  without  the  use 
of  forcible  means. 

Captain  DONBLAN  :  Have  the  people 
a  right  to  prevent  the  police  from  enter- 
ing the  houses  1 

Mb.  WALTER  LONG :  I  am  not  called 
upon  to  explain  the  general  law  of  the 
land.  As  far  as  I  know  no  force  was  used 
by  the  police  in  entering  the  houses. 

Mr.  DILLON :  How  much  force  would 
be  required  to  enter  a  cottage  in  an  Irish 
country  district  ? 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG :  By  using  the 
word  force  I  did  not  intend  to  suggest 
that  it  was  necessary  violently  to  attack 
the  people,  but  I  meant  to  convey  the 
fact  that  the  entry  of  the  police  was 
made  with  the  consent  of  the  people 
occupying  the  houses. 

Mr.  BLAKE  (Longford,  8.)  asked 
whether  the  consent  of  the  occupants 
was  asked  before  the  police  entered,  or 
whether,  when  they  found  a  door  which 
was  not  barred,  it  was  opened  by  the 
police  without  any  intimation  to  the 
occupant  or  a  request  made  for  consent. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG :  That  is  a  legal 
question. 

Mr.  BLAKE :  No,  it  is  a  question  of 
fact. 

Mr.  DEPUTY-SPEAKER :  The  hon. 
Member  ought  to  give  notice  of  that 
Question. 

Mr.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  (Kilkenny) 
asked  whether  if  a  meeting  is  called  at 
Athenry  for  the  purpose  of  explaining  to 
the  people  their  legal  right  to  resist  the 
forcible  entry  of  their  homes  at  any  hour 
of  the  day  or  night  by  police  without 
legal  warrant,  he  will  undertake  that 
such  meeting  will  not  be  suppressed  by 
force  1 

ft 

[No  Answer  was  returned.] 

The  Oommittee  of  Defence, 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn  Regis) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  can  he  state  what  is  the  present 
composition  of  the  Defence  Committee ; 
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of  how  many  members  it  is  composed ; 
and  how  those  members  are  appointed; 
is  it  the  practice  to  admit  to  its  pro- 
ceedings on  the  footing  of  membership 
peiBons  other  than  membeis  of  the  Com- 
mittee, such  as  the  Permanent  Under- 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies  and  the 
Attorney-General;  are  such  persons 
allowed  to  vote  as  members,  and  are  the 
oonfidential  documents  of  the  Committee 
communicated  to  them;  and  is  this 
communication  irrespective  of  their 
having  taken,  or  not,  the  Privy  Council- 
lor's oath  of  secrecy ;  is  it  proposed  that 
the  confidential  documents  of  the  Com- 
mittee, in  the  keeping  of  the  Prime 
Minister  for  the  time  being,  shall  be  re- 
tained by  him  on  his  leaving  office ;  or  is 
it  intended  that  he  shall  either  hand 
them  over  to  his  successor  as  Prime 
Minister  or  leave  them  in  charge  of  the 
secretary  of  the  Committee  to  be  com- 
monioated  to  that  successor. 

The  PBIMB  MINISTER  and  FIRST 
LORD  OP  THE  TREASURY  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfoub,  Manchester,  E.) :  I  hope  that 
my  hon.  friend  will  allow  me  to  say,  with- 
out disrespect  to  the  ten  Questions  put 
to  me,  that  I  really  think  almost  e^ery 
one  was  answered,  and  answered  more 
fully  than  would  be  proper  in  reply  to  a 
Question,  when  I  made  the  two  speeches 
on  this  subject  last  Thursday.  There 
are  two  Questions  which  I  think  were  not 
specifically  dealt  with,  and  these  are 
whether  the  confidential  documents  of 
the  Committee  are  communicated  to  the 
Permanent  Under-Secretary  for  the 
Colonies  and  the  Attorney-General,  and 
to  gentlemen  who  have  assisted  us  from 
time  to  time  when  the  subjects  brought 
before  the  Committee  were  of  a  character 
on  which  their  advice  could  be  of  great 
importance  and  value.  When  these  two 
gentlemen  attend  they  act  as  members  of 
the  Conmiittee ;  but  of  course  that  does 
not  mean  that  documents  not  relating  to 
the  subjects  under  discussion  by  the  Com- 
mittee are  communicated  to  them  or 
entrusted  to  their  custody.  Then  the  hon. 
Member  seems  to  think  that  there  is  an 
impropriety  in  any  gentleman  being  asked 
to  attend  the  Committee  who  is  not  a 
Privy  Councillor.  That  is  not  regarded 
as  a  bar.  I  need  not  say  that  I  made  it 
abundantly  clear  that  the  reports  of  the 
proceedings  of  the  Committee  and  the 


minutes  of  meetings  and  the  various  tlocu « 
ments  from  time  to  time  submitted  to  it 
are  left  for  the  perusal  of  our  successors 
should  they  desire  to  see  at  what  con- 
clusions we  have  arrived,  and  why  we 
have  arrived  at  them. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES :  Perhaps  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  forgive  me  for 
asking  yet  another  Question.  Looking  at 
the  great  importance  of  this  new  con- 
stitutional body,  do  I  imderstand  that 
the  documents  will  be  left  in  the  charge 
of  the  secretary,  and  can  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  tell  me  of  how  many  members 
the  Committee  is  composed,  and  how 
they  are  appointed  ?     , 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  think  the 
hon.  Member  was  not  present  when  I 
made  my  second  speech.  If  he  reads  it 
he  will  see  that  I  dealt  at  considerable 
length  and  in  detail  with  that  point. 
Perhaps  he  will  refer  to  that  speech, 
and  then,  if  he  remains  unsatisfied  on 
any  point,  he  can  put  a  Question  to  me. 
The  House  knows  that  a  permanent 
office,  as  it  were — ^not  a  very  large  one — 
has  been  created  which  is  quite  irrespec- 
tive of  the  incoming  or  the  outgoing  of 
Parliamentary  Ministers.  It  is  with  the 
secretary  of  that  permanent  body,  now 
responsible  for  their  keeping,  that  the 
documents  will  be  left  when  any  Ministry 
goes  out  of  office. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES :  I  understand 
from  reading  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
speech  that  the  Prime  Minister  is  the  only 
absolutely  necessary  member  of  the 
Conunittee.  Of  how  many  members  is 
the  Conmiittee  composed  and  how  was  it 
appointed?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  not  answered  that. 


-sd 


Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  do  not  think 
that  I  can  add  to  what  I  have  said 
b<*fore. 

Sir  henry  FOWLER :  May  I  ask,  as 
to  the  occasional  msmbers  of  the  Commit- 
tee who  do  not  attend  regularly  and  are 
not  Privy  Councillors,  whether  a  distinct 
pledge  is  taken  from  them  equivalent  to 
the  Privy  Councillor's  oath  that  they  will 
maintain  an  absolute  secrecy  as  to  all 
that  takes  place  in  the  Conmiittee  or  in 
connection  with  its  proceedings  ? 
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Ml!.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  do  not  think  <  extmordinarv  at  the  time  that  the 
that  any  formal  ceremony  is  necessary.  {  House  should  have  been  debating  for 
It  is  understood,  of  course — and  this  |  two  hours  an  Amendment  which  would 
follows  from  the  very  nature  of  the 
Committee — ^that  the  deHberations  are  of 
the  most  confidential  character.  The 
Permanent  Under-Secretary  for  the 
Colonies,  for  instance,  has  in  his  hands 
every  day  the  most  confidential  docu- 
ments and  is  absolutely  trusted  by 
successive  Grovemments.  As  for  the 
Attorney-General,  I  do  not  know  what 
secret  he  does  not  know.  Certainly, 
though  he  is  hardly  ever,  by  the  practice 
of  the  Constitution,  a  Privy  Councillor, 
it  has  never  occurred  to  any  one  to  think 
that  the  Attorney-General  for  the  time 
being,  as  a  member  of  the  Government, 
cannot  be  absolutely  trusted  with  any 
secret. 


have  made  nonsense  of  the  Bill,  but  he 
had  since  examined  the  Act  and  this  Bill, 
and  he  thought  that  he  could  satisfy  the 
Minister  in  charge  of  this  measure,  who 
did  not  appear  to  examine  the  Amend- 
ments at  all,  that  the  Amendment  was 
perfectly  in  order. 

The  DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN :  The  hon. 
Member  need  not  continue,  I  think, 
because  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Molton  has  now  put  down  another 
Amendment  which  orings  this  Amend- 
ment into  order. 


'  Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES :  What  is  the 
style  of  the  Committee  ?  Is  '*  The  Com- 
mittee of  Defence  "  its  proper  name  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  No,  that  is 
its  familiar  and  affectionate  name.  I 
believe  "The  Council  of  Imperial  De- 
fence "  is  the  true  style  and  title  of  the 
Committee. 


AGRICULTURAL  RATES  ACT.  1896, 
ETC.,  CONTINUANCE  BILL. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

[Mr.  Jeffreys  (Hampshire,  N.)  in  the 
Chair.] 

Clause  1. 

Amendment  again  proposed — 

"In  page  \,  line  6,  to  leave  out  the  word<t 
'one  thousand  nine  hundied  and  ten,'  and 
insert  the  words  '  until  Parliament  shall  other- 
wise determine.'  '* — (Mr.  Lambert.) 

Question  again  proposed,  **  That  the 
words  'one  thousand  nine  hundred  and 
ten '  stand  part  of  the  clause." 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  rose  to  a 
point  of  order,  and  reminded  the  Com- 
mittee that  when  last  under  discussion 
this  Amendment  had  been  ruled  out  of 
order  on  the  ground  that  it  made  non- 
sense of  the  clause.    He  thought  it  was 


Thb  prime  minister  and  FIRST 
LORD  OP  THB  TREASURY  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfoub,  Manchester,  E.)  hoped  that 
the  Committee  would  now  be  able  to  deal 
with  the  Amendment  before  tilie  House  in 
a  more  placid  spirit  than  was  shown  at 
the  dose  of  their  proceedings  the  other 
day.  He  had  hoped  they  would  have 
been  calmed  by  the  withdrawal  of  the 
Amendment,  but  he  gathered  that  with 
further  consideration  the  hon.  Member 
would  see  his  way  to  withdrawing  the 
bone  of  contention*  and  thus  saving  the 
House  the  time  occupied  in  debating  and 
dividing  upon  it. 

He  had  been  violently  assailed  on 
the  ground  that  a  breach  of  faith 
had  been  committed.  He  hoped  it 
would  now  be  felt  that  the  langui^e  was 
too  violent.  The  view  he  had  taken  of 
the  permanent  or  transitory  character  of 
this  Act  had  always  been  the  same,  and 
if  hon.  Members  would  look  back— he 
did  not  advise  them,  however,  to  take  the 
trouble — to  his  various  utterances  on 
previous  occasions,  they  would  see  he 
had  always  held  that  it  was  a  matter  of 
absolute  indifference  whether  the  Act 
remained  temporary  or  was  made  nomiin- 
ally  permanent.  It  was  certain  that  that 
nominal  permanence  would  not  survive 
any  far-reaching  or  comprehensive  treat- 
ment of  the  rating  question,  which  cer- 
tainly deserved  the  attention  of  Pariia- 
ment.  The  difficulties  were  themselves 
an  indication  of  the  urgent  need  there 
was  for  Parliament  to  try  to  bring  order 
into  the  chaos,  and  justice'into  what  was 
perhaps  the  injustice  of  our  existing 
system.    When  that  was  done,  partial 
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legiila'ion  like  that  contained  in  the 
present  Bill  would  in  the  nature  of  the 
case  vanish  and  be  absorbed  in  the 
wider  and  more  logical  and  com- 
preher:siye  treatmoit  which  they  hoped 
to  see  some  day  attempted  oy  this 
House.  On  the  other  hand,  if  the 
Act  were  temporary,  and  were  not  sup- 
planted by  the  wider  measure,  it  was 
certain  that  the  arguments  which  had 
convinced  the  piesent  Opposition  that 
they  ought  not  to  resist  its  extension 
would  have  equal  weight  with  their 
successors.  Whatever  Party  was  in 
office  and  whatever  Party  was  in  Oppo- 
sllion,  the  same  arguments  would  lead 
to  the  same  results;  and  it  would  be 
felt  that  until  the  matter  could  be  dealt 
with  as  a  wbole  it  would  be  folly  not 
to  renew  a  measure  which  did,  however 
inadequately,  deal  with  one  particular 
injustice  of  the  rating  system.  There- 
fore it  was  absolutely  immaterial  from 
the  point  of  view  of  general  policy 
what  decision  the  House  came  to 
on  this  Amendment. 

But  it  was  said  that  it  was  not  fair  of 
the  Government  not  to  put  on  Government 
tellers  in  order  to  retain  the  Bill  in  its 
original  shape.  That  was  a  novel  argu- 
ment entirely  and  absolutely  inconsistent 
with  the  views  constantly  expressed  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  How  many 
times  had  .  they  not  made  passionate 
appeals  to  the  Government  to  leave  the 
i  louse  to  go  its  own  way  undiverted  from 
the  paths  of  rectitude  by  the  artificial 
methods  of  guidance  which  the  system 
of  Party  organisation  provided  ?  Tfeose 
who  had  made  such  appeals  had  no 
right  to  say  when  the  practice  was 
adopted  that  an  outrage  had  been  in- 
flicted on  the  principles  of  Parliamentary 
management  or  on  their  particular  inter- 
ests. As  to  the  way  in  which  he  himself 
should  vote,  though  it  was  not  a  matter 
of  the  smallest  practical  importance  as 
to  what  decision  was  ultimately  arrived 
at  by  the  House,  he  proposed  to  vote 
for  the  Bill  as  it  was  introduced.  He 
desired  in  no  sense  to  exercise  pressure 
of  any  sort.  He  hoped  this  explanation 
would  tend  to  remove  the  alarm  and 
bitterness  that  found  expression  last 
Wednesday. 

Sir  HENRT  FOWLER  (Wolverhamp- 
ton, E.)  said  that  in  charging  the  Govern- 


ment with  a  breach  of  faith  he  had  meant 
nothing  personally  offensive.  He  referred 
only  to  an  official  breach  of  faith  with 
reference  to  a  Parliamentary  understand- 
ing across  the  floor  of  the  House,  which, 
if  not  adhered  to,  led  to  complaints  which 
disturbed  the  peace  and  procedure  of  the 
House.  Some  of  the  remarks  just  made 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  were  cer- 
tainly open  to  controversy,  both  as  to  their 
accuracy  and  as  to  their  bearing  on  the 
present  situation.  This  was  not  the  case 
of  an  Amendment  to  a  Bill  which  was 
before  the  House  for  the  first  time,  and 
in  regard  to  which  the  House  might 
reasonably  exercise  its  independent 
opinion  without  Government  pressure. 
They  had  to  remember  that  die  Bill, 
although  introduced  as  a  permanent 
measure,  was  made  a  temporary  one  very 
early  in  its  career.  Whatever  justice 
this  Act  did  to  the  agricultural  community 
it  left  undone  an  act  of  justice  to  the 
urban  community.  The  policy  of  a 
temporary  Bill  was  to  put  pressure 
on  the  Government  of  the  day,  whether 
it  be  Liberal  or  whether  it  be 
Conservative,  to  deal  with  that  other 
part  of  the*  question  which  it  left 
untouched.  The  Government  of  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  the  repre- 
sentative in  the  House,  had  years  ago 
pledged  itself  to  refer  the  matter  to  a 
Royal  Commission,  and  it  did  so.  That 
Royal  Commission  took  a  large  amount 
of  evidence  and  in  due  course  reported 
to  the  House,  and  he  believed  the  Report 
it  presented  was  one  of  tbe  ablest  Reports 
ever  drawn  up  upon  the  question.  There 
were  no  doubt  differences  of  opinion 
among  the  Commissioners,  but  all  sections 
of  the  Commission  recognised  that  the 
urban  community  had  strong  claims  for 
relief  and  recommended  legislation.  So 
far  as  regarded  reducing  that  recom- 
mendation into  a  practical  shape,  he 
thought  that  the  Report  drawn  up  by 
two  distinguished  servants  of  the  Trea- 
sury, Sir  George  Murray  and  Sir  Edward 
Hamilton,  represented  a  practicable  solu- 
tion of  that  difficult  question.  He  laid 
no  blame  on  the  Government  because 
they  did  not  in  1901  introduce  legislation 
founded  upon  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee. They  were  in  the  midst  of  a 
great  war.  When  the  Renewal  Bill  was  in- 
troduced it  was  introduced  as  a  perma- 
nent measure,  but  it  was  converted  into 
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temporary    measure    by   an    agreement  {     *Sib  HENRY  FOWLER  said  it  might 
across  the  floor  of  the  House,  and  when 
the    Bill    went     into    Committee     the 
Amendment  giving  effect  to  that  agree- 


be  his  imperfect  interpretation,  but 
he  certainly  did  interpret  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  words  as  an  invitation 


ment  was  put^and  at  once  carried.  ,  to  Members   on  his  own    side  of    the 

House  to  support  the  Amendment.  The 

The   president    op    the  LOCAL   rif^t jicml  Gentfemim  t^^^ 

had  told  them  that  the   difference  be- 


twe^i  them  was  a  purely  academic  one. 
The  question  was,  should  they  make 
the  Bill  temporary  or  permanent  %  He 
differed  from  the  right  hon.  Oentlenxan. 
He  did  not  think  the  question  was 
purely  academic.  The  Bill,  at  the  pre- 
sent time,  did  not  rest  on  a  permanent 


GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Gerald 
Balfoue*  Leeds,  Central) :  The  arrange- 
ment was  made  by  means  of  Qnsstion 
and  Answer. 

*Sis  HENRY  FOWLER  said  the  point 
never  came  before  the  Committee  as  a 

controversial  question.  But  he  was  basis,  and  it  did  not  require  assent  in 
bound  at  that  point  to  interject  a  '  another  place  for  its  termination.  Bat  he 
parenthetical  observation  that,  in  his  agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opinion,  the  Government  ought  during  ;  that  the  Bill  would  have  to  be  renewed 
the  last  four  vears  to  have  dealt  with  { until  the  Government  insisted  that 
this  question.  It  would  have  been  a  there  should  be  a  general  settlement  of 
better  thing  for  them  and  for  the  country  I  the  whole  question.  He  felt  that  the 
at  large  if  they  had  devoted  some  time  ,  injustice  to  the  urban  ratepayer  was 
to  the  solution  of  this  grave  and  impor-  !  heavier  than  to  the  agricultural,  for 
tout  problem.  But  for  some  reason  they  !  in  some  places  the  urban  rates 
had  not  done  so,  and  in  due  course  the  were  two  .  or  three  times  the  amount 
timehad  arrived  forthis  Act  to  berenewed.  of  the  agricultural  rates.  Now, 
The  Government  thereupon  put  into  the  ;  however,  as  he  understood  the  right 
mouth  of  the  King  a  statement  that  a  j  hon.  Gentleman  had  agreed  to  give  his 
measure  would  be  brought  before  Farlia-  ,  great  personal  example  in  voting  against 
mcnt  to  renew  the  Act  as  a  temporary  |  ^e  Amendment,  he  trusted  that,  under 
Ac:.  He  took  it  that  that  was  a  pledge  \  the  circumstances,  the  hon.  Member  for 
on  the  part  of  the  Government  that '  South  Molton  would  agree  toVithdraw  it. 
its   temporary  character  would    be  re- ' 

tained.  Then  the  catastrophe  occurred  ,  Mr.  LAMBERT  (Devonshire,  South 
the  other  day,  when  an  hon.  Member  '  Molton)  said  that  if  the  Prime  Minister 
on  his  side  of  the  House,  not  speaking   ^aa  going  to  vote  against  his  Amend- 


in  any  representative  capacity  for  those 
who  sat  on  that  side,  but  speaking  for 


ment  he  was  afraid  it  was  not  going  into 
the  division  lobby.    He  was  sorry  the 


himself  as  a  consistent  supporter  of  the  jj^t  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  think  his 
Bill  from  the  very  first,  and  as  one  '  q^^h  Bill  was  good  enough  to  be  made 
who  supported  it  at  a  time  when  it  was  I  permanent  or  till  Parliament  should 
most  fiercely  contested,  wished  to  make  .  otherwise  determine.  He  had  placed 
it  a  permanent  measure.  What  they  ^m  in  a  predicament  by  forsaking  his 
had  to  complain  of  was,  that  the  own  Bill,  [Cries  of  "  No,  no ! "]  Well, 
Minister  in  charge  ^of  the  Bill,  instead  he  had  forsaken  the  principle  upon  which 
of  saying  that  the  Government  intro-  j^  ^as  introduced  in  1896.  Of  course,  if 
duced  it  as  a  temporary  measure,  and  ^^  ^^re  going  to  vote  against  tiie  Amend- 
would  support  it  as  such,  and  could  ^ent  and  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
not,  therefore,  accept  the  Amendment,  the  Member  for  East  Wolverhampton 
gave  a  very  broad  hint  to  hon.  Mem-  ^^^  ffnng  to  vote  against  it,  he  was 
be: 8  on  his  own  side  of  the  House  to  afraid  it  would  be  no  use  his  running  his 
vote  for  it.  head  against  a  brick  wall  of  the   big 

battaUons.    He  regretted  very  much  that 

Mb.  GERALD  BALFOUR :   No.    Can  ,  both  Front  Benches  were  taking  the  view 

the   right  hon.  Gentleman  quote    any   that   his   Amendment  was   one    which 

passage  of  my  speech  which  can  be  thus   ought  not  to  be  embodied  in  the  Bill ;  he 

interpreted !  I  believed  it  ought  to  be.    Still,  if   the 

Sir  Henry  Fotder. 
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Prime  Minister  were  going  to  vote  against 
him,  he  could  only  say  that  rather  thin 
be  beaten  in  the  division  lobby  he 
shoold  ask  leave  to  withdraw  his  Amend- 
ment, because  after  all  that  had  been 
said  and  done  he  should  not  like  to  see 
the  House  divide  and  the  Amendment 
beaten.  The  other  day  it  was  ruled  that 
it  was  a  nonsensical  Amendment  and  out 
of  order,  and  he  was  glad  to  know  that  the 
Chairman  had  seen  fit  to  put  it  from  the 
Chair,  because,  instead  of  it  being  non- 
sense, he  believed  if  it  were  inserted  it 
would  be  about  the  best  bit  of  sense  in 
the  Bill.  He  could,  however,  only  repeat 
himself  and  say  that,  after  the  statement 
of  the  Prime  Minister,  he  must  ask  leave 
to  withdraw  his  Amendment. 

♦Mr.  CHAPLIN  (Linoobshire,  Sleaford) 
said  that  if  the  hon.  Member  thought 
they  were  all  going  to  agree  to  the  with- 
drawal of  his  Amendment  he  could  tell 
him  he  was  very  ranch  mistaken.  There 
was  no  earthly  reason  in  any  single 
argument  he  had  yet  heard  why  it 
should  be  withdrawn.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Wolver- 
hampton said  the  other  day  there 
had  been  a  breach  of  faith  on  the 
part  of  the  Government,  but  did  he  re- 
member what  occurred  in  the  discussions 
in  the  past  ?  Did  ho  remember  the  furious 
opposition  which  the  Bill  encountered  in 
days  gone  by — ^he  might  say  the  savage 
ferocity  which  was  directed  against  both 
the  Bill  and  its  authors,  directed  against 
the  Bill  not  in  its  permanent  form  but  in 
its  temporary  form.  It  was  agreed  to 
be  made  temporary  on  the  Second  Reading 
of  the  Bill,  not  for  the  reason  alleged  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  the  other 
day,  not  because  pressure  was  put  on 
the  Government  of  that  time  by  the 
borough  Members.  It  was  nothing  of 
the  kind,  and  he  would  tell  them  exactly 
what  did  occur.  A  number  of  Lancashire 
borough  Members  came  to  him  in  the 
Lobby,  and  Eaid, — **Now,  look  here! 
We  will  support  you  through  thick  and 
thin  in  whatever  you  do  in  regard  to  this 
Bill.  If  you  make  it  permanent  we  will 
support  you,  but  at  the  same  time  we 
shall  be  glad  if  yon  think  it  right  to  let 
it  be  temporary.  But  please  understand 
this:  Bo  fir  from  wishing  to  put  the 
slightest  pressure  upon  you,  we  will  sup- 
port you,    whatever  course  you  take." 

VOL.  CXLVL    [Fourth  Series.] 


Now,  that  was  what  the  hon.  Member 
for  Kirkcaldy  called  pressure  being;  put  on 
bim  by  the  borough  Members.  His  reply 
to  those  Lancashire  gentlemen  was  that 
be  did  not  think  it  mattered  very  much 
whether  the  Bill  was  temporary  or  per- 
manent, for  he  had  already  announced 
on  the  First  Reading  that  a  Oommisnon 
would  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
while  question,  that  it  would  report, 
he  presumed,  within  a  reasonable  time, 
and  that  in  all  probability,  if  other 
things  did  not  stand  in  the  way,  legis- 
lation would  soon  afterwards  be  in- 
troduced. The  only  reason  why  that 
had  not  been  done  long  ago  was,  so  far 
as  he  knew,  to  be  found  in  the  tremendous 
amount  of  time  which  had  been  devoted 
by  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House  to  opposing  and  obstructing 
the  measures  whi3h  the  Government  had 
thought  it  necessary  to  proceed  with 
first.  As  he  had  pointed  out,  the  whole 
of  the  oppositioi  which  they  had  to 
contend  with  in  those  days  was  directad 
against  the  Bill  not  in  its  permanent  form 
but  as  a  temporary  measure.  How  on 
earth  were  they  to  know  that  the  Oppo- 
sition— the  leaders  and  the  rank  and  file — 
were  going  to  take  the  course  they  had 
done  on  this  occasion,  after  their  great 
recantation.  [Cries  of  '*No."]  Yes,  it 
was  an  absolute  recantation  of  their 
previous  opposition,  and  they  had  every 
right  to  suppose  that  they  would 
abstain  from  that  opposition,  whatever 
form  the  Bill  might  take  in  the  future ; 
and  to  tell  them  now  that  the  mere 
decision  of  the  Government  to  leave  tho 
voting  on  an  Amendment  to  make  the 
Bill  permanent — a  Radical  Amendment, 
by-the-bye — was  a  sufficient  ground  for 
their  change  of  attitude,  was  to  tell  them 
something  which,  with  all  due  respect, 
would  not  wash  for  a  single  moment. 

He  did  not  want  this  Amendment  to 
be  withdrawn,  and  he  said  that  in  the 
interests  of  the  boroughs.  They  had 
had  ten  years  experience  of  a  temporary 
measure,  and  it  had  led  to  nothing  being 
done  in  the  interests  of  the  boroughs. 
Why  was  that  ?  It  was  said  by  Gentle- 
men opposite  that  it  was  too  much 
to  expect  any  Government  to  interfere 
with  a  temporary  measure  before  its  time 
had  expired.  He  held  that  the  Govern- 
ment was  entitled  to  interfere  with  any 

2  A 
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nieasuie  of  that  kind  if  it  thought  fit,  but  |  and  to  hi^  verj  great  disgust,  the  hon. 
he  was  bound  to  say  at  the  same  time  j  Member,  who  he  had  thought  really  did 
that  there  was  some  force  in  the  conten-  ,  mean  business,  and  who  he  had  hoped 
tion.  On  the  other  hand,  if  they  made  i  was  indulging  in  something  m:>re  than 
the  Bill  permanent — permanent,  that  was  ,  mere  Party  electioneering,  proposed  to 
tD  say,  until  the  whole  question  could  be  '  withdraw  his  Amendment.  All  he  oould 
dealt  with — then  they  would  have  forth-  I  say  was  that  so  far  as  he  had  any  weight 
with  such  an  agitation  on  the  part  of  the  he  should  object  to  the  withdrawal,  and 
boroughs  for  a  change  in  the  law  which  should  do  his  very  utmost  to  get  the 
would  Rive  them  fair  and  equal  justice.  Amendment  carried, 
that  he  would  defy  any  Government,  he 

did  not  care  from  which  Party  it  was  Mr.  DALZIEL  thanked  the  right 
drawn,  very  long  to  resist  it.  That  was  the  hon.  Gentleman  for  the  tribute  he 
ground  on  which,  in  the  interests  of  the  had  paid  to  the  authenticity  of 
borough  Members,  quite  as  much  as  in  '  the  remarks  he  made  the  other  day. 
the  interests  of  Parliamentary  con-  They  now  found  themselves  in  a  vi^y 
venience,  he  believed  it  would  be  right  peculiar  and  interesting  position  in  regard 
and  proper  to  support  this  Amendment.  ,  to  the  Bill.  The  Prime  Minister,  in  re- 
He  believed,  also,  it  would  be  in  the  gard  to  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
interests  of  the  country  at  large,  of  the  '  Member  for  South  Molton,  was  going  to 
agricultural  community  as  well  as  of  the  take  a  different  course  to  that  adopted 
boroughs,  and,  above  all,  in  the  interests  j  by  the  President  of  the  Local  Crovern< 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  that  the  ment  Board.  The  Grovernment  had 
measure  should  be  carried  in  X\l%  form  brought  in  a  Bill  which  they  had  declared 
suggested  by  the  hon.  Member  for  South  to  be  of  a  temporary  character ;  now 
Molton.  He  had  some  conversation  with  they  left  the  whole  principle  of  the  Bill 
that  hon.  Member  the  other  day,  and  he  '  practically  to  the  '*  vote  as  you  please*' 
was  certainly  surprised  at  the  course  he  decision  of  the  House.  That  was  not  a 
had  now  decided  to  adopt.  It  was  course  which  any  Government  should 
asserted  that  he  (the  Member  for  Sleaf ord) '  take  in  regard  to  its  own  Bill.  The 
had  ''  nobbled  "  the  Prime  Minister.  I  Prime  Minister  had  reminded  them  that 

I  he  had  often  been  appealed  to  to  leave 

Mr.   DALZIEL   (Kirkcaldy  Burghs) :  i  the  voting  open.     That    was   not  the 

No ;  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern-  \  point.    His  contention  was  that  it  was 

ment  Board.  the  duty  of  the  Government  to  make  up 

,  their  minds  definitely  on  this  question 
♦Mr.  CHAPLIN  said  the  hon.  Member  |  and  not,  by  withdrawing  the  Whips,  to 
offered  to  withdraw  that  expression  if  leave  the  matter  open  to  their  supporters, 
he  could  tell  him  he  knew  nothing  before-  |  He  thought  he  saw  the  reason  why  the 
hand  about  the  intentions  of  the  Govern-  '  Government  had  taken  up  their  present 
raent.  Now,  he  would  tell  him  exactly  attitude.  Sooner  or  later— later  rather 
what   happened   that    cJternoon.    Just   ^^^  sooner— -he  expected  there  would  be 


before  the  Amendment  came  on  he  left 
his  place  and  asked  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  what  he  was 


a  general  election,  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  anxious,  while  still  de- 
fending the  honour  and  dignity  of  the 


going  to  do  in  regard  to  it.    The  reply  I  Government,  to   allow    the  agricultural 
was  that  he  thought  he  would  leave  it  an  ;  Members  to  vote  for  making  the  Act 


open  question,  and  he  was  asked  if  he 
approved  of  that.  He  said  at  once,  of 
course  he  did,  and  that  he  was  very 
glad  to  hear  it,  for,  as  far  as  he  was  con 


permanent  and  the  borough  Members  to 
vote  for  making  it  temporary,  so  that 
when  they  were  called  upon  to  face  their 
constituents  they  would  be  able  to  point 


oemed,  he  should  certainly  support  the  I  ^^  virtuous  pride  to  their  votes.     That 


Amendment,  whether  it  was  left  open 
or  not.  Later  on  he  saw  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Molton,  and  told  him 
he  would  support  his  Amendment  with 
all  the  forces  at  his  command.  Now  at 
the  last  moment,  to  his  intense  surprise, 

Mr,  Chaplin. 


was,  he  believed,  the  sole  reason  for  the 
Government  allowing  their  supporters 
to  "  go  as  you  please." 

He  did  not  think  this  should  be 
made  a  permanent  measure;  it  was 
originally  passed  as    a  temporary  one. 
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and      lie     did     not     think    the    right  [  the   proposition  for  the  withdrawal  of 
hon.    Gentleman     the    Prime    Minister    the  Amendment. 
i^onld  deny  that  had  he  not  conceded  the  ' 

demand  that  it  should  be  made  temporary       ^  ^T^^rTT^rr^      Tur^r..^ .  xtx>»^« 

-,te  passing  would  have  been  endai^ered  i  ,J^°«?  ^^f?^  FITZMAURICE 
So  great  was  the  opposition  to  it  among  ( wUtBhire.  Cricklade)  supposed  that  after 
his  sapportera  that  he  doubted  if  it  could  *?1  f^^'^  they  had  just  had  from  the 
ever  have  been  passed  as  a  permanent  "S***  '^?^-  G«nt|eman  tte  Member  foi 
measure.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  i  ^^[o^^  •*  would  be  too  much  for  them 
Member  for  Sleaford  had  urged  that  they  ^  '^9^^  *'M*'  t'^f  ^^^^  ^^^^  .  »>« 
should  make  the  Act  permanent,  because  temmated  by  the  unopposed  with- 
then  the  urban  constituencies  would  rise  ^"^"  "'  ^^  Amendment,  He  thought 
in  revolt  and  something  would  have  to  be  *''«"  ^*f  ^^^^i  ""**?  "t^^  *°.  emphatic 
-lone-it  was  to  be  the  last  straw  which  I  S.™*^*  "''""''^  •  .*  from  that  side  of 

would  bring  about  an  agitation  which  *  •  "^  •  !^'""*'  ''l®  attitude  of  the 
would  compel  the  Government  to  deal  *^"™«  Minister  on  the  question  He 
Tvith  the  demands  of  the  urban  districts.  P^tasted  against  the  nj[ht  hon.  Gentle- 
Well,  he  could  not  accept  that  view ;  he  i  "**"  treating  the  question  of  the  tern- 
held,  on  the  contrary,  that  if  the  measure  I  P®'"^  '"'  perai»nent  character  of  the 
•vere  temporary  it  would  obviously  be  '.  m««"n»  »  »]»«  ol  no  practical  import- 
the  duty  of  the  next  Government  to  deal  f.°°®-  ,H\  <*»!  °o'  !""''  *<>.  *!*«  l^P  t*'* 
■vith  ike  urban  question,  so  that  the  *™*  "J  *•»?  Committee  with  pointe  of 


'^hole  problem  might  be  solved.    He  had 


order,  for,  of  course,  he  accepted  the  raling 


n-ver  altered  his  ^opinion  that  this  Bill  ^\  *^®  ^^*"  ***  *^®  ^^^  Amendment 
was  unjust  and  unfair ;  that  it  was  a  f^^  ^\  *^«  ^^P«^  Jy  j^«  ^^n.  Member 
bribe  to  a  particular  class  of  the  com-  \^'  ^^^^  ^^^^^^^'^  ^*1  P"*^  *^«  ^8^^ 
munity,  and  he  was  opposed  to  making  |  Amendment  m  order.  But  it  seemed  to 
it  permanent,  both  on  that  ground  and  ^^^  ^^  *^^"^  *  very  open  question 
because  such  a  step  would  make  it  more  i  '^^^^}^\  ^^^  enormous  change  proposed 
difficult  to  obtain  consideration  for  the  [  by  the  Amendment  was  reaDy  within  the 
rlaims  of  the  urban  district's.  !  ^'^\ol  the  Bill.    He  was  not  saving  it 

;  would  be  mthe  power  of  the  Chairman  to 
I  rule  that  it  was  outside  the  title  of  the 
Mr.  MlLDMAY  (Devonshire,  Totnes)    BiU,  but  he  did  suggest  that  a  change  of 
did  not  agree  that  if  this  Amendment    the  kind  proposed  was  as  near  being  so 
were  carried  the  result  would  be  that  all    as  legitimately  it  could  possibly  be.     It 
prospect  of  a  comprehensive  scheme  of ,'  was  a  Bill  to  extend  an  Act  which  was  a 
rating  reform  would  vanish.    It    must    temporary  Act,  and  yet  the  object  of  the 
not  be  forgotten  that  personal  property  j  Amendment    was    to     make    the    Billl 
escaped  paying  rates  in  consequence  of  |  permanent.    That  appeared  to  him  to  be 
the  annual  renewal  of  the  Expiring  Laws    \*ery  like  a  violation  of  the  ancient  and 
Continuance  Bill;  and,  seeing  that  the    established  practice  of  Parliament.     In 
annual  renewal   of   that    Act  had  not  i  any  case  he  protested  against  the  doctriDe 
compelled  the  Government  to  deal  with  .  laid  down  by  the  Prime  Minister  that  it 
the  whole  question  of  rating  reform,  he  '  did  not  signify,  and  that  it  was  the  same 
submitted  that  the  argument  of  the  hon.  '  thing  greatly  to  extend  or  diminish  a 

proposal  before  the  House.  Sir  Erskine 
May  pointed  out  that  there  was  an 
essential  distinction  when  in  his  book 
on  Parliamentary  practice  he  said  that 
the  modification  of  a  notice  of  Motion 
was  permitted  if  the  amended  notice  did 
not  exceed  the  scope  of  the  original 
Motion,  and,  if  a  Motion  were  proposed 
which  differed  materially  from  the  terms 

of  the  notice,  on  an  occasion  of  that  kind 
it  could  only  be  made  with  the  consent 


Member  opposite  wouud  not  hold  water 
for  a  single  moment.  They  were  now 
voting  as  to  whether  this  temporary 
expedient  which  did  justice  to  agricul- 
turists should  continue  until  a  compre- 
hensive measure  of  rating  reform  was 

.  brought   forward.    He  was  strongly  in 

Vfavour    of    this.      He    believed    many 

1  Members  representing  agricultural  con- 

-tstituencies  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  were  also  strongly  in  favour  of 

'  it,  and  he  hoped  they  would  vote  against  I  of  the  House.    This  was,  it  was  true,  an 

'  2  A  2 
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Amendment  to  a  Bill,  but  he  thought '  of  action  made  their  present  complaint 
the  Committee  ouii^ht  to  be  gu'ded  by  the  doubly  ungrateful.  What  sort  of  en- 
spirit  of  those  observations.  If  this  couragement  was  it  to  a  poor  Govern - 
subject  were  to  be  considered  from  the  ment  to  be  told  that  they  were  always 
point  of  view  of  the  general  question  of  doing  wrong;  and  if  they  were  to  find 
local  taxation,  he  must  ask  the  Govern-  that  when  Uiey  did  right  it  was  not  Uy 
ment  whether  it  was  their  intention  or  be  accepted  as  being  right  ? 
not  to  brins  forward     in   the    present        „,,        ^  ,  w-  •  ^        i.  j         -ji 

session  of  Parliament  the  measure  relating'  i*^®  Pnme  Mmister  had  said— 
to  valuation  promised  in  the  King's ,  ^^^^  «^^^  truly-that  this  was  an 
Snee^'h  '  academic  question.    Whether   this    Act 

'  was  made    permanent    or    whether    it 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn  Regis)  i  "°^!?«^'  "  .^^*^^^,^/^'„*    temporary 

said  that  with  all  due  respect  to  the  .  ^^«;  *«  9^f  »*^^ ^''v  *^  l*^i^^  ^J^^^ 
noble  Lord  he  was  bound  to  say  his  two  :  ^P  ^^^  settlement  when  the  whole  ratmg 
points  of  order  had  nothing  whatever ,  question  came  to  be  dealt  with-for  the 
in  them.  He  had  told  them  that  in  I  Act  whether  permanent  or  temporary 
his  opinion  the  title  of  the  BiU  would  not  ^^^l^^  disappear  m  the  general  scheme  of 
allow  of  such  an  Amendment.  But  it  was  .  settlement.  He  was  disposed  to  agree 
a  Bill  to  extend  the  Agricultural  Rates  !^*^^  ^^f  ^}^,  ^2\  ^"^^leman  the 
Act  1896  I  Member  for  Sleaiord  that  it  was  better 

•  for  the    Act   to    be   made    permanent. 

Lord  EDMUND  FITZMAURICE :  I  |  ^*  they  made  the  Act  permanent  there 

said  it  ran  as  near  the  line  as  possible.      I  ^^^H^^  t)e  such  an  agitation  from  the 

I  boroughs  as  could  not  be  resisted,  and  he 

Mb.  GIBSON  BOWLES  denied  that  \  t^Zf^^r^Z^Ltl  "^JXr't  "I 
...  ..  Ml  11     *.    Birmingham  marcnmg  on  Iiondon,  and 

Jt  went  as  near  as  .t  possibly  cou^d ;  it !  jj^^^^ » ^^^  revolting"  and  both  being 
was  a  long  w^y  off.  It  was  a  BiU  to ;  j^^  ^^^^  j^  Lincoh^hire  by  the  right 
extend  the  Agncultural  Rat«  Act.  They  ;  j,^^  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Sleafo^. 

"HK^*  «^,*«°/.  '*   f.    ^nfimtum      They  ,  ^h^  President  .of  the  Local  Government 

might  extend  it  until  rarhament  other-    tj^„,j  x  i  j  xv*   n -xi.      ^     i-i.     i     i. 

.^j.        .J       ,.,  1.1.X1-      Board  told  the  Committee  on  the  last 

wise  determined-which  was  what  the   ^^^^  ^^^  j^^  ^^^^  ^^^  ^^^^  ^.^^     ^ 

Amendment  proposed-or  they  mi^t  |  ^^  .^^  ^^^  Amendment.  In  hi«  (Mr. 
extend  t  until  all  eternity.    Then  with    g^^^^^j  ^^^       to  be  led  by  his  leaders 

regard  to  the  other  point  raised  by  the   i.«i,„j'     „^„«  j  „U4.      A  * 

'l,     T     J     1.           Tj        •  i.       4.   4.V-.4.    he  had  very  grave  doubt  on  that  occasion 
noble  Lord,   he  would   point  out  that  i    „    .     „\.:\.^ v       u^  u        x 

.         J        X    •     n         -i.!  J       , .       '  as    to  which  way    he    should    vote,  or 

Amendments  m  Committee  and  notices   ^v   -,  ^^  i  ^  „k^„ij  „^i.^  «♦  «n      m    j 

X »,  . .  A       xt  t    j,'^      whether  he  should  vote  at  all.    To-dav 

of  Motion  were  not  on  the  same  footmg.    ..^.    ,  , , .    ,^,   ,         j-     i    j      nrc 
J.  '.      '  1 .  XV  i.  i.k        t.^  iju^jli^hat   doubt    had  been  dissolved.     The 

It  was  quite  nght  that  there  should  beno'ri*       nr-x     vj      -^i.*        •• 

extension  in  the  case  of  a  notice  of  FvT3^S'\  i/*k  ^?r'°'!,7' 
Motion  laying  down  an  important  prin-    *^»*  *^«  Bill  should  be  maintained  by 

ciple  which  the  House  came  prepared  to  ^'"^'"^^  ."""'^'^  P*"^'"  "\  ^^'^  '^f^"' 
discuss  and  heat  discussed,  but  it  was  '  J'*^^^*  ^^7  «^*^'  f°<*  consequently 
quite  different  with  Amendments  in  I  ?%.^?J*?,**'°'°*  u M  •^!"S^'J°I 
Committee.  Of  these  no  notice  was  ^"^^^  M"'***"  «^°"*^  ^  "1<^*«^-  ^»' 
required,  and  indeed  they  often  became 


necessary  in  consequence  of  what  had 
happened  in  the  course  of  the  debate. 
He  did  think  the  Opposition  were  un- 
grateful in  complaining  because  the 
Government  were  allowing  their  followers 
to  vote  a3  they  pleased — a  vote  that 
was  according  to  the  dictates  of  reason 
and  logic — in  respect  of  an  Amendment 
moved  from  the  opposite  benches ;  and 
their  suggestion  that  the  Government  on 
previous  occasions  had  rejected  their 
appeals  to  allow  their  followers  freedom 

Lord  Edmund  Fitzmaurice. 


determined  his  action,  and  he  should 
vote  with  the  Prime  Minister  with  a 
satisfaction  only  tempered  by  the  regret 
he  felt  in  not  following  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board. 


♦Mr.  EMMOTT  (Oldham)  said  he  rose 
for  the  purpose  of  expressing  his  surprise 
that  if  this  matter  was  of  no  practical 
importance  the  Prime  Minister  should 
have  taken  the  course  he  had.  Why 
the  Amendment  had  not  been  resisted  bv 
the  Government  from  the  first  he  oould 


/ 


I 
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not  understand.     The  Bill  would  have  run  the  risk  of  having  a  debate  on  the 

been  through  Committee  last  Wednesday  subject  occasionally,  because  he  thought 

but  for  this  Amendment  having  arisen,  it  would  hasten  a  great  national  change 

If  the  Bill  were  altered  there  would  need  in  the  system  of  taxation  about  which 

to  be  a  Report  stage,  and  some  of  them  he  was  very  keen. 
who  were  borough  Members  and  who  felt 

keenly  the  injustice  of  making  this  a  ^        Trrrmr^T^ri^rar^^r    /«              -n     v 

penJnent  Aot  would  feel  compelled  to  .?«•    ^?^^™??<^^    <\"«^«i    ^^f > 

attempt  to  alter  and  improve  the  BiU  in  """f  J'*  *^«"8^'  the  speech  just  made 

that    stage-      They    dii    not    wish    to  reflected  almost  identicaUy  the  opimon 

waste  time  over  the  Amendment  at  all,  2?  '^\  ^^"^^'"X  "f  *  ^^  J^^  ^"^T^ 

and  he  for  one  acknowledged  that  theagri-  ^he  right  hon.  Meinber  for  Sleaford  twitted 

cultural  interest  required  consideration,  the  Opposition  with  a  change  of  opimon 

but  on  the  other  hand  it  was  a  matter  of  *^*^'° ,  *^<*   ^»*   «if  *  yf»"- .  ?«  ^"^ 

importance  to  the  towns  that  the  question  ^  ^  '^^'l*  ^l  fi.  "f  *  ^u'V 
sh^ld  automatically  come  up  for  dis-  Gendeman  would  realise  the  fact  that 
cusaion  from  time  to  time.  The  right  hon.  Af  ting  foraprmciple  wasone  thmg.but 
Member  for  Sleaford  had  said  that  the  when  that  principle  had  been  defeated 
boroughs  would  be  so  roused  by  feelings  ^^  **»«  f  »°8«  ^  ^''.l''  oPf'ation 
of  in]^ice  that  they  would  make  the  ,  ^^.  »«\«"1 3^"' '*  ^"  ^"^  *  ^^"T^ 
life  if  the  Government  intolerable  if'**"°8  ***  ''P^'  the  arrangements  that 
they  did  not  deal  with  the  question  of  *L**^  ^l  "^t^?"  ^f^  ^%^T*  ""•  • 
locil  taxation.  He  was  glad  to  have  ^ouse  when  this  Bill  was  fought  origin- 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  an  aUy  he  should  have  fought  it  as  strongly 
acknowledgment  of  the  injustice  which  <"  ^» ,  f"«"^*^  <^f  «"*  »^'  "'**' 
the  boroi^hs  were  suffering  at  the  I'^^f  °^  i*"  operation,  when  new  con- 
present  time.    For  himself  he  hated  the  ^^''V'  .""f  arrangements  had  been  en- 

^ngles  that  went  on  between  town  and  I  ^J^  "'**'l  JVT  X  ^'^*Tk  "****'; 
counby.  If  the  Bill  were  made  temporary  I  \'  was  unthinkable  that  in  the  present 

and  renewed  from  time  to  tinfe  the  '  «^*f  °^  **'™  ^}^7  ^^^X""""  / 
matter   would    come   up    at   successive   of  the  pen  stop  this  Bill  at  the  moment. 

periods,  causing  the  question  to  be '  ^^%  "^'8^*  i*^"  *•»"'  ^'^^  '"^ ,?° 
i^sed  whether  the  time  had  not  then  i  i"*^*^'  ^/*  *^?y  f  "**  remember  that 
arrived  to  deal  with  the  question  of  *1^7  ^'^  their  feet  on  the  ground, 
rating    on    a  wider    basis.    He  hoped,    *'^i    "."^f^  .^  <'°'^°^°'^  "T^    *^«y 

therefore,  that   the  Amendment  would   ^f  *°  "^f  ^  t^  ^  "^T  1      ^^.  T** 

be  reiected.  I**  present.    They  did    not   want  this 

'         '  Bill  to   be   permanent,   and   there  was 

a  good  deal  of  common  sense  in  the 
8iB  GEORGE  BARTLEY  (Ishngton, ,  remark  of  the  Member  for  IsUngton 
N.)  said  as  a  borough  Member  the  only  ,  as  to  the  periodical  bringing  up  of  this 
thing  that  induced  him  to  make  up  question.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
his  mind  one  way  or  the  other  was  the  I  jjemter  for  Sleaford  argued  to-day  for 
■effect  which  this  matter  had  on  the  t^g  jgiigf  ^i  the  farmer.  The  small 
subject  of  local  taxation.  The  sub-  i^nner  paid  perhaps  £100  in  rent  and 
ject  was  one  which  they  should  have  •  £15  j^  j^^^g  j|  tj^g  right  hon.  Gentle- 
iiackled  before  this.    There  was  a  great   ^^^  ^^^  ^  anxious  to  relieve  the  farmer, 


grievance   in   the   boroughs    and   other 
parts    of    the    country.    He    was    not 


surely  the  £100  was  a  much  bigger  ques- 
tion.   But   the    right   hon.    Gentleman 


aUrmed  about  the  marching  up  of  the  |  ^^^  perfectly  weU  that  the  landlords, 
-towns  on  this  subject.  He  did  not  m^^  ^j^^  ^^Yia  monopolists,  wanted  to 
think  that  would  be  very  effective,  ^.j,,,,^  jj^g  burden  on  the  ratepayers.  If 
Tjut  he  thought  they  should  have  now  ^^^  ri^t  hon.  Gentleman  wanted  to  re- 
and  again  a  debate  such  as  this  to  ^^^^  ^^^  farmer  he  could  surely  find  an 
Toise  the  question  of  local  taxation,  opportunity. 
If  the  Agricultural  Rates  Act  were  a  . 
permanent  measure  the  question  might . 

possibly  be  relegated  to  some  time  in       Mb.    CHAPLIN:    What   opportunity 
the  distant  future,  and  he  would  rather   have  1 1 
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Dr.  HUTCHINSON:  Make  your 
opportunity.  You  know  the  House 
better  than  I  do. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  :  I  do  not  know  how 
I  can  reduce  my  rents  more  than  70  or 
80  per  cent.,  as  I  have  already  done. 

Dr.  HUTCHINSON:  That  is  an 
example  to  other  landlords. 

The  DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN  :  This  is 
outside  the  present  question. 

! 

Dr.  HUTCHINSON  said  he  regretted  | 
if  he  had  gone  outside  the  narrow  limits 
of  the  debate.    He  hoped  the  Bill  would 
not  be  made  permanent. 

LiEiiT.-CoLONEL  PR YCE- JONES  (Mont-  [ 
gomery  Boroughs)  said  inasmuch  as  he , 
supported  most  lo3rally  the  Government 
in  1896  in  passing  this  Bill,  and  inas- 
much as  he  had  defended  it  in  his  own 
constituency  and  in  certain  parts  of  Wales, 
he  would  state  why  he  could  not  see  his 
way  to  support  the  Amendment.  Al- 
though he  represented  boroughs,  he 
loyally  supported  the  Government  in 
passing  the  measure  because  he  saw  a 
great  opportunity  of  doing  some  good 
for  his  agricultural  friends,  but  he  thought 
a  great  mistake — he  would  not  go  so  far 
as  to  say  a  breach  of  faith — would  be  . 
committed  by  the  House  of  Commons  i 
if  they  made  the  Act  permanent.  There 
could  be  no  doubt  that  the  towns  re- 
quired relief  in  local  rates,  and  the  occupier 
of  agricultural  land  had  been  greatly 
aided  in  the  last  few  years.  In  his  own 
county  of  Montgomeryshire,  one  of  the 
smallest  in  the  Kingdom,  agricultural 
land  had  been  relieved  of  some  £12,000 
to  £15,000  in  rates  per  annum  since  1896, 
and  he  hoped  his  Radical  agricultural 
friends  in  the  constituency  would  not  for- 
get that  at  the  next  election.  He  there- 
fore appealed  to  hon.  Members  who  re- 
presented county  constituencies  not  to  go 
back  upon  the  pledge  given  in  1896  that 
the  Act  should  not  be  permanent. 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  (Carnarvon 
Bofough^)  said  he  did  not  think  his  hon. 
and  gallant  friend  need  trouble  about  his 
constituency,  because  he  understood  it  was 
one  of  the  constituencies  which  was  to 


be  redistributed  out  of  existence.  He 
trusted  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the^ 
Member  for  Sleaford  would  see  that  the 
general  feeling  of  the  House  was  in  favour 
of  making  the  Bill  a  temporary  one. 
After  all,  the  Government  was  anxious 
to  avoid  troubles  on  difficult  questions, 
and  even  the  next  Government  would 
desire  to  avoid  the  settlement  of  the 
local  taxation  problem  unless  forced  upon 
it.  He  was  certain  the  next  Grovern- 
ment  could  not  renew  a  measure  of  this 
kind  without  at  the  same  time  extending^ 
relief  to  the  towns  as  well.  He  did  not 
join  with  those  who  condenmed  the 
Prime  Minister  in  leaving  this  an  open 
question.  He  was  only  sorry  that  what 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  done  now 
had  not  been  done  before.  Many  a  time 
in  Committee  propositions  which  did 
not  commend  themselves  to  the  judgment 
of  the  House  as  a  whole,  were  carried 
simply  because  the  Government  did  not 
see  their  way  to  treat  them  as  open 
questions.  Upstairs  the  Government 
were  constantly  defeated,  but  no  one 
ever  dreamt  of  treating  the  questions, 
there  as  questions  of  confidence,  with 
the  result  that  the  Bills  came  out  in  a 
much  better  form  than  they  went  in^ 
It  was  a  great  misfortune  that  Grovern- 
ments  did  not  more  generally  follow  the 
practice  which  the  Prime  Minister  had 
adopted  on  this  occasion.  He  did  not 
think  the  present  case  was  one  in  which 
the  practice  should  have  been  initiated, 
but  he  was  glad  that  the  Prime  Minister 
had  had  the  courage  to  leave  an3rthing 
an  open  question.  If  a  similar  course 
had  been  adopted  in  regard  to  many 
matters  in  such  measures  as  the  Licens- 
ing Bill  and  the  Education  Bill  those 
measures  would  have  issued  from  the 
House  of  Commons  not  in  the  shape  they 
finally  assumed,  but  would  probabl>^ 
have  effected  a  settlement  of  difficult 
problems  which  now  had  been  left  open 
or  even  exacerbated.  He  hoped  that 
in  future  the  Government  would  leave 
more  of  these  matters  to  the  judgment 
of  the  House. 

Mb.  TENNANT  (Berwickshire)  said 
there  was  a  disposition  to  suppose  that 
every  member  of  the  Opposition  who- 
opposed  the  Bill  eight  years  ago  was  now 
converted  to  the  principle  of  this  measure « 
He   was  an  example   to   the   contrary. 
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London,  inasmuch  as  London,  while 
receiving  only  £2,000  under  the  Bill,  con- 
tributed at  least  £500,000  or  £600,000. 
He  had  no  desire  to  continue  the  dis- 
cussion if  it  was  understood  that  borough 
Members  opposite  were  going  to  take  the 
reasonable  view  indicated  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Islington.  Agricul- 
turists were  getting  all  that  they  could 
ask  in  the  temporary  renewal  of  the  Bill, 
and  they  should  at  any  rate  leave  to 
the  representatives  of  boroughs,  on 
whom  the  burden  of  rates  was  pressing 
with  far  greater  severity,  the  hope  that 
when  the  matter  came  up  again  some- 
thing would  be  done  for  the  towns  as 
well  as  for  the  rural  districts. 


He  regarded  the  Bill  on  its  first  intro- 
duction as  immoral,  and  he  regarded  it 
so  still.  The  fact  that  one  set  of  people 
were  poor  and  required  assistance  did 
not  make  it  right  to  pick  the  pockets 
of  another  set  of  people.  The  Bill 
rested  on  expediency  then,  and  it 
rested  on  expediency  now.  The  Prime 
Miiuster  no  doubt  thought  it  expedient 
that  the  present  Grovernment  should 
remain  in  office,  but  that  did  not  make 
their  remaining  in  office  any  the  more 
moral.  The  Bill  rested  on  no  solid  foun- 
dation, and  he  should  be  glad  to  see  it 
made  temporary  in  order  that  it  might 
come  up  for  reconsideration  at  the  first 
opportunity. 

Mb.  lough  (Islington,  W.)  sug- 
gested that  borough  Members  on  the 
other  side  might  assist  the  House  in 
coming  to  an  immediate  decision.  This 
matter   was    of   serious    importance   to 


Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes,  266  : 
Noes,  80.     (Division  List  No.  161.) 


Abraham,  William  (Cork,  N.E. 
Adand-Heod,  Capt  Sir  A]ez.F. 
Agg-Gardner,  James  Tyute 
Agnew,  8ir  Andrew  Noel 
Ainsworth,  Jobn  Stirling 
Allen,  Charles  P. 
Alhusen,  Augustus  Henry  Eden 
Allsopp,  Hon.  George 
Anson,  Sir  William  Reynell 
Arrol,  Sir  William 
Ashton,  Thomas  Gair 
Aaqnith,  Rt.  Hn.  Herb.  Henry 
Atkirson,  Rt  Hon.  John 
Aubrey-Fletcher,  Rt.  Hon.SirH. 
Austen,  Sir  John 
Baird,  John  George  Alexander 
Balcarres,  Ix>rd 
Balfour,  Rt.Hn.  A.  J.  (Manch'r 
Balfonr,Rt.HnGeraldW.(Leedf) 
Banner,  John  S.  Harmood- 
Barry,  E.  (Cork,  S.) 
Barry,  Sir  Francis  T.(  Windsor 
Bartley,  Sir  George  C.  T. 
Benn,  John  Williams 
Bill,    Charles 
Bingham,  Lord 
Black,  Alexander  William 
Blake,  Edward 
BInndell,  Colonel  Henry 
Boland,  John . 
Bond,  Edward 
Boulnois,  Edmund 
BowleB,T.Gibson  (King'sLynn) 
Beand,  Hon.  Arthur  G, 
Bright,  AUan  Heywood 
Broadhurst,  Henry 
Brodrick,  Rt.  Hon.  St.  John 
Brown,  George  M.  (Edinburgh) 
Brunner,  Sir  John  Tomlinson 
Bryce,  Rt.  Hon.  James 
Biul,  William  Jamef 


AYES. 

Burke,  E.  Haviland 
Buxton,  Sydney  Charles 
Caldwell,  James 
Cameron,  Robert 
Campbell,  Rt.  Hn.  J.  A.  ( Glasgow) 
Cavendish.  V.CW.  (Derbyshire 
Cawley,  Frederick 
Chamberlain,  RtHn.  J.  A.  ( Wore. 
Channing,  Francis  AUston 
Cheetham,  John  Frederick 
Clancy,  John  Joseph 
Cochrane,  Hon.  Thos.  H.  A.  E. 
Cogan,  Denis  J. 
Cohen,  Benjamin  Louis 
Condon,  Thomas  Joseph 
Crombie,  John  William 
Crossley,  Rt.  Hn.  Sir  Savile 
Cullinan,  J. 
Dalziel,  James  Henry 
Delany,  William 
Denny,  Colone' 

Deylin.CharlesRam8ay(Gaiway 
Dewar,  John  A.  (Invemess-sh. 
Dickinson,  Robert  Edmond 
Dickson,  Charles  Scott 
DiUon,  John 
Donelan,  Captain  A. 
Doogan,  P.  C. 
Douglaa,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 
Douslas,  Chas.  M.  (Lanark) 
Doxrord,  Sir  William  Theodore 
Duncan,  J.  Hastings 
Egerton,  Hon.  A.  de  Tatton 
Ellice,CaptEC(SAndrw's  Bghs) 
Elliot,  Hon.  A.  Ralph  Douglas 
Emmott,  Alfred 
Esmonde,  Sir  Thomas 
Evans^Sir  FrancisH.  (Maidstone 
Faidell,   Sir  T.   George 
Farrell,  James  Patrick 
Ferguson,  R.  C.  Munro  (Leith) 


Ffrenoh,  Peter 
Field,  William 

Fielden,  Edward  Brocklehurst 
Findlay  .Alexander  (Lanark,N£ 
Finhiy.Sir  R.B.(Inv*m*88  B'ghs) 
Fir  bank,  Sir  Joseph  Thomas 
Fisher,  William  Hayes 
FitzGerald,  Sir  Robert  Penrose 
Fitzmaurice,  Lord  Edmond 
Flower,  Sir  FIrnest 
Flynn,  James  Christopher 
Forster,  Henry  William 
Fowler,  Rt.  Hon,  Sir  Henry 
Fuller,  J.  M.  F. 
Goddard,  Daniel  Ford 
Gorst,  Rt.  Hn.  Sir  John  Eldon 
Graham,  Henry  Robert 
Grant,  Corrid 
Gray,  Ernest  (West  Ham) 
Greene,SirE.W  (B'rySEdm'nds 
Gurdon,  Sir  W.  Brampton 
Harcourt,  Lewis 
Hardie,J.Keir  (MerthyrTydvil) 
Harrington,  Timothy 
Haslam,  Sir  Alfred  S. 
Hayden,  John  Patrick 
Hayter,  Rt.  Hon.Sir  Arthur  D. 
Heath,  SirJames(StafFords.NW 
Helder,  Augustus 
Helme,   Norval  Watson 
Hemphill,  Rt.  Hon.  Charles  H. 
Henderson,  Arthur  (Durham) 
Hickman,  Sir  Alfred 
Higham,  John  Sharp 
Hoare,  Sir  Samuel 
Hobhouse,  C.  £.  H.  (Bristol,  E.) 
Holland,  Sir  William  Henry 
Hope,  J.F  (Sheflfield,  Brightside 
Hope,  John  Deans  (Fife,  West) 
Hoult,  Joseph 
Hutchinson,  Dr.  Charles  Fredk. 


i^^k 


651        Agricultural  Rates  Act,         (COMMONS }      1896,  etc..  Continuance  Bill.     652 


Huttoa,  Alfred  E.  (Morley) 

Jacoby,  James  Alfred 

Jobb,  Sir  Richard  Claverhouse 

Jeesel,  Captain  HerbertMerton 

Johnson,  John 

Jones,  David  BrynmorCSw'nsea 

Jones,  Leif  (Appleby) 

Jones,  William  (Gamarvonshire 

Jordan,  JeiemiiJi 

Kennedy,  Vincent  P.(Cavan,W. 

Kenyon,  Hon.  Geo.T.(I>enbigh) 

Kilbride,  Denis 

Knowles,  Sir  Lees 

Lament,  Norman 

Langley,   Batty 

Laurie,  Lieat-General 

Law,  Andrew  Bonar  (Glasgow) 

Law,  Hugh  Alex.  (Donegal,  W.) 

Lawrence,  Wm.  F.  (Liverpool) 

Lawson,  Sir  Wilfrid  (Cornwall) 

Layland-Barratt,  Francis 

Lee.  A.  H.  (Hants.,  Fareham) 

lieeae.Sir JosephF.  ( Acoi  ingto  n ) 

Leng,  Sir  John 

Lloyd-George,  David 

Long,Rt.  Hn.  Walter(  BriJitol.S. ) 

Lough,  Thomas 

Lundon,  W. 

Lyell,   Charles   Henry 

LTttelton,  Rt.  Hon.  Alfred 

Macdona,  John  Cumming 
MacNeill,  John  Gordon  Swift 
^(acVeagh,  Jeremiah 

M'Crae,  George 
l^I'Fadden,  Edward 
M*Hugh,  Patrick  A. 
M'Kenna,  Reginald 
M*Killop,  W.  (Sligo,  North) 
Mansfield,  Horace  Rendall 
Melville,  Beresford  Valentine 
Alitchell,  WiUiam  (Burnley) 
Moonev,  John  J. 
Morrell,  George  Herbert 
Itlorton,  Arthur  H.  Aylmer 
Murphy,  John 

Murray,  Charles  J.  (Coventry) 
Murray,  Col.  Wjmdbam  (Bath) 
Myers,  William  Henry 
Nannetti,  Joseph  P. 


Nolan,  Joseph  (Louth,  South) 
Norton,  Capt.  (Jecil  William 
Nussey,  Thomas  Willans 
O'Brien,  James  F.  X.  (Cork) 
O'Brien,  Patrick  (Kilkenny) 
O'Brien,  P.  J.  (Tipperary,  N.) 
O'Doherty,  WiUiam 
O'Donnell,  John  (Mayo,  S.) 
O  Dowd,  John 
O'KeUy,  Conor  (Mayo,  N.) 
O*  Kelly,  James(Ro8commoa,N. 
O'Shaughnessy,  P.  J. 
Parker,  Sir  Gilbert 
Parkes,  Ebenezer 
Parrott,  William 
Percy,   Earl 
Pierpoint,  Robert 
Pirie,  Duncan  V. 
Plummer,  Sir  Walter  R. 
Powell,  Sir  Francis  Sharp 
Power,  Patrick  Joseph 
Pretjrman,  Ernest  George 
Pryce-Jones,  Lt.-Col  Edward 
Purvis,   Robert 
Rea,  Russell 

Redmond,  John  E.  (Waterford 
Reid,  Sir  RThreshie  (Dumfries) 
Renshaw,  Sir  Charles  Bine 
Renwick,  George 
Ri  tchie,Rt.  Hon.  Cha8.Thomson 
Robertson,  Edmund  (Dundee) 
Rollit,  Sir  Albert  Kaye 
Ropner,  Colonel  Sir  Robert 
Rose,  Charles  Day 
Royds,  Clement  Molyneux 
Runciman,  Walter 
Rutherford,  John  (Lancashire) 
Sackville,  Col.  S.  G.  Stopford 
Samuel,  SirHarryS.(Limehouse 
Schwann,  Charles  E. 
Scott,  Sir  S.  (Marylebone,  W.) 
SeelVt  Charles  Hilton  (Lincoln) 
Sharpe,  William  Edward  T. 
Shaw,  Thomas  (Hawick  B.) 
Shaw-Stewart>,  Sir  H.  (Renfrew) 
Sheehy,  David 
Shipman,  Dr.  John  G. 
Sinclair,  John  (Forfarshire) 
Smith,  Hon.  W.  F.  D.  (Strand) 


Soanies,  Arthur  Wellesley 
Stanhope,  Hon.  Philip  James 
Stanley,Edward  Jas.(Somer6et 
Stanley.Rt.Hn.Lord(Lancs. ) 
Stirling-Maxwell,  Sir  John  M. 
Stone,  Sir  Benjamin 
Stroyan,  John 
Sullivan,  Donal 
Taylor,  Austin  (East  Toxtetb) 
Taylor.Theodore  C.  (RadoliflFc) 
Tennant,  Harold  John 
Thomas,DavidAlfred(Merthyr) 
Toulmin,  George 
Trevelyan,  Charles  Philips 
Tritton,  Charles  Ernest 
Tuff,  Charles 

Tufihell,  Lieut.-Col.  Edward 
Tuke,  Sir  John  Batty 
Valentia,    Viscount 
Villiers,  Ernest  Amherst 
Vmcent,ColSir  C.E.H.  (Sheffield 
Warde,  Colonel  C.  E.  • 
Warner,  Thomas  Courtenay  T. 
Wason,  Eugene  (Clackmannan) 
Wason,  John  Cathcart  (Orkney 
Webb,  Colonel  William  George 
Welby,Lt.-Col.A.C.E.(TauntoD 
White.  George  (Norfolk) 
Whiteley,  George  (York,  W.R. ) 
Whiteley,  H.(A8hton  und.Lyne 
Whitley,  J.  H.  (Halifax) 
Whitmore,  Charles  Algernon 
Whittaker,  Thomas  Palmer 
Wills.Arthur Walters  (N.Dorset 
Wilson,  Henry  J.  (York,  W.R.) 
Wilson,  John  (Dui-ham,  Mid.) 
Wilson,  John  (Falkiik) 
Wilson,  John  (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd,  SirW.H.(York8.) 
Wodehouse,  Rt.Hn.£.R.(B&th) 
Wolff,  Gustav  Wilhelm 
Woodhouse,SirJ  T(Hudder8rd 
Wortle>,  Rt  Hn.  C.  B.  Stuart 
Young,  Samuel 
Yoxall,  James  Henry 

Tellers  fob  the  Ayes — ^Mr. 
Herbert  Gladstone  and  Mr. 
Spencer. 


Bagot^  Capt.  Josceline  FitzRoy 
Bain,  Colonel  James  Robert 
Banbury,  Sir  Frederick  George 
Bignold,  Sir  Arthur 
Boscawen,  Arthur  Griffith 
Bowles,Lt-Col.H.F.(Middlesex 
Carson,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Edw.  H. 
Cavendish,  R.  F  (N.  Lanes.) 
Chapman,  Edward 
Clive,  Captain  Percy  A. 
Corbett,  T.  L.  (Down,  North) 
Craig, Charles  Curtis  (Antrim,S. 
Cripps,  Charles  Alfred 
Dixon-Hartland,  Sir  F.  Dixon 
Fellowes,  RtHn.Ailwyn  Edward 
Fergus8on,Rt.  Hn  Sir  J.  (Manc'r 
Finch,  Rt.  Hon.  George  H. 
Fitzroy,  Hon.  Edward  Algernon 
Fo9ter,PhiIip  S.(Warwick,S.W. 
Gardner,  Ernest 


NOES. 

Garfit,  William 

Gordon,  Hn.  J.E.(Elgin&Naim 
Goulding,  Edward  Alfred 
Gunter,  Sir  Robert 
Halsey,  Rt.  Hon.  Thomas  F. 
Hamilton,Marq.of  (L'nd'nderry 
Hardy,Lawrence(  Kent^Ashf  ord 
Hobhou8e,RtHnH.(Somers't,E 
Hogg,  Lindsay 
Hozier,Hon.JamesHenryCecil 
Hudson,  George  Bickersteth 
Hunt,  Rowland 
Hutton,  John  (Yorks.  N.R.) 
Kennaway,Rt.Hon.Sir  John  H. 
Kenyon-Slaney,  Rt.  Hn.Col.W. 
Kimber,  Sir  Henry 
Lambert,  George 
Leveson-Gower,  Frederick  N.S. 
Lockwood,  Lieut. -Col.  A.  R. 
Long,  Col.  Chas.  W.  (Evesham 


Lonsdale,  John  Brownlee 
Lowe^  Francis  WiUiam 
Loyd,  Archie  Kirkman 
Lucas,  Col.  Francis  (Lowestoft) 
Malcolm,  Ian 
Manners,  Lord  Cecil 
Marks,  Harry  Hananel 
Maxwell,  W- J.  H.  ( Dumfriesshire 
Meysey-Thompson,  Sir  H.  M. 
Mihier,  Rt.Hon.Sir  FrederickG. 
Milvain,  Thomas 
Mitchell,  Edw.  (Fermanagh,N.) 
Molesworth,  Sir  Lewis 
Montagu, Hon. J  Scott  (Hants.) 
Moore,  William 
Morrison,  James  Archibald 
Mount>  William  Arthur 
Nolan,  Col.  John  P.(Galway,N. 
Peel.Hn.  Wm.RobertWeUesley 
Pemberton,  John  S.  G. 


653       Agricultural  Bates  Act,       {17  May  1905}      1896,  ete.,  CatiUnMance  5l7.     654 

White,  Lake  (York,  E.R.) 
Wilson,  A.  Stanley(York,E.R.) 
Wyndham-Quin.  Col.  W.  H. 
Younger,  William 


'Pilkington,  Colonel  Richard 
Randies,  John  S. 
Hankin,  Sir  James 
Rasch,  Sir  Frederick  Came 
Sinclair,  Louis  (Romford) 
Sloan,  Thomas  Henry 
Soares,  Ernest  J. 
Spear,  John  Ward 


Stanley,  HonArthur(Ormskirk) 
Stevenson,  Francis  S. 
Stewart.  Sir  Mark  J.  MTaggart 
Talbot,  Lord  E.  (Chichester) 
Thorbum,  Sir  Walter 
ToUemache,  Henry  James 
Welby,Sir  Charles  G.£.(Nott8.) 
Wharton,  Rt.  Hon.  John  Lloyd 


TSLLVBS  POB   THB  NOBS — Mr. 

Chaplin  and  Mr.  Mildmay. 


MatioD  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"*  That  the  clause  stand  part  of  the 
BiU." 

♦Mr.  CHANNING  (Northamptonshire, 
£.)  said  a  great  deal  of  misapprehension 
liad  existed  in  the  minds  of  hon.  Members 
opposite  as  to  the  attitude  of  many 
members  of  the  Opposition  in  respect  to 
the  renewal  of  the  Agricultural  Rates  Act, 
ix>  the  enactment  of  which  they  offered, 
in  1896,  the  most  strenuous  opposi- 
tion. While  not  only  ready  but  anxious 
to  renew  that  Act  at  the  present  time,  he 
<lid  not  abate  by  one  jot  or  tittle  the 
position  he  then  took  up.  The  argu- 
ments advanced  in  opposition  to  the  Bill 
in  1896  had  even  more  force  to-day, 
when  it  is  more  clearly  seen  how 
uaequally  and  unjustly  it  operates. 
The  case  for  renewal  was  absolutely 
plain  to  everyone  familiar  with  agri- 
cultural districts.  In  the  case  of  free- 
holders it  would  be  unjust  to  withdraw 
the  relief,  an  equal  injustice  would 
be  inflicted  on  leaseholders  the  terms 
of  whose  leases  had  not  expired,  and  in 
the  case  of  many  farms  where  rents  had 
not  been  altered  and  where  there  had 
been  no  previous  abatements  of  rents 
owing  to  estates  having  been  managed 
ior  many  years  on  a  uniform  system  of 
moderate  rents.  But  that  did  not  in  the 
least  diminish  the  objections  entertained 
Iby  himself  and  his  friends  to  the  principle 
of  the  Act.  While  it  might  be  to  the 
■convenience  of  present  or  future  Ministers 
to  have  four  years  in  which  to  think  over 
the  question  of  local  taxation,  he  per- 
sonally would  have  been  glad  to  see  the 
Bill  renewed  year  by  year  until  a  final 
settlement  was  arrived  at.  Whatever 
Ministry  was  in  power  within  the  next 
year  or  two,  local  taxation  would  have 
to  be  dealt  with  in  a  broad  and  com- 
prehensive spirit.  Supposing  there  was 
a  change  of  Ministry  he  did  not  believe 
that  tenant  farmers  would  suffer  in  the 
least  in  respect  of  any  relief  to  agricul- 
tural rates.     The  speeches  of   the  late 


Sir  William  Harcourt  on  this  question 
in  1896  had  been  greatly  misrepresented 
and  misimderstood  by  agriculturists. 
What  he  denounced  was  that  while  the 
tenant  farmers  were  the  men  who  had 
really  suffered  from  the  depression 
the  Bill  relieved  tenant  farmers  only 
incidentally  and  indirectly,  its  real  effect 
being  to  pass  a  vast  sum  of  public 
money  more  or  less  rapidly  into  the 
pockets  of  the  landowners.  Those 
speeches  were,  in  his  opinion,  the  greatest 
speeches  on  the  real  issues  of  land  tenure 
reform  ever  delivered  in  Parliament. 
Sir  William  Harcourt  affirmed  the  pro- 
position that  the  question  of  rates  was 
of  vast  importance  to  the  tenant  farmers 
but  that  the  Bill  relieved  the  wrong 
men,  and  in  the  wrong  way.  Looked 
at  as  an  income-tax  on  actual  profits, 
a  rate  even  of  2s.  2d.  to  28.  6d.  in  the  £. 
was  extremely  serious.  According  to 
the  farm  accounts  brought  before  the 
Agricultural  Commission,  the  average 
rate  of  profit  during  the  depression 
was  so  low  that  the  amount  of  the 
rates  was  in  some  cases  far  greater  than 
the  profit  which  the  tenant  farmers  had 
been  able  to  draw  from  their  farms 
for  years  past.  The  continuance  of  the 
relief  of  rates  was  therefore  a  question 
of  vital  importance  to  them. 

But  no  answer  had  been  or  could  be 
given  to  the  charges  brought  against  the 
principle  of  the  Bill.  It  rejected  the 
tremendous  case  which  the  town  manu- 
facturers and  tradesmen  had  for  relief, 
men  who  were  emploving  a  large  amount 
of  labour,  incurring  great  risks  and 
making  profits  often  as  small  or  smaller 
than  the  farmers.  It  was  grossly  unjust 
to  impound  the  first  great  surplus  of  the 
present  Ministry  for  the  benefit  of  a 
particular  class.  Under  the  present 
land  tenure  tenant  farmers  were  obliged 
during  the  depression  not  only  to  pay 
rents  which  represented  far  more  than 
was  economically  possible  for  the  land  to 
produce,  but  they  were  compelled  o 
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to  the  weakness  of  their  position  to  pay 
the  whole  of  the  rates  out  of  their  own 
pocket  and  were  unable  to  transfer  any 
of    the  local  burdens  to  the  landlords 
whose  land  they  held  and  on  whom  those 
burdens  were  supposed  on  bargaining  to 
rest.     That  had  been  proved  up  to  the 
hilt.    The  only  inference  to  draw  from 
this  was  that  this  measure  w»s  and  al- 
ways would  be  a  Landlords'  Relief  Bill. 
He  challenged  anyone  on  the  opposite 
side  of  the  House  to  attempt  to  traverse 
this  contention  that  as  the  law  stood  and 
if  economic  forces  were  left  to  take  their 
course   the  reUef  afforded  by  this  Bill 
would  go  to  the  landlords.     This  was 
unavoidable  and  the  whole  of  this  money 
had  gone  and  would  go  into  the  pockets 
of  the  landowners.    Where    there  were 
abatements  at  the  time  this  took  place,  at 
once.     He  had  been  assured  that  this  was 
the  case  in  regard  to  two  large  estates  in 
the  Midlands.    And  a  large  landowner 
had  told  him  that  this^  would  of  course  be 
done  on  his  own  estate.    They  were  not 
to  be    blamed.      The  process   was    in- 
evitable,   and    would    operate   at    each 
revision  of  the  rent.     In  the  case   of 
other   land,    when  the  value    came   up 
for  review  and  the  land  was  sold,  this 
relief  would  go  straight  into  the  pockets 
of  the  landlords  when  the  whole  of  these 
economic  considerations  and  laws  came 
into  effect  in  governing  the  bargains  be- 
tween landlord  and  tenant  and  the  sale 
of  agricultural  land   to  new  purchasers 
took  place.    The  dole  provided  for  in 
this  Bill  added  so  much  percentage  to 
the  annual  and  the  capital  value  of  the 
estates  of  the  landlords.    Those  were  the 
objections  which  the  Liberal  Party  had 
maintained  and  would  maintain  to  this 
measure.    They  were  willing  to  renew 
it    now    because    they  recognised   that 
agricultural  land  earned  a  very  low  rate 
of    profit    aid    the    withdrawal    would 
work  injustice  but  they  did  so  in  the 
hope,  that  a  Ministry  would  soon  be  in 
power  which  would  deal  boldly  and  con- 
clusively with  this  question  of  local  taxa- 
tion ;     and,    as     regarded    agricultural 
land,  would  see  that  the  right  men  re- 
ceived the  reUef,  and  that  it  was  dis- 
tributed in  the  right  way,  and  whether 
by  a  division  of  the  rates  between  the 
owner  and  occupier,  or  by  some  direct 
form  of    tax    upon    the  owner,  so   as 
really  to  relieve  the  pressure  and  burden 

Mr.  Ckanning. 


of  rating  upon  those  who  really  needed 
the  relief. 

He    should    Uke    to    have    seen    the 
renewal    of    this     At    Umited     to     & 
shorter  period   than   four   years.    This- 
was  a  question  which  ought  to  be  dealt 
with  speedily,  and  although  they  might- 
acquiesce  in  this  Bill  they  would  remem- 
ber that  the   Prime  Minister  had   told 
them  that  nothing  in  this  Bill  limited, 
the  absolute  right  of  Parliament  to  deal 
with  this  question  and  no  constitutional 
obstacle  stood  in  the  way  of  any  liinistry^ 
dealing  with  local  taxation  before  four 
years  expired.    They  should  in  the  near 
future  revise  and  amend  this  Act  in  suck 
a  way  as  would  make  the  relief  go  to 
those   who   had   bom   the   burdens    of 
agricultural  depression  in  past  years,  and 
who  were  entitled  to  receive  relief  in  the 
future.    He  hoped  that  duty  would  be 
undertaken  before  long  and  carried  out 
in  a  spirit  which  would  make  the  agricul- 
turists realise  that  they  had  as  sincere 
friends  on  the  Opposition  side  as  amongst 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite. 

Mb.  CRIPPS  (Lancashire,  Stretfordy 
said  the  hon.  Member  who  had  just  sat 
down  had  alluded  to  the  Report  of  the 
Commission  upon  Local  Taxation.  He 
had  served  six  years  on  that  Commission, 
and  what  he  wished  to  point  out  was  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northamptonahire 
seemed  to  forget  that  the  Commission 
agreed  that  the  Agicultural  Rates  Act 
was  in  itself  just  and  fair  and  might  take 
either  a  permanent  or  temporary  form ; 
and  that  it  would  hold  its  place  when 
they  had  a  general  reform  of  the  system 
of  rating.  Although  when  this  matter 
was  first  debated  suggestions  were  made 
as  to  the  relief  being  given  to  the  land- 
lords, yet  if  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
amptonshire adopted  what  the  Royal 
Commission  thought  was  right  from  an 
impartial  point  of  view,  he  would  be 
obliged  to  say  that  after  an  impartial 
inquiry  the  Agicultural  Rates  Act  had 
been  agreed  to  by  the  Commission  as  an 
Act  right  and  just  in  itself.  If  they  were 
going  to  support  the  recommendations, 
of  the  Royal  Commission,  which  he  en- 
tirely endorsed,  they  must  certainly 
allow  that  this  Act,  whether  permanent 
or  not,  was  an  Act  which  must  always  take 
its  place  in  any  reform  of  local  taxation* 
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*Mr.  MUNRO  FERGUSON  (Leith 
Burghs)  said  the  joint  Seoretaries  of  the 
Treasury,  in  a  separate  Report,  stated 
that  the  agricultural  rates  grants  would 
he  dispensed  with  under  this  scheme, 
and  their  Report  was  not  at  all  favourable 
to  the  particular  proposals  which  they 
were  now  discussing.  It  was  clear,  there- 
fore, that  they  did  not  accept  this  as 
a  satisfactory  solution. 


were  districts  in  that  county  that  never 
paid  a  penny  for  education  before  which 
were  now  rated  lljd.  Farmers  were^ 
only  assessed  now  upon  half  the  rateable 
value  of  their  farms.  Who  had  to  make^ 
up  the  difEerence  ?  The  local  tradesman, 
the  artisan,  and  the  manufacturer.  After 
all,  it  was  nearly  as  important  from  the 
point  of  view  of  the  community  that- 
local  industries  should  be  kept  up.  In 
some  cases  they  had  almost  been  crushed 
Mr.  GERALD  BALFOUR  :  As  a  final  [  out  by  the  rates.  There  were  cases  in 
solution.  j  the  West  of  England   where   the   rates 

I  made  all  the  difierenoe  between  con- 
^Mr.  MUNRO  FERGUSON  said  this  tinning  industries  and  closing  them  up. 
question  ought  to  be  considered  compre-  Not  only  did  they  get  no  relief,  but 
hensively,  and,  admitting  the  rates  on  they  had  to  pay  an  increasad  burden 
arable  land  to  be  unfair,  yet  these  grants  of  taxation  because  of  the  reduced 
should  not  be  continued  to  occupiers  of  liabiUty  on  the  agricultural  land, 
land  without  more  consideration   being 

piven  to  others  under  a  reform  of  the       This  Act  was  very  unfair  as  between  one 
incidence  of  local  taxation.  class  of  agriculturists  and  another.     The 

branch  of  agriculture  which  had  suffered 
Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  said  *  the  hon.  t  most  seriously  during  the  last  few  years 
and  learned  Gentleman  seemed  to  have  had  been  that  of  arable  land.  There 
forgotten  the  Report  which  he  himself  the  labour  was  much  more  expensive,, 
drafted.  The  impression  he  gave  to  the  and  the  returns  were  not  as  profitable 
Comnuttee  was  that  the  Report  of  the  as  from  grass  land.  Hundreds  of  thou- 
Comnxission  was  in  favour  of  this  Bill  sands  of  acres  had  gone  out  of  cultivation 
as  a  permanent  measure.  in  the  East  of  England.    He  was  told 

that  there  were  thousands  of  acres  of 

Mr.    CRIPPS    said    the    Commission    arable  land  in  the  East  of  England  where 

was  in  favour  of  this  Bill  as  it  stood,    no  rent  was  paid  now,  and  farmers  were 

having  regard  to  the  existing  conditions,    complaining  that  they  could  not  make 

!  the  tithe  rates.  What  happened  in  those 
Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  said  that  hon.  districts  under  the  working  of  the  Act  ? 
Members  on  his  side  of  the  House  '  He  would  take  Essex  and  Cambridge- 
claimed  that  the  whole  thing  should  be  cases  of  arable  land  districts.  InCambridge 
readjusted  and  reconsidered.  The  Com-  most  of  the  land  i^as  arable  —  370,000 
mission  never  gave  any  absolute  opinion  acres  being  arable  land,  and  1 20,000- 
as  to  the  justice  of  this  as  a  permanent   acres    grass    land.     In    respect    of    the 


settlement    of    agricultural    rating.     He 


arable  land  the  total  relief  was  8d.  per 


did  not  think  its  supporters  claimed  that ,  acre.  Contrast  that  with  Somerset,  where 
it  was  more  than  a  temporary  expedient  they  got  6s.  per  acre  on  arable  land, 
to  get  over  what  they  considered  the  |  He  was  not  surprised  that  the  hon» 
distress  of  agriculture  at  the  time.  He  ,  Member  for  one  of  the  Divisions  of 
did  not  think  anyone  put  it  higher  than  i  Somerset  supported  the  Act.  Was  that 
that.  The  case  of  his  friends  and  him-  really  fair  ?  In  Cambridge  there  \*aa 
self  was  that  it  was  unfair  as  between  a  struggling  agricultural  community 
the  agricultural  and  the  town  popula-  which  could  hardly  make  both  enda 
tion,  and  unfair  as  between  one  agri-  !  meet.  The  tithe  was  pretty  high, 
cultural  class  and  another.  One  point '  and  they  got  only  8d.  an  acre.  He 
which  was  forgotten  was  that  since  the   did  not  mean   to  say  that   there   had 


Report    of    the  Commission  was    given 
the  grievance  had  been  aggravated  as 


been  no  agricultural  depression  in  Somer- 
setshire, but  it  was  nothing  as  com- 
between  different  classes  by  the  passing  j  pared  with  the  depression  in  the  eastern 
of  the  Education  Act.  In  Surrey  the  |  counties.  In  Essex  there  were  510,000 
rate    had    gone    up    nearly    Is.    There  [  acres    of    arable   land,   and    there  ^^ — 


«> 
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relief  was  Is.  5d.  per  acre.  Contrast  that 
with  the  rich  land  of  Chester,  where 
rents    were    exceedingly    high,   running 


up  to  £2  and  £3  an  acre.  The  land  was 
such  in  Essex  that  they  could  hardly 
pay  tithe  of  Is.  3d.,  whereas  in  Chester 
they  got  38.  J5d.  He  did  not  think 
that  was  fair,  and  to  say  that  this  had 
been  regarded  by  any  responsible  person 
who  had  entered  into  the  question  as 
£L  fair  settlement  of  the  question  of 
rating  in  agricultural  districts  was  to  say 
a  thing  that  could  not  possibly  commend 
itself  to  any  portion  of  the  House. 

TJie  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Sleaford  had  taunted  the  Opposition 
by  saying  that  they  had  not  opposed 
the  Bill  with  the  same  savage  ferocity 


because  it  produced  more  labour.  This 
was  an  Act  of  Parliament  which  did  not 
^ve  a  fair  share  to  arable  land.  If  tbe 
Grovernment  wanted  to  give  a  grant 
of  £1,500,000  at  all,  why  not  distribute 
it  on  the  industries  that  were  languish- 
ing ?  When  considering  a  question  of 
this  sort,  the  Government  ought  to  pay 
some  heed  to  the  various  classes  of  agri- 
culture in  this  country.  If  Shropshire 
was  anything  like  Essex  it  would  get 
Is.  6d.  per  acre,  while  Cheshire,  a  con- 
tiguous and  very  prosperous  county, 
would  get  38.  6d.  An  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  made  an  enthusiastic  speech  in 
support  of  the  Bill,  and  he  was  quite 
right  from  the  point  of  view  of  his  con- 
stituents.    He  thought  the  hon.  Member 


which  was  shown  seven  or  eight  years  I  ^*^  ^P*^  ^^^  making  the  Bill  permanent, 


Ago.  The  Prime  Minister  had  taunted 
them  with  having  seven  or  eight 
years  ago  spent  all  night  in  oppos- 
ing the  Bill,  while  now  they  were  con- 
tent to  spend  only  a  couple  of  days. 
He  wished  to  point  out  that  only  three 
or  four  Amendments  on  the  Bill  would 
be  at  all  relevant  and  within  the  limits 
of  order,  and,  therefore,  they  could  not 
43pend  more  time  on  it  with  the  tenacity 
which  was  shown  years  ago.  Once  a 
Bill  was  an  accomplished  fact  they 
could  not  contest  it  in  the  same  way 
as  when  originally  proposed.  When  it 
was  only  a  question  of  renewing  a  con- 
tentious Bill  they  could  not  fight  in  the 
same  way.  Hon.  Members  opposite 
fought  the  Ballot  Act  with  what  might 
be  called  savage  ferocity  at  the  time  it 
was  brought  forward,  but  new  it  was 
renewed  every  year  without  a  word 
being  said.  Why  ?  Because  the  prin- 
ciple had  been  established,  and  it  was 
very  difficult  from  their  point  of  view 
to  go  back  to  the  old  procedure.  The 
same  thing  applied  to  the  Irish  Land 
Act.  The  Party  opposite  fought  that 
strongly,  denouncing  it  as  spoliation, 
robbery,  and  outrage,  but  they  had  gone 
on  to  legislate  on  the  same  principle, 
and  to  increase  the  reductions  in  rent  by 
Bills  which  they  had  themselves  intro- 
duced. 

A  great  deal  had  been  heard  lately 
as  to  the  desirability  of  introducing  some 
change  for  the  purpose  of  restoring  the 
prosperity  of  our  agricultural  industries, 
especially  in  connection  with  arable  land, 

Mr.  Lloyd-Oeorge, 


but  did  he  mean  to  say  that  this  made  a 
fair  settlement  of  the  problem  ?  Since 
there  was  a  grant  of  £1,500,000 — he 
frankly  acknowledged  that  it  could  not 
be  recalled — would  it  not  be  fairer  to 
distribute  it  in  such  a  way  as  to  encourage 
the  rather  languishing  agricultural  dis- 
tricts, instead  of  those  which  were  pros- 
perous ?  He  was  perfectly  certain  that 
agriculture  was  not  worse  than  certain 
industries  followed  by  local  tradesmen. 
He  could  speak  from  experience  in  regard 
to  industries  in  his  own  district,  and  he 
knew  that  they  had  been  hit  very  hard 
by  local  taxation,  and  yet  there  was  no 
relief  given  to  them  at  all.  There  was 
in  the  old  days  a  cloth  industry  in  the 
West  of  England,  which  was  purely  a 
myth  now.  It  was  once  a  prosperous 
industry,  but  it  had  been  crushed  out 
partly  by  high  rates.  Evidence  was 
given  before  the  Commission  by  manu- 
facturers in  the  West  of  England  to  the 
effect  that  one  of  the  questions  they  had 
to  deal  with  was  that  of  heavy  local  rating. 
They  had  to  pay  not  merely  the  ordinary 
poor  rate  and  the  education  rate  but 
also  the  general  district  rates.  Hon. 
Members  opposite  might  say  that  the 
ratepayers  got  lighting  and  other  con- 
veniences, but,  after  all,  these  were  only 
the  essentials  of  civilisation  in  the  dis- 
trict. It  was  not  as  if  they  were  getting 
a  contribution  from  the  locality,  and  it 
could  not  be  said  that  they  were  getting 
anything  like  a  return.  It  was  true 
that  they  were  all  getting  a  return  from 
the  rates,  although  it  was  not  always 
very  obvious. 
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He  very  much  regretted  that  the  never  previously  contributed  one  penny 
Government  had  not  faced  this  matter,  towards  education  to  pay  their  share. 
He  was  afraid  it  was  too  late  to  Bverything  seemed  to  conspire  to  in- 
make  an  appeal  to  them  now.  They  crease  the  burdens  on  the  community, 
had  had  the  Report  of  the  Royal  Com-  He  knew  little  towns  where  the  people 
mission  before  them — ^the  Report  of  considered  whether  they  should  not,  on 
men  representing  all  shades  of  opinion — ,  account  of  the  heavy  rates,  abandon 
and  even  those  who  believed  in  the  Agri-  everything  to  the  mortgagees.  Blast 
cultural  Rating  Act  acknowledged  that  it  Ham  was  only  the  spokesman  of  many 
was  only  a  very  small  part  of  a  very  districts.  There  was  a  real  danger  of  the 
difficult  problem.  They  acknowledged,  people  being  taxed  out  of  all  their  in- 
too,  the  grievances  of  local  rates  in  other  come.  He  was  not  going  to  suggest  a 
districts.  He  protested  against  the  re-  remedy ;  but  he  held  that  people  who 
newal  of  this  Bill  for  the  third  time  had  got  the  means  and  who  at  the  present- 
without  their  making  a  real  effort  to  moment  escaped  responsibility  from  local 
tackle  the  whole  question.  He  was  not  taxation  should  be  compelled  to  con- 
going  into  the  question  of  mandate,  tribute  acording  to  their  means.  These 
but,  at  any  rate,  the  Government  were  matters  which  he  would  like  to  see 
had  a  mandate  to  deal  with  this  the  Government  dealing  with.  The  Gov- 
question.  But,  instead  of  that,  they  emment  talked  of  bemg  in  power  for 
roamed  into  all  sorts  of  questions  which .  another  two  years,  but  instead  of  going 
nobody  expected  them  to  deal  with,  and  for  the  redistribution  of  the  constitu- 
they  left  on  one  side  problems  of  this  sort  encies,  let  them  redistribute  the  burdens* 
which    were    awaiting    settlement,    and 

which    everybody   expected    they    were  |      Thb      DEPUTY  -  CHAIRMAN     said 
going  to  tackle.  that  the   hon.    Gentleman   was   travel- 

I  ling    very      wide     of     the      question 

This  was  one  of  the  greatest  problems  ,  before  the  Committee.  Qause  1 
of  the  hour.  He  knew  that  there  were  dealt  with  the  question  of  the  con- 
constant  sneers  at  the  local  authorities  tinuance  of  the  Agricultural  Rating 
because  they  were  running  up  debts  and  Act ;  and  the  hon.  Gentleman  must 
rates,  but  he  asked  hon.  Gentlemen  who  (  not  introduce  another  subject, 
had    sat  on   municipal  coprorations   or  | 

county  councils  whether,  with  the  best  will  j^^  tt  Avn  r«T?r\r>m?  m  xi.  j.  xi_ 
in  the  world,  they  had  ever  been  able  to  '  "f '  LLOYD-GEORGE  said  that  the 
keep  down  the  rates  ?  The  rates  went ,  ^^^^^  ^'""^^^J^  was  whether  the  House 
ut)  and  up  in  snite  of  evervthinir  He  ^**  continue  this  Act,  and  what  he 
h^  aat  for  yJrs  on  a  co^ty  council '  "«^^,^J^  that  they  ahould  deal  with 
and  had  hJL  returned,  with  others. !  S*  ^^fi"  P™^^*"",  °^  ,i^^}  **f  t^°"- 
as  an  economist.  But  what  happened  ? ;  ^°%°*  l^l  f*f  °f  *«'  *^V!f  jf  "«^- 
At  the  end  of  three  years  it  all  ended  I  "*°*  T  f  ?i.  b°  J*'«  Jf  *^*  ^n^'"' 
in  the  rates  being  increased  by  2d.  or  j  '"?''*  ^^  f «  ^^^  *»^  *^*  Royal  Com- 
3d.  in  the  £.  That  was  the  case  with  !  ?"«"«'^before  them,  and  the  reason  why, 
the  London  School  Board,  when  hon.  1"*^*  *"*  instance,  the  Act  was  made 
Gentlemen  opposite  said  that  that  body  i  teppo^^y  wa«  ^^  that  Royal  Com- 
was  buying  pianos  and  providing  dancing-    ^'^'°?'  """'K  **  ^^^t  time,  were  agreed 


classes,  and  that  all  those  sort  of  things 
should  be  cut  down.  But  what  was  the 
result  ?  Twopence  or  threepence  were 
added  to  the  rates.  It  was  the  irresistible 
tendency  of  things.  The  essentials  of 
civilisation  were  driving  them  to  greater 
expenditure.  Take  education  ;  the  legis- 
lation of  the  present  Government  had 
added  a  great  deal  to  the  education  rate. 
He  was  not  at  all  sorry  that  the  Educa- 
tion 3ill  had  compelled  people  who  had  i  to  be  contested  at  all  then  there  was  a 


that  the  grievance  was  not  purely  agri- 
cultural. 

Thb  DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN  said  he 
would  point  out  that  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  using  an  argument  against  the 
principle  of  the  Act. 

Mb.  LLOYD-GEORGE  said  that  the 
whole  principle  of  the  Bill  was  con- 
tained in  the  first  clause,  and  if  that  was 
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right  to  give  reasons  for  contesting  it. 
This  was  the  proper  place  to  discuss 
whether  the  Act  should  be  continued. 
Really,  the  Grovernment,  instead  of 
legislating  in  this  form,  ought  to  deal 
with  the  whole  problem.  It  was  a 
serious  problem  and  year  by  year  the 
<3ovemment  had  done  nothing  to  settle 
it,  and  if  his  friend  went  into  the  division 
lobby  he  should  vote  with  him. 

Mr.  spear  (Devonshire,  Tavistock) 
-said  he  could  assure  the  hon.  €rentleman 
that  those  who  were  interested  in  the 
•continuance  of  the  Agricultural  Rating 
Act  were  anxious  that  something  should 
1)0  done  in  the  interests  of  the  trading 
•classes  ;  and  when  the  time  came  for  the 
accomplishment  of  that  work  he  would 
find  them  ready  to  support  that  reform. 
They  felt  that  the  Agricultural  Rating 
Act  was  a  measure  of  simple  justice, 
dictated  by  the  greatly  reduced  paying 
power  of  the  agricultural  classes,  and  they 
•did  not  think  for  a  moment  that  it  would 
interfere  with  the  readjustment  of  the 
whole  basis  of  local  taxation.  The  hon. 
Member  seemed  to  think  that  they  were 
'indifferent  to  the  claims  of  the  towns, 
but  he  would  point  out  that  the  real  re- 
lief of  local  ratingmust  lie  in  placing  on  the 
Imperial  Exchequer  more  of  the  expense 
for  the  maintenance  of  the  roads,  police, 
and  sanitary  arrangements  than  had 
hitherto  been  the  case.  Education  should 
also  be  paid  for  by  the  Imperial 
Exciaequer ;  and  that  principle  was 
acknowledged  to  a  certain  extent  in  the 
Education  Act  of  1902.  The  hoi..  Gentle- 
man considered  that  the  advantages 
of  the  Agricultural  Rating  Act  did  not 
come  to  all  classes  of  the  agricultural 
-community  with  equal  advantage.  That 
must  necessarily  be  the  case  in  a  Bill 
which  applied  to  a  mixed  community, 
but  the  divergence  was  not  so  great 
as  his  hon.  friend  seemed  to  think.  The 
hon.  Member  apparently  believed  that 
the  advantage  applied  almost  exclu- 
sively to  arable  land  ;  but  that  was 
an  error  into  which  those  who  did  not 
understand  agriculture  were  apt  to 
fall  when  they  spoke  to  practical  men. 

Mr.  LLOYD-OEORGE  said  he  was 
against  the  whole  principle  of  the  relief 
<of  the  agricultural  interest ;   but  what 

Mr.  Lloyd-Oeorge. 


he  had  said  was,  that  if  relief  was  to  be 
given  it  should  fall  to  the  distressed 
districts. 

Mr.  spear  said  he  was  bound  to 
admit  that  mixed  farms  had  been  less 
unprofitable  than  grazing  farms. 

An  HON.  MEMBER:  How  about 
milk? 

Mr.   spear     said    that    there    was 
a  vast  area  of  grazing  land  which  was 
not  available  to  produce  milk,  or,  if  it 
were  produced,  the  farmers  could  not 
sell  it.     Mixed  farming  had   been  less 
unprofitable    than    grazing    land,    and, 
therefore,  there  was  not  much  in  wh^t 
his  hon.  friend  had  said  as  to  the  difference 
of  benefit  falling  on  different  kinds  of 
land.    There  was  the   Poor  Rate  Ex- 
emption Act,  which  was  renewed  every 
year,    and   he    only   claimed    that   the 
Agricultural    Rating    Continuance    Bill 
was  an  extension  to  the  farmer  of  a 
measure     of     similar    justice    as     was 
given  by  that  Act  to  tradesmen^     He 
rather  wondered  that  the  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  spoke  so  strongly  when 
this  little  act  of  justice  was  done  to 
agriculture  and  was  silent  every    year 
when   the  Poor   Rate    Exemption    Bill 
was  before  the  House.     He  (Mr.  Spear), 
however,    rose   to   say  that  those  who 
supported   the  Agricultural   Rates   Act 
recognised  that  the  trader  had  a  griev- 
ance, and  to  urge  the  Government  to  deal 
at   the   earliest   possible   moment   with 
the    whole    question    of   the    alteration 
of  the  basis  of  local  taxation.     When 
the  present  basis  was  formed  there  was 
nothing   practically  but   real    property 
on     which     to    levy     rates    for    local 
expenses,     but     since     then     personal 
property    had    grown   at    least    three 
times   in    value  to   real    property,  and 
yet  the  owner  of  personal  property,  in 
respect    of    that    property,   contributed 
nothing  to  the  cost  of  the  roads,  police, 
and  sanitary  matters,  although  enjoying 
the  advantages  from  the  outlay  quite 
as  much  as  though  he  were  the  occupier 
of  real  property.    The  evil  effect  of  that 
was  that  it  tended  to  drive  away  capital 
from  the  development  of  British  indus- 
tries and  caused  it  to  be  used  in  develop- 
ing other  countries       When   a  scheme 
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was  brought  forward  to  deal  justly  with  '  Rates  Act.  London  contributed  one- 
the  claims  of  the  trading  classes  in  the  '  fifth  of  the  extra  taxation,  or  £467,000 
towns  hon.  Members  would  find  those  ;  per  annum,  in  order  to  keep  this  Act 
who  supported  this  Bill  equally  anxious  in  operation.  London  got  back  as  its 
to  do  justice  to  the  trading  classes.  j  share  of  reUef  a  paltry  sum  of  £3,000, 

I  which    meant    that    the    ratepayers    of 
Sib  BDWARD  STRACHEY  (Somerset-  |  London  had  to  pay  3d.  in  the  £  in  order 
shiie^S.)  said  he  believed  the  hon.  Member   that  this  Act  might  be  continued.    It 
for  Carnarvon  was  wrong  in  stating  that  <  was  a  monstrous  thing    that    London, 
farmers  in  Somerset  received  Gs.  an  acre  :  overburdened  as  it  was  in  many  other 
relief  in  rates  on  arable  land.    He  ven-    respects,  was  called  upon  for  a  further 
tured,  however,  to  submit  that  it  was  an  i  period  to  contribute  to  this  fund.     He 
entirely  fallacious  argument  to  put  this  ;  was  quite  in  favour  of  giving  assistance 
question    forward.     The    question    they   to  distressed  agriculturists,  but  the  dis- 
were  considering  under  this  Bill  was  not  |  tressed  borough  ratepayer  should  have 
relief  on  one  land  of  land  or  another,    at  least  some  word  of  comfort  from  the 
As  he  took  it,  the  essence  of  the  Act,    Government.    It  was  a  most  serious  mat- 
and  the  only  ground  upon  which  he  sup-    ter   for  London.    The   increasing   rates 
ported  the  original  Act  of  1896,  was  that  |  of  London  were  driving  industries  away, 
it  was  an  attempt  to  reUeve  the  unfair   and  if  the  ratepayers  could  be  relieved 
burden  of  taxation  from  falling  entirely  .  of  even  this  3d.  in  the  £  it  would  be  useful 
on  one   kind  of  property  which   could  j  work.     Other  boroughs   would   also   be 
least   afford    to    bear    it.      The    ques-    glad  of  the  benefit.    He  might  give  the 
tion    should    be    looked    at    from   one  j  figures   relating    to    Devonport,    which 
point  of  view  only,  namely,  that  it  was    were  equally  striking,  and  he  hoped  that 
unfair  that  one  form  of  property  should    before  proceeding  to  a  division  the  Presi- 
bear  the  whole  burden  of  local  taxation  ,  dent  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
while  other  forms  of  property  entirely   would    be    able    to   say    something    for 
escaped,  and  upon  that  ground  he  would  |  the  comfort  of  London  and  the  other 
certainly  not  be  a  party  to  opposing  the  ;  boroughs, 
continuation  of  the  Bill  for  another  four  , 
vears. 


Mr.  BENN  (Devonport)  said  the  Com- 


Mr.    TOULMIN    (Bury,    Lancashire) 
said  he  should  like  to  join  in  the  protest 


mittee  ought  not  to  vote  for  the  continu-  '  against  the  complacency  with  which  the 


f.nce  of  this  Bill  without  some  more  de 
finite   assurance  from   the   Government 
that  it  would  deal  with  the  whole  question. 


Government  had  introduced  this  Bill, 
and  continued  an  injustice  which  was 
done  to  the  boroughs.    The  Govermnent 


The  hon.  Member  for  Tavistock  said  when  had  a  very  Uvely  feeling  towards  the 
the  time  came  he  and  his  friends  would  landlords  in  the  country  but  a  complete 
be  very  glad  to  assist  the  boroughs,  indifference  to  the  injustice  which  was 
When  would  that  time  come  ?  There  being  done  to  trade,  labour,  and  manu- 
was  a  very  specific  recommendation  by  factures  in  the  towns.  It  might  be 
the  Royal  Commission,  namely,  that  in  necessary  to  readjust  the  form  in  which 
making  the  recommendation  for  the  the  rates  fell  upon  a  community,  but 
continuance  of  the  arrangement  embodied  the  rates  were  local  charges  and  there 
in  the  Act  of  1896  they  must  not  be  re-  ;  was  no  reason  why  one  locality  should 
girded  as  in  any  way  minimising  their  be  called  upon  to  pay  another's  rate, 
important  proposals  for  altering  the  '  He  could  see  no  reason  why  the  State 
incidence  of  taxation  which  all  classes  of  |  should  give  to  one  locality  more  than 
Titepayers  felt,  and  that  it  was  a  n\atter  i  it  gave  to  another.  There  might  be  a 
of  urgent  necessity  that  practical  effect '  necessity  for  a  readjustment  within 
should  be  given  to  those  proposals,  a  locality  of  such  matters  as  lunacy  and 
That    recommendation    provided    some    educationwhich  might  beregarded  as  being 


comfort  at  the  time  to  the  ratepayers 
of  London,  whose  case  had  become  critical. 
One  very  important  item  on  the  rating 


of  national  concern ;  but  if  these  services 
were  to  be  readjusted  they  should  be 
readjusted    all    round    both    for    town 


paper  was  occasioned  by  the  Agricultural  j  and  country.    It  appeared  to  be  nothin^r 
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but  gross  favouritism  that  one  particular 
class  should  be  picked  out  for  a  dole. 
The  maimer  in  which  it  was  done,  too, 
was  most  unsatisfactory.  It  did  not 
do  justice  as  between  one  farmer  and 
another,  or  as  between  one  parish  and 
another,  or  as  between  one  counts  and 
another. 

♦Mr.  CATHCART  WASON  (Orkney 
and  Shetland)  was  understood  to  say  that 
the  essence  of  the  Report  on  Local  Taxa- 
tion was  to  do  away  with  the  old  scrip- 
tural maxim,  '*  To  him  that  hath  much 
shall  be  given,  and  to  him  that  hath  little, 
even  that  little  which  he  hath  shall  be 
taken  away."  The  Government  had 
been  many  years  in  office,  had  had  the 
Report  of  perhaps  the  most  able  Com- 
mission that  had  ever  been  appointed 
before  them  for  years,  and  had  never 
made  the  smallest  attempt  to  give  effect 
to  its  recommendations.  It  was  very 
painful  for  hon.  Members  of  this  House 
to  constantly  hear  of  doles  being  given  to 
this  class  and  to  that.  If  the  suggestion 
that  had  been  made  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Tavistock  had  been  adopted 
there  would  have  been  a  great  simplifica- 
tion of  this  matter.  The  agricultural 
people  would  have  been  satisfied  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  Devonport  would  have 
had  no  reason  to  complain  if  it  were 
recognised  that  certain  charges  ought 
to  be  national  charges.  In  that  way 
only  could  this  question  be  got  rid  of 
and  cease  to  be  a  recurring  one.  The 
crofters  in  the  Highlands  and  Islands  of 
Scotland  certainly  derived  great  benefit 
from  this  Act,  but  even  there  there  was 
much  discontent  among  the  cottars  and 
villagers  at  the  incidence  of  the  rates. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Carnarvon  Boroughs 
spoke  of  a  lOs.  rate  in  some  parts  of  Wales, 
but  the  rates  in  some  partg  of  the  con- 
stituency that  he  represented  largely 
exceeded  that  sum,  and  if  it  were  not  for 
this  Act  many  of  his  constituents  would 
find  it  absolutely  impossible  to  carry 
on  owing  to  the  heavy  charges  levied  in 
respect  of  education,  poor  rates,  and 
charges  for  lunatics,  the  latter  charge 
being  a  most  onerous  one,  and  which 
should  be  borne  by  the  nation.  He 
trusted  that  the  whole  question  of 
rating  would  be  seriously  taken  up  in  the 
near  future,  whichever  Party  might  be 

Mr.  Toulmin, 


in  power,  and  dealt  with,  not  only  with 
regard  to  the  continuation  of  this  Act^ 
bvt  with  regard  to  the  whole  question  of 
rating  as  between  town  and  country. 

♦Mb.  a.  K.  LOYD  (Berkshire,  Abingdon) 
said  as  an  agricultural  Member  he  desired 
to  emphasise  the  fact  that  agriculturists- 
would  join  all  other  classes  of  ratepayers 
most  cordially  in  urging  that  the  rating 
of  the  coimtry  be  put  upon  a  satiafactory 
basis.  It  was  a  great  mistake  to  suppose 
that  agricultutists  were  completely 
satisfied  with  the  working  of,  or  the 
benefit  conferred  upon  them  by,  this 
Bill.  There  was  no  grievance  existing 
so  far  as  the  urban  ratepayers  were  con- 
cerned which  was  not  still  shared  by 
the  two  sets  of  ratepayers  who  received 
reUef  under  this  Bill.  The  agricultural 
ratepayer  had  still  all  the  grievances  that 
the  urban  ratepayer  had,  and  the  griev- 
ance which  he  had  been  relieved  from 
was  one  which  he  had  in  excess  of  those 
he  shared  with  them.  It  must  be  re- 
membered that  the  agricultural  rate- 
payer was  rated  not  only  on  his  house 
and  buildings  but  upon  what  might 
be  described  as  an  implement  of  his 
trade ;  he  was  rated  on  his  land,  which 
was  no  part  of  his  housing,  but  simply 
part  of  his  stock-in-trade.  That  was 
a  tax  in  addition  to  those  he  bore 
in  common  with  the  urban  ratepayer, 
and  that  was  the  grievance  which  was 
pointed  out  by  the  Royal  Commission 
upon  Agricultural  Depression,  on  whose 
Report  the  Agricultural  Rates  Act  was 
based.  Then  as  to  the  clerical  tithe- 
owner,  he,  too,  shared  to  the  full  the 
grievance  of  the  urban  ratepayer  in 
respect  of  his  house  and  buildings.  The 
injustice  in  respect  of  which  he  had 
benefited  under  the  Tithe-rating  Bill  was 
that  of  being  assessed  not  only  on  his 
house  and  buildings  but  on  his  salary, 
and  that  without  any  deduction  for  the 
expenses  to  which  he  was  put  in  earning 
that  salary.  A  great  deal  of  confusion 
had  arisen  and  immense  injustice  to  the 
parspns  from  the  blimder  pointed  out 
by  the  present  Lord  Lindley,  then  Master 
of  the  Rolls,  of  treating  the  parsons* 
income  from  tithe  as  realty  instead  of  as 
profits,  under  which  head  alone  they 
were  rateable  under  the  Statute  of 
Elizabeth.  The  case  of  Reg.  v.  Chris- 
topherson,  decided  in  1885,  exposed  that 
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blunder  and  showed  that  it  was  as  an 
*'  inhabitant"  and  not  as  an  "occupier  " 
that  the  parson  was  ratable  for  tithe, 
and  if  that  had  been  borne  in  mind  it 
would  have  been  clear  also  that  the 
parson  was  entitled  to  have  a  deduction 
of  the  necessaty  outlay  in  earning  the 
profits  so  rated.  When  in  1840  all  other 
personalty  was  exempted  from  rating  the 
parsons'  income  from  tithe  was  left 
rateable,  and  without  any  of  the 
deductions  to  which  as  profits  it  was 
entitled.  He  was  grateful  to  hon.  G  mtle- 
men  opposite  for  having  come  round  to  the 
view  that,  however  bad  it  might  be,  this 
Bill  was  not  a  job  to  give  a  dole  to  a 
particular  class  but  an  efEort  to  deal  with 
a  very  difficult  subject.  If  it  had  been 
a  bribe,  as  represented  on  platforms 
outside  the  House,  no  lapse  of  time  could 
justify  hon.  Members  in  voting  for  its 
continuance.  The  fact  was  they  recog- 
n'sed  that,  though  far  from  a  perfect  Bill, 
it  was  really  an  honest  attempt  to  deal 
with  two  real  grievances  acknowledged 
by  strong  Royal  Commissions.  Agricul- 
turists were  not  less  anxious  for  a  reform 
in  rating  than  the  urban  ratepayers, 
because  they  thought  this  was  a  defective 
method  of  dealing  with  the  evil  from 
which  they  suffered,  and  that  it  left 
them  at  the  present  time  just  as  badly 
hit  so  far  as  their  dwellings  and  buildings 
were  concerned  as  other  ratepayers. 
Therefore,  there  wasno  coolness  on  the  part 
of  the  agricultural  ratepayers  in  pressing 
the  Government  to  go  on  with  rating 
reform .  The  Committee  must  remember, 
however,  that  though  this  had  been 
delayed  for  ten  years  that  period  had  been 
one  of  enormous  activity,  both  foreign 
and  colonial.  He  was  anxious  to  see  such 
a  Bill  passed  through,  but  he  did  not 
remember  any  time  when  the  Government 
could  have  brought  it  in.  A  Valuation 
Bill  was  acknowledged  to  be  a  condition 
precedent  to  a  Rating  Bill,  and  last 
year  when  a  Valuation  Bill  was  brought  in 
what  happened  ?  Although  it  was  a 
symmetrical  Bill  framed  on  the  considered 
advice  of  the  experts  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board,  based  on  the  Report  of  the 
Royal  Commission,  when  it  was  brought 
in  there  was  found  to  be  such  tremendous 
opposition  from  all  parts  of  the  country 
that  the  Bill  was  dropped.  He  hoped, 
however,  to  see  that  Bill  revived  in  a 

form  which  would  be  acceptable  to  the 
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Boards    of    Guardians    and  the    public 
generally. 

Sir  ROBERT  REID  (Dumfries 
Burghs)  said  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down 
illustrated  what  had  been  characterstic 
of  several  of  the  speeches  they  had  heard, 
namely,  that  although  the  hon.  Gren- 
tleman  was  in  favour  of  this  Bill  he  did 
not  regard  it  as  entirely  satisfactory. 
He  himself  was  one  of  those  who  were 
impatient  with  regard  to  this  Bill.  He 
thought  it  was  unsatisfactory  because 
it  was  unjust,  and  if  it  was  unjust  it 
ought  not  to  be  considered  for  a  moment 
either  as  a  temporary  Bill  or  otherwise. 
If  they  thought  it  was  fair  on  the  whole, 
it  was,  as  a  temporary  measure,  on  the 
whole  satisfactory ;  but  if  it  was  not 
just,  then  it  could  not  be  considered  to 
be  satisfactory  under  any  circumstances. 
He  held  the  same  view  as  he  had  always 
held,  namely  that  it  was  unfair  as 
between  the  districts ;  that  it  was  unfair 
to  those  who  found  the  money  and 
that  it  was  unfair  to  those  who 
received  it.  He  would  not  speak  of  the 
liability  of  personalty  to  rating  in  the 
same  way  as  realty,  although  of  course 
under  old  statutes  it  was  ratable.  But 
almost  insuperable  difficulties  arose  in 
regard  to  the  rating  of  personalty,  and 
in  consequence  it  was  not  persisted 
in,  nor  could  any  appeal  be  made  on 
behalf  of  the  land  because  these  burdens 
were  attached  to  the  land.  The  pro- 
posals of  this  Bill  were  in  the  first  place 
unjust  as  between  the  different  localities. 
Let  them  take  the  case  of  London. 
London  contributed  between  £460,000 
and  £470,000  a  year  towards  this 
money,  and  she  received  £3,000  out 
of  it.  How  could  that  be  said  to  be 
fair.  It  could  not  be  justified  at  all 
in  any  way,  and  the  very  mention  of 
those  figures  would  show  what  a^  enor- 
mously important  proposal  the  proposal 
of  this  Bill  was,  because  £500,000 
or  nearly  £500,000  from  London 
was  an  enormous  contribution.  That 
was  about  the  amount  that  had 
been  spent  annually  on  London  im- 
provements during  the  last  twenty  years, 
and  this  money  was  being  diverted  from 
that  and  other  useful  purposes  for  the 
benefit  of  other  parts,  though  no  fairy 
was  prepared  to  come  forward  and  give 
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London  Viffyflff}  for  the  porpose  of 
«ffeeti&ir  «a/!rli  impforeinents  as  had 
been  madiir  during  the  la^t  tventir 
rean.  Th<(  ca«e  of  I/>Ddon  was 
typieal  of  that  of  other  towns,  and, 
therefore,  he  need  saj  nothing  more 
aa  to  the  injustice  as  between  urban 
and  agrieolttml  dL^tricts*  But  when 
the  money  was  giren  it  was  nnjiistly 
distributed,  and  he  quite  agreed  with 
what  had  been  said  that  it  had  been 
distributed  rather  in  the  sense  of  giving 
to  those  who  had  and  taking  from  those 
who  had  not.  For  instance,  the  trades- 
man in  a  country  village  would  sufEer 
by  his  rates  being  made  higher,  whereas 
the  farmer  beside  him,  who  was  in  a 
much  more  prosperous  position,  had 
his  lowered* 


Mb.  8PEAR  said  the  tradesmen's 
rates  would  not  be  higher  except  in  the 
case  where  the  expenditure  of  the  local 
board  had  increased  since  the  passing 
of  the  Act. 

Sir  ROBERT  REID  agreed,  but  said 
the  tradesman  derived  no  benefit  from 
this  Bill,  and  a  scale  had  been  established 
by  which  be  paid  on  a  larger  scale.  The 
Act  not  only  distributed  the  money 
unjustly  but  imposed  a  higher  scale 
of  payment  on  the  tradesman,  and 
therefore  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  admit 
that  he  was  correct  in  his  observation 
when  he  said  that  as  regarded  those 
who  found  the  money  the  Act 
was  unfair.  It  was  unfair  in  another 
sense  also.  He  did  not  know  how 
many  years  ago  it  was  since  the  principle 
of  Imperial  grants  in  relief  of  rates  was 
discussed  in  the  House,  but  some  years 
ago  it  was  pointed  out  in  the  House  by 
Mr.  Hunter,  who  was  then  a  Member, 
that  Imperial  grants  were  grants  taken 
from  the  poorer  classes  of  taxpayers  in 
the  majority  of  cases,  and,  as  they  were 
bestowed  in  relief  of  rates,  they  were 
bestowed  in  relief  of  a  burden  which 
was  laid  on  those  who  were  better  oil. 
Mr.  Hunter  then  conclusively  proved 
that  when  money  was  taken  out  of  Im- 
perial funds  and  bestowed  in  relief  of 
rates,  that  money  was  taken  out  of  the 
pockets  of  those  who  were  less  wealthy 
to  put  it  into  the  pockets  of  those  who 
were  more  wealthy,  and  in  that  sense 
this   Bill  was  unjust.     He  had  always 

&\f  Robert  Reidn 


opposed  th»  Act  and  should  continue 
to  oppose  it. 

Why  had  not  the  subject  of  local 
taxation  been  taken  up  before!  The 
Report  of  the  Rovml  CommisBion  was 
four  or  five  years  oU,  and  there  had  been 
plenty  of  time  between  then  and  now 
to  have  dealt  with  this  subject.  Wben 
it  was  deah  with  there  would  be  no  diffi- 
cult v  raiafd  so  ^  as  the  Liberal  side  of  the 
House  was  concerned,  because  they  were 
in  favour  of  some  proper  reform  of  local 
taxation.  He  did  not  doubt  tiiat  on 
many  points  they  would  con^e  'into 
line  with  the  opinion  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  of  the  Government  of 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  a 
member,  but  at  the  same  time  all  would 
agree  that  this  was  not  a  question  whicb 
anyone  could  hope  to  take  up  with  a 
view  to  obtaining  the  unanimous  assent 
of  the  House.  Thev  had  obtained  some 
very  valuable  information  from  the 
Royal  Conunission,  and  it  was,  in  his 
opinion,  a  very  great  pity  that  the 
Government  had  not  brought  in  this 
very  necessary  Bill.  So  far  as  the  Bill 
now  before  the  House  was  concerned, 
he  maintained  that  it  was  an  unfair  Bill, 
and  that  being  so  he  should  vote  against 
it. 

Mr.  GERALD  BALFOUR  thought 
that  in  the  present  instance  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  would  admit  that 
he  was  speaking  for  himself  alone  and 
not  for  his  colleagues.  The  Bill  was 
described  as  being  unjust  and  should, 
therefore,  be  thrown  out.  But  that  was 
not  the  view  which  had  been  taken  by 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition.  He  did  not 
think  that  under  these  circumstances  it 
was  necessary  for  him  to  go  at  length 
into  tbe  fundamental  arguments  for  or 
against  the  Bill,  but  he  would  say  a  few 
words  in  reply  to  the  latter  part  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member's  speech.  As 
he  had  before  pointed  out,  only  four  or 
five  years  had  elapsed  since  the  Bojral 
Commission  on  Local  Taxation  reported, 
and  in  that  period  the  circumstanoec^  had 
not  been  favourable  for  taking  up  so 
difidcult  a  question.  There  must  be  a 
surplus  at  the  Treasury  sufficient  to  in- 
crease largely  the  contribution  from 
Imperial  to  local  funds,  and  such  a 
surplus  had  not  occurred.  He  thought 
that  was  admitted  upon  all  sides.     [Cries 
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of  **No,  no  I "]  Again,  before  the  rating 
question  was  dealt  with,  valuation  must 
be  placed  on  a  more  uniform  basis.  Last 
year  the  Government  brought  in  a  Valua- 
tion ^111  which  met  with  a  great  deal  of 
opposition^  and,  though  there  was 
another  Bill  in  an  advanced  stage  of 
preparation,  its  passing  must  depend  on 
many  doubtful  circumstances.  Hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  were  not  so  willing 
to  pass  even  an  unopposed  Government 
measure  as  to  give  any  great  hope  that 
sncli  a  controversial  subject  as  that  of 
valuation  could  be  easily  dealt  with. 
There  was  a  general  consensus  of  opinion 
in  favour  of  renewing  these  Rating  Acts, 
and  yet  a  whole  day  had  been  spent  on  the 
Second  Reading.  A  whole  afternoon  last 
week  was  devoted  to  the  Committee  stage, 
and  it  seemed  extremely  likely  that  they 
were  going  to  spend  another  afternoon 
before  it  was  passed  through  Committee. 

Sir  ROBERT  REID|:  Surely  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  makes  no  suggestionof 
obstruction  ? 

ft 

Mr.  GERALD  BALFOUR  said  that 
when  measures  on  which  there  was 
agreement  were  to  be  discussed  at  such 
length  the  difficulty  of  introducing  a 
Valuation  Bill,  with  all  its  contentious 
questions,  was  obvious.  Whichever 
Party  introduced  a  Rating  Bill  it  would 
be  found  to  be  one  of  enormous  difficulty, 
and  he  doubted  whether  any  attempt 
to  reform  the  rating  system  would  have 
any  chance  of  success  in  the  first  year 
oi  its  being  made.  But  the  *  question 
was  becoming  more  and  more  urgent, 
and  he  hoped  that  within  the  four  years 
for  which  the  Act  was  being  renewed  an 
opportuznty  would  be  found  either  by  the 
present  Government  or  their  successors 
lor  dealing  with  the  question. 

Lord  EDMUND  FITZMAURICE  re- 
gretted that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
hud  not  said  8)mething  a  little  more 
satisfactory  in  regard  to  the  Valuation 
Bill.  He  had  not  given  them  much 
comfort  in  that  respect,  but  instead  of 
that  they  had  received  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  a  lecture,  addressed  to 
those  on  their  side  of  the  House,  upon  the 
assumption  that  they  did  not  understand 
the  extreme  difficulties  and  complications 
of  ths    question  of  local  government  and  | 


local  taxation.  Really  he  thought  they 
might  have  been  spared  those  observa- 
tions. Surely  it  was  common  knowledge 
that  they  all  recognised  that  this  was  a 
question  of  extreme  difficulty.  The 
Government  had  informed  them  that  the 
question  ^of  valuation  lay  at  the  root  of 
this  subject,  and  h^  should  like  to  know 
why  the  Government  were  not  proc<^ding 
with  the  Bill  which  they  had  undertaken 
to  introduce.  A  Bill  of  this  kind  ought 
not  to  be  mentioned  in  the  King's  Speech 
unless  there  was  some  intention  of 
proceeding  with  it.  It  had  been  stated 
in  the  lobby  that  this  Bill  was  going  to 
be  brought  in  elsewh'^re.  Even  if  the 
Government  were  not  hopeful  x)f  passing 
the  measure  suiely  they  could  introduce 
it  in  another  place,  and  in  that  way 
have  the  question  discussed.  He  pro- 
tested against  the  history  of  the  trans- 
actions in  this  House  given  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  regard  to 
this  Bill.  He  understood  that  he  did 
not  actually  accuse  the  Opposition  of 
obstruction,  but  he  used  an  expression 
which  suggested  that  there  had  been  a 
consid^able  amount  of  time  wasted  in 
the  discussion  of  this  measure.  What 
happened  the  other  day  was  entirely 
owing  to  the  unusual  course  of  action 
taken  by  the  Government  in  regard  to  an 
Amendment  moved  from  the  Opposition 
side  of  the  House,  when  all  of  a  sudden 
the  rig\t  hon.  Gentleman  announced  his 
intention  of  accepting  that  Amendment. 

Mr.  GERALD  BALFOUR  said  that 
statement  had  been  made  three  or  four 
times  and  he  had  repeatedly  contradicted 
it.  The  Amendment  alluded  to  was 
never  accepted  by  the  Government* 

Lord  EDMUND  FITZMAURICE  said 
the  Government  announced  that  they 
were  going  to  leave  an  important  prin- 
ciple in  the  BiU  an  open  question,  and 
the  result  of  that  sudden  change  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  led  his  right 
hon.  friend  the  Member  for  Wolver- 
hampton to  move  the  adjournment  of 
the  debate  because  the  Opposition  were 
so  entirely  unprepared  for  such  an  entire 
change  of  front  on  the  part  of  the 
Government.  Then  there  came  questions 
of  order  which  led  to  further  episodes, 
and  he  thought  they  had  a  right  to 
protest    against    the   charg.^    tUat    the 
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Opposition  had  caused  any  delay.  In 
regard  to  the  charge  of  obstruction  he  did 
not  think  that  the  Government  had  any 
cause  for  complaint  at  all  in  that  respect. 

Mb.    DALZIEL    said  most  Members 
on  the  Opposition  side  of   the   House, 
and    many    on    the   other   side,    would 
associate   themselves   with    the  protest 
which  the  noble  Lord    had  just   made 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  charge 
of  the  Bill.    Anyone  who  had  listened 
to    the   debate   would   indignantly   re- 
pudiate the  suggestion  that  there  had 
been  a  single  speech  made  which  was  not 
a    useful    speech.    This    was    avowedly 
one  of  the  most  important  Bills  which 
the  Government  had  brought  forward. 
On    the    present    occasion    they    were 
practically  adopting  the  principle  of  a 
measure  which,  when  it  was  first  brought 
forward,  created  much  discussion.    The 
debate  had  been  in  no  sense  obstructive. 
A  great  proportion  of  the  time  of  the 
debate    was    occupied     owing    to    the 
attitude  of  the  Government  towards  an 
Amendment  moved  at  an  earlier  stage. 
He   would   point   out   that   one   useful 
result  of  the  debate  had  been  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  had  been 
converted,  because  the  other  day  he  said 
that  if   a   division   was   taken   on   the 
Amendment   of   the   hon.    Member   for 
South  Molton  he  woiild  clear  out  of  the 
House.     When  the  division  took  place 
he  supported  the  Opposition  Members, 
so  impressed  had  he  been  by  the  argu- 
ments against  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  GERALD  BALFOUR  said  that 
since  he  made  the  statement  referred  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Molton 
adopted  the  course  which  he  suggested, 
and  offered  to  withdraw  the  Amendment. 


Mr.  DALZIEL  said  he  would  leave  the 
House  to  judge  whether  that  was  a 
serious  explanation  on  the  part  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  He  maintained 
that  it  had  not  the  remotest  bearing 
on  the  fact  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
having  stated  that  he  would  take  no  part 
in  the  division,  afterwards  voted  against 
the  Amendment.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man did  so  because  he  recognised  that 
the^force  of  opinion  was  stronger  than  he 
had  supposed.    They  now  saw  that  the 

Lord  Edmund  Fitzmaurice. 


promise  to  deal  with  the  urban  question 
was  one  made  for  Party  purposes  in  order 
to  get  the  Bill  through.    They  ought  to 
be   grateful  to  the  hon.   Member  who 
initiated  this  debate  because,  if  it  had 
been  productive  of  no  other  result,  it 
had  called  forth  the  speech  of  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  Board. 
The    right    hon.    Gentleman    had    told 
the  Committee    that    the   Government, 
although  they  had  been  ten  years  in  office, 
had  not  been  able  to  find  a  single  hour 
in  which  to  deal  with  the  grievances  of 
urban  ratepayers.     The  right  hon.  the 
Gentleman  told  them  that  he  was  not 
going  to  deal  with  it.    He  said  it  would 
take  two  years  to  do  so,  and  that  meant, 
of  course,  that  the  present  Parliament 
was   not   going  to   deal   with  it.    But 
the  Government  had  found  time  to  give 
and  to  continue  doles  to  their  agricultural 
friends  in  the  House  and  out  of  it.    Hon. 
Members  on  his  side  would  not  be  afraid 
to  take  that  issue  when  the  time  came  in 
the  constituencies.    The  Government  had 
shown  an  utter  failure  to  appreciate  the 
importance   attached   to   this    question 
throughout   the    country.      They    had 
passed  this  Act  for  the  benefit  of  the 
agricultural  class,   but  they  had  done 
nothing  whatever  to  pass  a  Bill  which 
would  benefit  the  other  portions  of  the 
conmiunity.    If    there    had    been    any 
serious  intention  to  pass  the  Valuation 
Bill  which  was  introduced  last  session 
they   could    have    got   it    through.    If 
it  had  been  sent  to  a  Grand  Conunittee 
upstairs,  instead  of  the  Aliens  Bill  on 
which  time   was  wasted,  it  would,   he 
assured  the  richt  hon.  Gentleman,  have 
been  passed  without  any  difficulty.    It 
was   owin^  to   the   mismanagement   of 
public  business  by  the  Government  that 
the  Bill  was  not  passed.    The  Committee 
had  heard  the  further  declaration  that, 
althou2^h    the    measure    dealing    with 
valuation  was  mentioned  in  the  King's 
Speech,  the  Government  were  still  en- 
gaged in  drafting  it.    Did  that  indicate 
any  real  intention  on  the  part  of  the  right 
hon.   Gentleman  to  pass  the  Bill  this 
session  ?     Three   months   after   the   be- 
ginning of  the  session  the\  were  still  con- 
sidering the  drafting. 

Mr.    GERALD    BALFOUR:     It    is 
practically  ready* 
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Mr.  DALZIEL  :  If  it  is  practically 
ready  will  the  right  ton.  Gentleman  tell 
us  when  it  will  be  introduced. 

Thb  DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN:  You 
cannot  disease  the  details  of  the  Valuation 
Bill  on  this  clause. 

Mr.  DALZIEL  said  he  had  not  men- 
tioned a  single  detail  of  the  Bill.  He 
was  asking  information  about  its  in- 
tioductioQ  because  that  had  an  important 
bearing  or  the  value  of  this  clause.  The 
Govemment  were  simply  playing  with 
the  question  of  rating  and  had  no  serious 
intention  of  deaUng  with  it.  That  was 
a  fact  which  they  would  take  note  of 
at  the  proper  time  in  the  consUtuenciee. 

Sir  UARK  STEWART  (KirLcud- 
brightehire)  said  it  was  all  very  well  to 
say  that  the  Government  had  not  brought 
■n  a  Valuation  Bill  and  a  Rating  Bill. 
Hon.  Members  knew  that  the  one  must 

E recede  the  other.  He  should  like  to 
now  when  the  hon.  Member  for  Kirk- 
caldy, or  any  other  Member,  thought 
the  Government  ought  to  have  brought 
in  th]se  Bills.  They  had  special  Bills 
to  bring  forward,  and  ther  had  carried 
them.  When  they  brought  in  an  Edu- 
cation Bill,  and  a  Licensing  Bill,  they 
vere  told  that  they  had  no  business  to 

The  DEPUTY  CHAIRMAN  said  the 
hon.  Member  must  con£ne  his  remarks 
to  the  Question  before  the  House. 

Sir  mare  STEWART  said  the  Bill 
they  were  now  discussing  was  a  prac- 
tical measnre  brought  in  with  the 
object  of  relieving  a  very  distressed 
community.  He  entirelv  diflered  from 
the  observations  that  fell  from  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Mombei  for 
Dumfries  as  to  the  occupiers  of  land 
having  no  right  to  relief  from  Imperial 
taxes.  Many  occupiers  of  land  were 
amongst  the  poorest  and  hardest  working 
members  of  the  community.  Those  who 
spent  their  time  amongst  agriculturists 
Itnew  how  poor  they  were,  and  the  diffi- 
culty they  had  to  make  ends  meet.  The 
House  and  the  Government  were  to  be 
congratulated  on  having  passed  the 
Agrioultuial  Rates  Act. 


Mb.  COURTENAY  WARNER  {Staf- 
fordshire, Lichfield)  said  the  Opposition 
Members  had  been  taunted  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  on  account  of  the  line 
they  had  taken  with  regard  to  this  Bill. 
It  was  because  thf 
Local  Government  i 
cepted  an  Ajnendm 
Opposition  side  of 
posing  to  make  the  . 
there  had  been  at 
That  Amendment  ra 
lasted  during  the  wb 
the  Bill  was  in  Comi 
Members  representing 
into  making  speech) 
the  Bill.  He  thoug) 
sented  agricultural  c 
right  to  say  somethii: 
they  had  taken  for 
Some  of  his-friends  h 
Bill  absolutely.,  but  1 
their  arguments  were 
When  this  Bill  was 
on  two  pleas.  The 
and  unequal  incidc 
There  was  no  questii 
of  instances  there  wai 
in  the  case  of  agrici 
as  BOOD  as  that  was 
hilt,  the  suppoitots  < 
agriculture  was  distrt 
should  be  given  to  : 
true,  but  the  way 
was  to  relieve  the  rio 
oppress  the  poor.  It 
could  afiord  to  pa] 
that  got  the  most  n 
and  he  could  not  he 
was  not  the  right  n 
culture.  In  certain 
gardeners  were  relit 
the  great  bulk  of  ci 
of  land  had  gone  oi 
Suffolk,  Cambridgesh 
were  almost  entirely  e 
rented,  and  where  il 
to  collect  the  mone; 
cultural  population  hi 
employment,  and  the 
relieved  to  the  extei 
acre,  while  other  i 
districts  bad  been  re 
of  68.  or  more.  Th 
Tavistock  had  saii 
farmers  bad  done  besi 
but  he  would  point 
land    was    the    most 
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community  because  it  employed  more 
labour  than  the  pasture  lands  where  only 
a  few  shepherds  were  engaged.  He 
quite  agreed  that  this  Bill  relieved 
agriculture  to  some  extent,  but  it  did  it 
in  the  wrong  way.  However,  though 
he  believed  the  clause  under  discussion 
might  have  been  much  better  drafted, 
he  would  support  it,  because  it 
was  much  better  than  if  nothing  at 
all  had  been  done  for  agriculture. 

He  hoped  that  there  would  be 
an  assured  promise  from  the  Govern- 
ment that  the  whole  question  of 
rating  would  shortly  be  taken  into 
consideration  and  dealt  with  in  a  com- 
prehensive manner.  The  House  ought 
to  get  some  information  as  to  the  possible 
date  on  which  such  a  measure  would 
come  on.  Those  who  represented 
agricultural  constituencies  in  different 
parts  of  England  realised  that  agriculture 
was  not  well  treated  as  regarded  rates, 
and  that  this  Bill  did  not  relieve  agri- 
culture in  the  way  it  ought  to  do.;  and 
that  a  proper  readjustment  of  rates  in 
towns  as  well  as  in  the  rural  districts 
would  do  more  for  agriculture  than  this 
Bill  would  do.  Hon.  Members  who 
represented  town  constituencies  might 
rest  assured  that  all  those  who  repre- 
sented agricultural  constituencies  would 
be  at  one  with  them  in  pressing  on  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  to  give  a  pledge  that  he 
was  going  to  take  the  whole  question  of 
local  taxation  in  hand  very  ehortly. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Tavistock  had 
spoken  of  the  Poor  Rate  Exemption 
Act  which  was  annually  renewed. 

Mr.  spear  said  he  had  always 
voted  for  the  renewal  of  that  Act,  but  he 
thought  that  there  was  a  much  larger 
inequality  under  that  Act  than  under  the 
Agricultural  Rating  Act. 

Mr.  COURTENAY  WARNER  said 
he  quite  agreed  that  the  hon.  Member 
did  not  think  he  ought  to  oppose  the 
renewal  of  that  Act ;  but  he  would  point 
out  that  it  was  one  thing  to  oppose  an 
Act  which  was  renewed  periodically, 
and  which  had  been  only  ten  years  in 
existence  altogethei*,  and  another  thing 
to  oppose  an  Act  which  had  been  ac- 
cepted, as  a  principle  of  law,  since  1837. 

Mr.  Coartenay  Warner. 


What  the  hon.  Member  for  Tavistock 
wanted,  seemingly,  was  to  ask  for  a 
general  readjustment  of  the  rating 
system  by  a  side  issue  on  the  principles 
of  an  Act  which  had  been  practically 
obsolete  since  1837,  and  which  had  been 
done  away  with  because  it  was  found 
that  it  would  not  work.  Could  it  be 
imagined  that  anybody  would  be  so 
insane  as  to  go  on  such  lines  as  that  in 
order  to  get  an  agricultural  grievance 
altered  ?  He  did  not  want  to  tread  on 
everybody's  coat  tail ;  but  the  hon. 
Member  for  Berkshire,  who  was  not 
satisfied  with  the  discussion  on  the 
Agricultural  Rating  Act,  pointed  out 
that  tithe  was  not  real  property,  and 
that  the  Poor  Rate  Exemption  Act 
of  fifty  years  ago  did  away  with  rating 
on  personal  property.  He  believed  that 
tithe  was  not  personal  property,  but 
there  were  others  who  considered  that 
tithe  was  neither  "  fish,  flesh,  fowl,  nor 
good  red  herring,"  although  it  had 
always  been  treated  in  the  way  of  rating 
as  real  property.  He  did  not  want  to 
go  into  a  subject  which  was  raised  so 
freely  on  the  other  side  of  the  House ; 
but  he  thought  that  the  best  way  out  of 
the  difficulty  was  to  get  an  assurance 
from  the  Government  that  they  would 
deal  with  the  whole  question  at 
an  early  date,  and  therefore  he 
recommended  his  hon.  friend  to 
accept  this  clause.  The  Govemnaent 
had  tried  to  readjust  matters,  but 
they  had  only  succeeded  in  intro- 
ducing confusion  worse  confounded,  and 
trouble  would  be  stirred  up  as  between 
town  and  country.  Every  question 
which  this  Government  had  brought 
forward  had  caused  strife.  He  would 
not  oppose  this  clause  so  long  as  this 
was  a  temporary  measure ;  but  if  hon. 
Members  representing  agricultural  con- 
stituencies kept  up  the  agitation  for  a 
readjustment  of  local  rates  they  would 
get  something  done  in  that  direction. 


Mr.  HABWOOD  (Bolton)  said  he 
did  not  think  the  House  had  been  fairly 
dealt  with,  on  the  whole,  in  regard  to 
this  Bill.  There  was  agreement  that 
the  agricultural  business  was  suffering 
from  a  grievance  in  regard  to  rating, 
and  they  were  told  that  this  Bill  was  to 

remedy  that  injustice.    But  they  were 
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the  wliolo  question  nor  to  give  the 
urban  ratepayer  any  compensation.  That 
was  not  fair  to  the  urban  ratepayer. 
Either  they  must  deal  with  the  whole 
question  and  put  both  seta  of  ratepayers 
on  a  fair  footing,  or  else  give  the  urban 
ratepayer  some  relief  as  well  as  the 
agricultural  ratepayer. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes,  244; 
Noes,  66.    (Division  List  No.  162.) 


Atkinson,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Aubrer-f^tcher,  Rt.HD.Sir  H. 
Austin,  Sir  John 
Bogot,  Oapt.  Joeceline  FitzRoy 
Bkin,  Colonbl  James  Robert 
B^ird,  John  George  Alexander 
Balosrrel,  Lord 
Bslfour,  RtHa.A.J.  (Hanch'r.) 
Balfour.  C»pt.  C.  B.  (Hornsey) 
Balfoiir,Rt.Ha.GeraldW(  Leeds 
Balfour,  Kenneth  R.  (ChrUt«li. 
Baabury,  Sir  Frederick  George 
Baooer,  John  S.  Earmood- 
Barry,  Sir  Fniacia  T.  (Windsor) 
Bartley,  Sir  George  C.  T. 
BeMh.Rt.HQ.Sir  HIolioelHicks 
Beanmant,  Wentworth  C.  B. 
Bhownageree,  Sir  &L  M. 
Bignold,  Sir  Arthur 
Bill.  Charles 
Bingham,  Lord 
Botimd,  iToho 
Borcawan,  Arthur  GriiEth 
Bonlnoia,  Edmund 
Bowles.,T.Gibioa  (King's  Ljmo 
Brodrick.  BL  Hon.  St  John 
Brymer,  Williaoi  Ernest 
Bull,  William  Jamea 
Butcher,  John  Goorge 
Campbell,  Rt.Hn  J.A(GUsgow 
Carson,  BtHn.  Sir  Edw.  H. 
Cantteyl  Henry  Strother 
Cavendish.  V.C.W.  (Derbyshire 
Cayier.  Sir  Charles  William 
Chamberlain,  Rt.Hoii.J.(  Birnu 
CbBmbmlain,RtHn.J.A.(Worc. 
Chaaning.  Francis  Allston 
Chapman,  Edwud 
Clive,  Captain  Percy  A. 
Cochrane,  Hon.  Thoa  K  A.  E. 
CoihiU,  Douglas  Harry 
Cohen,  Benjamin  Louis 
ColstoD,  Chas.  Edw.  H.  Athole 
Corbett,  T.  L.  (Down.  North) 
Cox,  Irwin  Edward  Bainbridge 


rlea  Alfred ' 
>ha  William 
ander  (Glasgow) 
.  Shepherd  (Bolton) 
I.  Hon.  Sir  Savile 

Sir  Charles 
DavenBort,  William  Broraley- 
D^ivies,  M.Vaughan  {CsniigaD) 
Denny,  Colonel 
Dewar,  John  A.  (Invemess-sh. 
Dewar,Sii  T.R.(Tower  Hamlets 
DickinsoD,  Robert  Edmond 
Dicksoo,  Charies  Scott 
Dirasdale,Rt.Hn.Sir  Joseph  C. 
Dixon-Hartland.Sir  Fred  Dixon 
Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 
Duk^,  Henry  Edward 
Edwards,  Frank 
Etierton.  Hn.  A.  de  Tatton 
Elliot,  Hn.  A.  Ralph  Doughu 
EvB,  Harry  Trelawney 
Faber,  Edmund  B.  (Hants.  W. 
Faber,  George  Denison  (York) 
FardeU,  Sir  T.  George 
Fe!lowea,RtHn.Ailwyn  Edward 
Ferguason,  Rt.  Hn  Sir  J(Manc'r 
Fieldcu,  Edward  Brocklehurst 
Finch,  Rt.  Hn.  GfOtge  H. 
Finlay,  Sir  R.B(Inv'rn'83  B'ghs 
Fishnr,  WLUinm  Hayes 
Fiaon,  Frederick  William 
FitzGorald,  Sir  Rohert  Penrose 
Pituroy,  Hon.  Edward  Algernon 
Flower,  Sir  Ernest 
Forster,  Henry  William 
Foster,  PhiUp  S(Warwick,  S.W 
Fuller,  J.  t/L  F. 
Galloway,  William  Johnson 
Gardner,  Ernest 
Oarfit,  WiUiam 
Godson,  Sir  Augustus  Fredk. 
Gordon.  Hn.  ,7.  E[  Elgin  &  Nairn) 
Gorat,  Rt.  Hn,  Sir  John  Eldon 
Greene,  SirEW.{B'rySEdm'nd8 
Greene,  Honry  J).  (Shrewsbury 
Gunter,  Sir  Robert 
Htin,  Edward 
Halsey,  Rt  Hn.  Thomis  F. 
Hambro,  Charles  Eric 
Hamilton,  Marq.of(L'nd'ndBrry 
Hardy,  L.  (Keat,  AsWord) 


Harris,  DT.Fredk.R.  (Dulwich) 
Hay.  Hn,  Claude  George 
Heath,  Sir.  Jas.  (Staffords  N.W. 
Holder,  Augustus 
Henderson,  Sir  A.  (Staffoid.W 
Uendorson,  Arthor  (Durham) 
Hogg,  T  jndsay 

Hope,  J.F.(Sheffield,BrightBidc 
Hoult,  Joseph 

Holier,  Hn.  Jas.  Henry  Cecil 
Hudson,  George  Bickernteth 
Hunt.  Rowland 
Jameson.  Major  J.  Eustace 
Jebb,  Sir  Riahoi^  Claverhouse 
Jones,  Leif  (Appleby) 
Kennaway,  Rt  Hn.  Sir  J.  H. 
h-cnyon,  Hn.Goo.  T.  (Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney,  Rt  Hn.  Col.W. 
Kimber,  Sir  Henry 
King,  Sir  Henry  Seymour 
Lambert,  George 
Lamont,  Norman 
Laurie.  Lieut -Genera) 
Law,  Andrew  Booar  (Glasgow) 
Lawrence,  Wm.  F.  (Liverpool) 
Lawson,  J.  Grant  (Yorks.  N.R. 
Lee,  Arthur  H(  Hants.Fareham 
Leveson- Go wer.  Frederick  N.S. 
Lockwood,  Lieut..Col.  A.  R. 
Lang,  Col.  Charles  WtEvesham 
Long,Bt.Hn.  Waller  (Bristol,  S 
Lonsdale,  John  Brownlee 
Lowe.  Francis  WiUiam 
Loyd,  Archie  Kirkman 
Lyttolton.  Rt.  Hon.  Alfred 
Macdono,  John  Camming 
M'Arthur,  Charles  (Liverpool) 
Malcolm,  Ian 
Manners,  Lord  Cecil 
Marks,  Harry  Hananel 
Martin.  Richard  Biddulph 
Maiwell.RtHn.SirH.E.(Wigt'o 
Maxwell,  W.  J.H.  (Dumfriessh. 
Meysey -Thompson,  Sir  H.  M 
Mild  may.  Francis  Bingham 
Milner,  Rt.  Hn.  Sir  FrederickG 
Milvain,  Thomas 
Mitchell,  Ed  w.(  Fermanagh,  N.) 
Moleswortb,  Sir  Lewis 
Mont^u,  G.  (Huntingdon) 
MonUgu.  Hn.  J.  Scott  (Hants.) 
Moon.  Edward  Robert  Pacy 
Morgan,  D.  J.  (Walthamstow) 
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Morpeth,  Viscount 
Morrell,  George  Herbert 
Morrison,  James  Archibald 
Morton,  Arthur  H.  Aylmer 
Mount,  William  Arthur 
Mowbray,  Sir  Robert  Gray  C. 
Murphy,  John 

Murray,  Charles  J.  (Coventry 
Murray,  Col.Wyndham  (Bath) 
Myers,  William  Henry 
Nolan,  Col. John  P.(Galway,N.) 
O'Bnen,  P.  J.  (Tipperary,  N.) 
O'Donnell,  John  (Mayo,  S.) 
O'Neill,  Hon.  Robert  Torrens 
Parkes,  Ebenezer 
Paulton,  James  Mellor 
Peel,  Hn.  W.  Robert  Wellesley 

Pemberton,  John  S.  G. 

Percy,  Earl 

Perks,  Robert  WilUam 

Pierpoint,    Robert 

Pilkington,  Colonel  Richard 

Platt-Higgins,  Frederick 

Plummer,  Sir  Walter  R. 

Pretyman,  Ernest  George 

Pryce- Jones,  Lt.-Col.   Edward 

Purvis,  Robert 

Quilter,  Sir  Cuthbert 

Randies,  John  S. 

Rankin.  Sir  James 


Ratcliff,  R.  F. 
Renshaw,  Sir  Charles  Bine 
Renwick,  George 
Ritchie,Rt.Hon.Ch«8.Thbmson 
Robertson,  Herbert  (Hackney) 
RoUeston,  Sir  John  F.  L. 
Ropner,  Colonel  Sir  Robert 
Royds,  Clement  Molyneux 
Rutherford,  John  (Lancashire) 
Rutherford,  W.  W.  (Liverpool) 
Sackville,  Col.  S.  G.  Stopford 
Sadler,  CoL  Samuel  Alexander 
Scott,  Sir  S.  (Marylebone,  W.) 
Seton-Karr,  Sir  Henry 
Sharpe,  William  Edward  T. 
Shaw-Stewart,  Sir  H  (Renfrew) 
Sinclair,  Louis  (Romford) 
Slack,  John  Bamford 
Sloan,  Thomas  Henry 
Smith,Rt.Hn.J.Parker(  Lanark. 
Smith,  Hon.  W.  F.  D.  (Strand) 
Soares,  Ernest  J. 
Spear,  John  Ward 
Stanley , Ed  ward  Jas.  (Somerset) 
Stanley,  Rt.  Hn.  Lord  (Lanes.) 
Stewart,  Sir  Mark  J.M*Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell,  Sir  John  M. 
Stone,  Sir  Benjamin 
Stroyan,  John 
Talbot,  Lord  E.  (Chichester) 


Taylor,  Austin  (East  Toxtcth) 
Thomas,  Abel  (Carmarthen, EL) 
Thornton,  Percy  M 
Tomlinaon,  Sir  Wm.  Edw.  M. 
Tritton,  ChaileB  Eineet 
Tuff,  Charles 

Tufnell,  Lieut-Col.  Edward 
Vinoent,Col.Sir  C.E.H(Sheffield 
Warde,  Colonel  C.  £. 
Warner,  Thomas  Courtenay  T. 
Wason,  John  Cathcart  (Orkney 
Webb,  Colonel  William  George 
Welby,Lt.-Col  A.C.E.(Taunton 
Welby,  Sir  Chas.  G.  E.  (Notts. 
White,  Luke  (York,  E.  R.) 
Whiteley,  BL(A8htonund.Lyne 
Whitmore,  Charles  Algernon 
Williams,  Colonel  R.  (Dorset) 
Wills,  A.  Walters  (N.  Dorset) 
Wilson,  A.  Stanley  (York,  E.R. 
Wilson-Todd,  Sir  W.H.(York8.) 
Wolff,  Gustav  Wilhelm 
Wortley,  Rt.  Hon.  C.  B.  Stuart 
Wrighison,  Sir  Thomas 
Younger,  William 

TSLLBRS    POB    THE    A  YES— Sir 

Alexander  Acland-Hood  and 
Viscount  Valentia. 


NOES. 


Abraham,  William  (Rhondda) 
Ai  as  worth,  John  Stirling 
Atherley-Jones,  L. 
Barlow,  John  Emmott 
Barran,  Rowland  Hirst 
Benn,  John  Williams 
Black,  Alexander  William 
BroacUiurst,  Henry 
Brown,  George  M.( Edinburgh) 
Brunner,  Sir  John  Tomlinson 
Bums,  John 

Buxton,  Sydney  Charles 
Caldwell,  James 
Cameron,  Robert 
Campbell,  John  (Armagh,  S.) 
Cawley,  Frederick 
Corbett,  A.  Cameron  (Glasgow) 
Craig,  Robert  Hunter(Lanark) 
Cremer,   William   Randal 
Delany,  WUliam 
Duncan,  J.  Hastings 
Dunn,  Sir  William 
Evans,  Samuel  T.  (Glamorgan) 
Findlay,  Alexander(  Lanark,NE 
Goddard,  Daniel  Ford 
Hardie,  J.Keir(MerthyrTydvil) 
Harrington,  Timothy 
Hayter,  Rt.  Hn.  Sir  Arthur  D. 
Higham,    John   Sharp 
Hobhouse,  C.  E.  H.(  Bristol,  E.) 


Hope,  John  l>eans  (Fife,  West) 
Hutton,  Alfred  E.   (Morley) 
Isaacs,  Rufus  Daniel 
Jacoby,  James  Alfred 
Johnson,  John 

Jones,  D.  Brynmor  (Swansea) 
Koarley,  Hudson  E. 
Labouchere,  Henry 
Lingley,  Batty 

Lawson,  Sir  Wilfrid  (Cornwall 
Layland-Barratt,  Francis 
Leigh,  Sir  Joseph 

Leng,  Sir  John 
Lloyd-George,    David 
Lough,  Thomas 
Macnamara,  Dr.  Thomas  J. 
M'Crae,  Crcorge 
M'Fadden,  Edward 
M*Hugh,  Patrick  A. 
M'Kean,  John 
NuKsey,  Thomas  Willans 
O'Brien,  Patrick  (Kilkenny) 
O'Connor,  James(Wicklow,W.) 
O'Dowd,  John 
O'Malley,  WilUam 
Parrott,  William 
Pirie,  Duncan  V. 
Priestley,  Arthur 
Rea,  Russell 
Reddy,  M. 


Reid,  Sir  R.  Thre8hie(Dumfrie8 
Richards,Thomas  ( W.Monm'th 
Robertson,  Edmund  (Dundee) 
Robson,  William  Snowdon 
Roche,  John 
Runciman,  Walter 
Schwann,  Charles  E. 
Shackleton,  David  James 
Shaw,  Charles  Edw.  (Stafford) 
Shipman,  Dr.  John  Gr. 
Smith,  Samuel  (Flint) 

Stanhope,  Hon. Philip  James 
Sullivan,  Donal 
Taylor,  Theodore  C.  (RadoUffe) 
Tennant,  Harold  John 
Thomas,  David.Alfred  (Merthyr 
Toulmin,  QeoTgo 
Trevelyan,  CSiarlee  Philips 
Villiers,  Ernest  Amherst 
Wallace,  Robert 
Whiteley,  George  (Yorkj  W.R, 
Whitley,  J.  H.  (Halifax) 
Whittaker,  Thomas  Palmer 
WiUims,  Osmond  (Merioneth) 
Wilson,  John  (Durham,  Mid. 
Wilson,  John  (Falkirk) 

Tbllibs  fob  thb  Nobs — Mr. 
Dalziel  and  Mi.  Harwood. 


Bill  reported,  without  Amendment ;  to  be  read  the  third  time  upon  Monday  next. 
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GOVERNMENT  SHIPS  BILL 
[Snx>in>  Rbaddtq.] 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

The  secretary  to  the  ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr.  Prbtyman,  Suffolk,  Wood- 
bridge):    In  moving  the  Second  Read- 
ing of  this  Bill,  8aid  that  in  order  that 
every  ship  flying  the  British  flag  might 
be  fnmished  with    proper  papers,  and 
that  proper  regulations  might  be  made 
for  the  government  and  discipline  of  the 
men  on  board,  it  was    necessary  that 
the  provisions  of  the  Merchant  Shipping 
Act  should  apply  to  it  if  it    were   a 
merchant  ship,  or  the  provisions  of  the 
Naval  DiscipUne  Act  if  it  were  a  ship  of 
His  Majest^ps  Navy.     A  ship  to  which 
the  Merchant  Shipping  Act  applied  must 
be  the    property  of  a  British  subject. 
But  for  the  purposes  of    that  Act  His 
Majesty  the    King    was«  not   a  British 
Bul^ect;    and  the    law  officers    of  the 
Crown  had,  therefore,  come  to  the  con- 
clusion  that  certain   ships  which  were 
the  property  of  the  Crown  could  not  be 
registered  under  the  Merchant  Shipping 
Act,  and,  on  the  other  hand,  could  not 
be    brought   under  the    Naval    Discip- 
line   Act  unless  manned  by  the   Royal 
Navy.       The     consequence    was     that 
certain    ships,     such    as    the    hospital 
ship  "Maine"   and  the  distilling  ship 
"  Aquarius,"  which   were    GU>vernment 
ships  but  did  not  form  part  of  the  Navy, 
as  well  as  ships  in  the  service  of  other 
Government  Departments,  being  manned 
by  civilians,  were  able  to    enter  only 
British  ports   abroad  and  not  foreign 
ports.       The   object   of   the    Bill   was 
to  remove  this  disability.    Ships  owned 
by      Government      Departments    were 
the  property  of    the    Crown,   and  the 
Bill    proposed   to  give    to    the  Crown 
the    privileges    which    were    conferred 
on    British    shipowners     by   the    Mer- 
chant Shipping  Act,  and  thus  enable  the 
Admiralty  and   the  other  Grovemment 
Departments  to  apply  to  any  ships  that 
were  in  their  charge  and  were  the  property 
of  the  Crown  such  regulations  as  were 
necessary  to  enable  those  ships  to  obtain 
the  necessary  stalus  in  foreign  ports,  and 
to  maintain  proper  discipline  on  board. 
He  hoped  the  House  would  give  the  Bill 
a  Second  Reading,  and    then,   if  there 
were   any  points  of   detail  which  hon. 


Members  wished  to  raise  they  could  be 
dealt  with  in  Committee. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Mb.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON  (Dundee) 
said  the  Bill  appeared  to  raise  serious  con- 
stitutional questions  upon  which  the 
House  would  doubtless  be  glad  to  hear  the 
Attorney-General.  He  did  not  rise  to 
oppose  the  Bi'l ;  but  he  thought  it  was  a 
very  serious  tiling  to  give  to  the  Admir- 
alty power  to  make  regulations  in  respect 
to  these  ships,  in  other  words,  to  legislate 
without  coming  to  Parliament  at  aU.  He 
hated  legislation  by  reference,  but  this 
kind  of  legislation  appeared  to  be  even 
more  objectionable. 

Mb.  PRETYMAN  said  he  should  have 
explained  that  it  was  proposed  by  the 
Bill  that  these  regulations  were  to  be 
made  by  Order  in  Council.  He  was  pre- 
pared at  the  Committee  stage  of  the  Bill 
to  provide  that  before  these  regulations 
had  eflect  they  should  be  laid  on  the 
Table  of  the  House,  so  that  the  House 
might  have  the  opportunity  of  expressing 
its  opinion  upon  them. 

Mb.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON  said  that 
after  midnight  was  not  a  good  time 
for  considering  such  questions.  The  Bill 
appeared  to  give  the  Admiralty  power  to 
pick  and  choose  from  the  existing 
statutes. 

Mb.  PRETYMAN  said  that  was  be- 
cause there  were  terms  in  the  Acts  in 
reference  to  the  Board  of  Trade  and  so 
on,  which  would  not  be  applicable. 

Mb.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON  said  the 
proposed  method  of  procedure  was  open 
to  so  much  objection  that  he  asked  the 
hon.  Gentleman  to  consider  whether  it  was 
worth  while  to  persevere  with  the  Bill 
in  its  present  shape.  The  House  ought 
certainly  to  have  a  list  of  all  the  ships 
that  would  be  a&cted  by  the  Bill.  The 
matter  had  come  on  somewhat  unex- 
pectedly, and  he  hoped  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  would  agree  to  withdraw  the 
Bill  for  the  moment. 
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Mr.  KEARLEY  (Devonport)  said  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  had  led  the 
House  to  suppose  that  the  Bill  would 
apply  only  to  a  particular  class  o!  ships 
which  were  almost  part  of  the  Navy,  and 
he  mentioned  that  there  was  a  difficulty 
about  certain  ships  having  proper  papers, 
and  that  when  they  visited  foreign  ports 
the  fact  that  they  were  not  under  the 
Naval  Discipline  Act  led  to  incon- 
venience ;  but,  if  anybody  looked 
through  the  BUI  and  examined  it,  they 
would  find  that  it  applied  to  all  ships 
belonging  to  Government  Departments, 
which  embraced  an  enormous  namber  of 
ships  manned  by  civilians  and  which 
were  not  part  of  the  Navy  at  all.  They 
would  have  men  who  were  civilians  in 
every  sense  of  the  word  brought  under 
the  Naval  Discipline  Act,  and  he  hoped 
the  House  would  not  accept  this  without 
further  explanation.  Possibly  it  would 
be  beneficial  that  the  Admiralty  should 
have  power  in  some  cases  to  apply  the 
Naval  Discipline  Act,  but  the  Bill  applied 
to  all  ships  employed  by  Government 
Departments,  including  ships  employed 
by  the  Board  of  Trade,  harbour  tugs  and 
so  on.  If  the  Bill  was  to  stand  as  it 
was  he  should  have  to  oppose  it,  because 
it  would  ca>t  upon  many  of  his  con- 
stituents, who  were  purely  civiHana,  the 
onerous  conditions  of  the  Naval 
DicipUne  Act. 

Mr.  PRETYMAN  said  this  had 
been  carefully  thought  out,  and  no  man 
would  be  engaged  except  under  the 
Merchant  Shipping  Act  and  if  it  were 
proposed  to  place  him  under  the  Naval 
DiscipUne  Act  in  case  of  war  he  would 
have  the  option  of  re-engagement.  The 
whole  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  avoid  the 
necessity  of  employing  costly  naval 
ratirgs  in  Government  sh'ps  which  were 
now  manned  by  civilians. 

Mr.  KEARLEY  said  that  was  not  the 
purport  of  the  Bill  at  all ;  there  was  no 
montioh  about  war. 

Mr.  PRETYMAN:  It  would  be  put 
into  the  regulations,  which  woull  be  laid 
before  the  House. 

Mr.  KEARLEY  pointed  out  that  other 
Departments  than    the  Admiralty  had 


been  taken  into  consideration,  and  it  was 
the  intention  of  the  Bill  that  ships 
owned  by  any  Government  Department 
should,  at  the  option  of  the  Admiralty, 
be  put  under  the  Naval  Discipline 
Act.  The  •'  Maine  "  and  the  "  Aquarius  " 
were  doubtless  manned  mainly  by 
blue-jackets  and  naval  artificers. 
His  case  was  that,  unless  these  powers 
were  curtailed,  very  important  civilians 
would  come  under  the  Naval  Discipline 
Act  If  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
would  assure  him  that  that  would  not 
happen,  he  should  not  be  so  much  dis- 
posed to  oppose  this  Bill.  At  the  present 
time  many  of  the  men  employed  in  his 
constituency  readily  stated  their  griev- 
ances, but  under  this  Act  they  would 
scarcely  be  allowed  to  open  their  mouths. 

Mb.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn  Regis) 
said  they  had  been  told  that  the  ground- 
work of  this  Bill  was  the  discovery  that 
had  been  made  tfiat  His  Majesty  the  King 
was  not  a  British  subject.  He  should  have 
imagined  himself  that  anything  open  to 
be  done  by  British  subjects  was  most 
certainly  open  to  His  Majesty  the  King 
to  do.  The  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  a 
British  vessel  must  necessarily  be  owned 
by  British  subjects,  but  there  were 
plenty  of  British  ships  flying  the  British 
flag  which  were  owned  by  foreigneis. 
This  Bill  gave  the  Government  power  in 
regard  to  any  ships  under  the  control  of 
any  Government  Department,  not  merely 
to  put  them  under  the  Naval  Discipline 
Act — and  that  would  be  hard  enough 
although  it  was  a  considered  system  of 
naval  discipline,  and  so  was  the  Merchant 
Shipping  Act — but  it  proposed  to  allow 
the  Government  to  take  whatever  it  liked 
out  of  the  Naval  Discipline  Act  and  the 
Merchant  Shipping  Act,  and  leave  what 
it  Uked,  and  to  do  this  without  the 
authority  of  the  House,  except  the 
general  authority  given  by  this  Bill. 
Under  the  Naval  Discipline  Act  the  men 
could  be  deprived  of  all  civil  rights,  and, 
therefore,  a  measure  of  this  kind  should 
be  watched  with  the  greatest  possible 
jealousy.  To  allow  a  Department  to 
pick  and  choose  in  this  way  was  a 
proposal  which'  he  wondered  could  be 
seriously  made.  They  must  know  what 
the  rules  were  to  be  in  detail,  and  they 
should  make  certain  that  no  wrong  would 
be  done  to   the    men.      This    measure 
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placed  the  whole  thing  in  the  hands  of 
the  Executive  Government,  and  he 
strongly  objected  to  it.  What  he  objected 
to  most  was  the  power  given  by  this 
measure  of  making  new  rules.  This  Bill 
was  contrary  to  all  constitutional  prin- 
ciples. If  the  Government  wanted  to 
impose  regulations  let  them  bring  them 
down  to  the  House,  and  put  them  into  a 
schedule.  He  did  not  think  they  ought 
to  give  the  Government  such  enormously 
unlimited  power  as  was  proposed  in  this 
Bill 

Sir  ROBERT  REID  (Dumfries  Burghs) 
thought  the  objections  which  had  been 
raised  to  this  Bill  were  not  at  all 
unreasonable,  and  this  was  not  the 
first  time  that  his  hon.  friend  the 
Member  for  King's  Lynn  had  stood  up 
for  constitutional  principles  in  opposi- 
tion to  the  revolutionary  proposals 
of  the  present  Government.  It  was  a 
cruel  thing  that  instead  of  proposing  the 
conditions  and  rules  they  were  now 
proposing  under  this  Bill  that  the 
Government  should  be  able  to  declare 
what  conditions  should  apply  to  these 
men.  The  Bill  said  that  the  Government 
were  to  be  limited  in  making  these 
regulations,  and  Clause  1  said — 

''For  the  parpoae  of  prescribing  the  papers 
to  be  carried  by  these  ships,  and  regulating  the 
employment  of  persons  on  board  these  ships, 
Mid  the  discipline  of  persons  so  employed.*' 

Therefore,  it  was  clear  that  the  Depart- 
ment was  to  make  rules  in  regard  to  the 
terms  of  employment  and  discipline,  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  Ring's  Lynn  was  in 
error  in  supposing  that  they  must  be 
taken  either  from  the  Naval  Discipline 
Act  or  the  Merchant  Shipping  Act,  for 
they  could  take  any  set  of  rules  they 
liked. 

Me.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said  he  quite 
understood  that,  for  they  would  be  able 
to  take  out  what  they  liked,  and  they 
might  take  other  rules. 

Sir  ROBERT  REID  said  that  that 
was  a  very  remarkable  power  to  be  given 
to  any  Department.  If  those  two  Acts 
did  not  suit  them  they  might  bring 
in  something  which  was  not  in  the 
one  Act  or  the  other.  It  was  quite  true, 
as  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  said,  that  the 

provisions  had  to  be  laid  before  Parlia- , 


ment,  but  as  a  matter  of  fact  the  value 
of  that  requirement  was  not  very  great. 
In  regard  to  what  subjects  was  this 
great  power  to  be  given  ?  In  the  Naval 
Discipline  Act,  and  the  Army  Act,  Parlia- 
ment year  after  year  enacted  the  regu- 
lations which  applied  to  sailors  and 
soldiers,  and  now  it  was  proposed  that 
for  the  vessels  to  which  this  Bill  applied 
any  regulations  might  be  made  law 
by  Order  in  Council.  Surely  that  could 
not  be  right.  It  was  no  good  saying 
that  the  opponents  of  the  measure 
were  conjuring  up  an  evil,  and  that  they 
knew  that  these  powers  would  not  be 
abused.  If  there  was  any  constitutional 
precedent  for  what  was  now  proposed 
it  ought  to  be  stated.  The  fact  was 
that  the  Government  proposed  to  regu- 
late the  terms  of  employment  and  the 
discipline  of  persons  on  board  a  par- 
ticular class  of  ships,  and  they  ought 
to  tell  the  House  what  they  proposed. 
What  were  to  be  the  terms  of  employ- 
ment and  what  was  to  be  the  discipline  ? 
Then  they  would  know  whether  they 
should  assent  to  the  Bill  or  not.  They 
ought  not  to  assent  to  the  making  of 
laws  in  this  matter  by  Order  in  Council. 
He  hoped  that  hon.  Members  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  would  indicate  to 
the  Government  that  this  was  not  a  good 
constitutional  principle. 


The  ATTORNEY  -  GENERAL  (Sir 
Robert  Finlay,  Inverness  Burghs)  said 
he  had  listened  with  great  interest 
to  what  his  hon.  and  learned  friend 
had  stated  as  to  the  principles  of  the 
Constitution.  He  wished  to  state  why 
this  Bill  should  now  be  carried  to  a  Second 
Reading,  and  any  matters  of  detail  left  to 
the  Committee  stage.  The  Merchant 
Shipping  Act,  of  course,  contained  a  code 
of  regulations  for  vessels  which  did  not 
belong  to  His  Majesty,  but  there  was  no 
provision  to  meet  the  difficulty  that  had 
arisen.  If  the  vessels  were  not  to  be 
under  the  Merchant  Shipping  Act,  the 
only  alternative  was  that  they  should 
be  under  the  Naval  DiscipUne  Act  in 
its  entirety.  It  might  be  said,  why  not 
set  out  in  the  Bill  those  portions  of  the 
Merchant  Shipping  Act  and  the  Naval 
Discipline  Act  it  was  desired  to  apply  ? 
But  the  Merchant  Shipping  Act  consisted 
of  748  sections. 
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Sir  ROBERT  REID  :  Not  applicable 
to  this  subject.  There  are  not  five  bo 
applicable. 

Sir  ROBERT  FINLAY  said  he 
differed  profoundly  from  his  hon.  and 
learned  friend  with  regard  to  the  number. 
If  they  were  to  set  out  in  the  Bill  all  the 
sections  it  was  desired  to  apply,  it  would 
certainly  make  the  Bill  a  very  long  one 
and  might  lead  to  protracted  debate. 
All  they  wanted  was  power  to  make 
reasonable  regulations  for  the  govern- 
ment of  these  ships  which  would  enable 
them  to  visit  foreign  ports  without 
putting  them  under  the  white  ensign. 
Hitherto  when  these  vessels  had  visited 
foreign  ports  they  had  been  put  under 
a  commissioned  officer  and  had  been 
subject  to  the  Naval  Discipline  Act. 
They  thought  that  unnecessary.  There 
were  a  number  of  vessels  of  this  kind  in 
regard  to  which  it  was  not  necessary 
that  they  should  be  under  the  Naval 
Discipline  Act,  and  some  provision 
must  be  made  for  them.  The  right 
thing  was  to  give  power  to  His  Majesty 
by  Order  in  Council  to  make  such  pro- 
vision for  the  government  of  these 
vessels  as  seemed  fitting  and  proper. 
Every  point  which  could  be  taken  in 
Committee  as  to  restricting  the  power 
to  make  these  regulations  so  as  to  pre- 
vent the  possibility  of  abuse  would  be 
most  fully  considered  ;  but  he  hoped  the 
House  would  not  be  led  by  any  of  the 
phantoms  which  had  been  conjured  up 
to  refuse  a  Second  Reading  to  a  measure 
which,  he  was  quite  sure,  would  in  every 
way  prove  beneficial. 

Sir  ROBERT  REID  said  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  moved  the  Second  Read- 
ing stated  that  the  object  of  the  Bill  was 
to  allow  these  ships  to  go  into  foreign 
ports,  but  the  proposals  went  beyond 
that.  It  was  a  Bill  for  regulating 
employment  and  discipline  in  these 
ships. 

Sir  ROBERT  FINLAY  said  he  him- 
self had  never  stated  that  the  only  object 
was  to  enable  ships  to  visit  foreign  ports. 
Difficulty  had  also  been  felt  as  to  the  en- 
forcement of  discipline  on  these  vessels  to 
which  the  Merchant  Shipping  Act  did 
not  apply.  Did  anybody  desire  that 
powers  should  not  be  given  to  the  Govern- 


ment in  that  matter.  Some  provision 
must  be  made,  and  they  would  welcome 
any  reasonable  precautions  to  prevent 
the  possibility  of  abuse. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  asked  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  if  he  had 
any  objection  to  put  in  a  schedule  to  the 
Bill  the  particular  regulations  that 
would  apply. 

Sir  ROBERT  FINLAY  said  that 
matter  would  be  considered,  but  he 
thought  that,  in  determining  what 
regulations  should  apply,  very  minute 
and  prolonged  examination  would  be 
wanted.  Experience  might  show  from 
time  to  time  that  it  was  desirable  to  vary 
the  regulations,  and  it  would,  in  his 
judgment,  make  the  measure  less  valu- 
able if  they  had  a  cast-iron  framework 
of  regulations  in  %n  Act  of  Parliament 
that  could  not  be  altered  except  by 
passing  another  Act. 

Mr.  EDMUND    ROBERTSON:   Are 

the  regulations  framed  ? 

Sir  ROBERT  FINLAY  said  he  did 
not  know ;  but  he  would  undertake 
to  bring  the  regulations  before  the 
House  when  they  were  framed.  It  was 
very  necessary  that  such  a  power  should 
be  contained  in  this  Bill. 

Mr.  BLAKE  (Longford,  S.)  said 
he  agreed  with  his  right  hon.  friend 
below  him  that  the  power  asked  for  was 
a  power  not  applicable  to  the  Merchant 
Shipping  Act.  Why  should  not  this 
careful  and  prolonged  examination  to 
which  the  Attorney-General  referred  be 
made,  and  the  result  submitted  to  the 
House  ?  FarUament  was  asked  to  ac- 
cord an  absolutely  unhmited  power  of 
regulating  the  discipline  as  well  as  the 
employment  of  persons  on  these  vessels. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Attorney- 
General  said  it  would  be  much  more  con- 
venient not  to  have  cast-iron  regulations 
in  an  Act  of  FarUament,  but  to  allowmodi- 
fications  to  be  made  from  time  to  time 
by  an  Order  in  Council.  But  that  might 
be  said  of  any  Act  which  interfered 
with  the  liberty  of  the  subject.  He 
did  not  see  that  there  was  any  special 
case  for  giving  this  extraordinary  power 
in    this    particular    instance. 
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Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  (Manchester, 
N.£.)  said  he  could  not  understand  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  when  he 
talked  about  the  liberty  of  the  subject,  for 
no  man  was  to  be  compelled  to  go  under 
the  regulations.  He  suggested  that  the 
Bill  might  be  read  a  second  time,  and  the 
regulations  brought  up  and  inserted  on 
the  Committee  stage. 

Hb.  RUNCIMAN  (Dewsbury)  said  he 
was  unable  to  imagine  what  had  taken 
place  that  ships  of  this  class  should 
suddenly  be  put  under  new  regula- 
tions. The  House  was  entitled  to  some 
explanation  as  to  any  difficulties  that  had 
arisen  in  controlling  the  crews  of  these 
vessels.  These  vessels  used  to  sail  under 
the  white  ensign.  When  they  did  that  in 
what  way  were  they  distinguished  from 
the  ships  belonging  to  the  Royal  Navy  ? 

Sib  ROBERT  FINLAY :  They  were 
under  the  same  discipline. 

Mb.  RUNCIMAN :  We  want  to  know 
why  on  earth  it  was  necessary  to  make 
this  change  1 

'  Mb.  PBBTYMAN  :  Purely  as  a  matter 
of  economy.  The  object  is  that  the  ex- 
pense of  the  present  system  may  not  be 
continued. 

Mb.  RUNCIMAN  said  that  when  the 
hon.  Gentleman  came  down  and  said  that 
he  wanted  this  Bill  because  of  the  economy 
which  would  arise  from  it,  surely  he  did 
not  mean  to  say  that  a  large  number  of 
men  employed  on  these  vessels  had  been 
disrated. 

Mb.  PRETYMAN  was  understood 
to  say  "  No." 

Mb.  RUNCIMAN  said  that  the  reply 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  showed  more  than 
ever  why  the  Bill  should  be  carefully 
considered.  There  was  a  large  number 
of  civilians  on  board  these  vessels  who 
probably  did  not  want  to  be  brought 
under  the  Naval  Discipline  Act,  and  these 
new  regulations  came  in  somewhere  be- 
tween the  Naval  Discipline  Act  and  the 
Merchant  Shipping  Act.  Why  were  not 
these  new  regulations  placed  before  the 
House  ?  They  ought  to  be  discussed 
with-  the  Bill  and  in  connection   with 


the  Bill.  The  Government  apparently 
wanted  the  House  to  vote  this  Bill  in  the 
dark.  They  were  going  to  alter  the 
status  of  a  large  number  of  British  sub- 
jects who,  up  to  the  present,  were  under 
the  ordinary  law.  The  case  for  the  Bill, 
he  believed,  had  been  exaggerated.  The 
difficulties  which  had  arisen  in  the  past 
had  been  got  over ;  they  very  seldom 
arose.  These  men  would  be  very  amen- 
able to  discipline,  and  would  be  as  well 
under  the  control  of  the  officers  if  rated 
under  the  Merchant  Shipping  Act  as 
under  regulations  of  which  they  knew 
absolutely  nothing.  Really,  to  ask  the 
House  to  pass  a  Bill  to  authorise  the 
King  in  Council  to  alter  the  stcUus  of 
men  in  civil  employment  who  did  not 
wish  to  come  under  the  Naval  Discipline 
Act,  without  the  Admiralty  having  first 
drawn  up  the  new  regulations,  was  a 
totally    improper   proceeding. 

And,  it  being  half-past  Seven  of  the 
clock,  the  debate  stood  adjourned. 

Debate  to  be  resumed  upon  Monday 
next. 

EVENING     SITTING. 


WEST    INDIAN    COLONIES    (ADMIN  IS- 

TRATION). 

♦Mr.  LAMONT  (Buteshire)  said  he 
rose  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  affairs  of  a  group  of  colonies  to 
which  their  attention  was  but  seldom 
directed.  The  West  Indies,  which  had 
been  mentioned  in  a  recent  debate  in 
connection  with  the  abandonment  of  the 
naval  base  at  St.  Lucia,  as  having  been 
the  scene  of  some  of  the  greatest  naval 
battles  in  our  history,  by  reason  of  their 
ancient  sorrows  had  been  the  battlefield 
in  this  House  on  which  repeated  contests 
had  been  fought  out  between  the  forces 
of  two  opposing  schools  of  political 
economy.  What  he  wished  the  House 
to  consider  was  whether  there  might 
not  be  causes  for  these  calamities  more 
deeply  seated  than  those  suggested  by 
discussions  on  the  Sugar  Convention  or 
upon  the  bounty  question,  which  had 
caused  those  calamities  to  occur  again  and 
again  and  thus  to  retard  that  prosperity 
which  was  the  rule  under  the  British 
flag  elsewhere.   They  had  seen  depressions 
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sweep  over  the  West  Indies  so  prolonged 
in  duration,  so  acute  in  their  character 
and  so  constant  in  their  repetition  as  to 
almost  reveal  the  paradox  of  a  chronic 
crisis.  Conunission  after  Commission  had 
been  appointed  to  incjuire  into  these 
calamities,  with  various  terms  of  reference, 
with  various  results,  and  making 
various  recommendations.  The  most 
recent  was  that  in  which  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Berwick  was  a  prominent 
member.  That  was  appointed  in  1897. 
That  Commission  made  very  important 
investigations  and  important  recom- 
mendations which  had  mostly  been 
carried  out.  An  earlier  Commission  was 
that  which  was  constituted  under  Sir 
Robert  Hamilton  in  1893-1894  to  inquire 
into  the  condition  of  Dominica,  and  that 
Commission  also  made  recommendations 
still  more  important  in  their  character, 
which  had  been  partially  carried  out. 
The  earliest  Commission — ^to  which  he 
intended  to  allude — was  appointed  in 
1884,  and  it  made  recommendations  of 
the  very  highest  political  value,  hardly 
any  of  which  had  been  carried  out. 
The  Report  of  the  1884  Comm-ssion 
remained  to-day  as  true,  as  practical, 
and  as  urgent  as  on  the  day  on  which 
it  was  written,  and  it  was  idle  to 
reccmmend  further  inquiries  into  the 
condition  of  the  West  Indies  until  those 
recommendations  and  the  principles 
underlying  them  had  been  carried  into 
effect. 

Two  great  themes  ran  through  all 
the  three  volumes  of  the  Report  of 
this  Commission.  The  first  was  the 
expediency  of  bringing  the  West  Indian 
Colonies  more  closely  together,  and 
the  second  the  desirability  of  inter- 
colonial free  trade  with  a  tariff  in 
common  between  the  whole  of  these 
Colonies,  a  tariff  as  low  as  was  com- 
patible with  revenue  purposes.  He 
wished  to  persuade  the  House  of  the  vast 
importance  of  these  reforms  in  order  to 
make  these  colonies  not  only  more 
prosperous,  stronger,  and  more  united, 
but  more  self-reliant,  and  that  we  should 
never  be  able  to  do  so  long  as  each  island 
was  under  a  separate  Government. 
Islands,  some  of  them  not  larger  than 
those  which  he  had  the  honour  to  re- 
present in  the  House,  ceilainly  not 
richer,   and   some   not    more   populous, 

Mr.  Latnont, 


were  burdened  with  all  the  parapher- 
nalia of  the  Government  of  a  first-class 
European  State.  Governors,  .colonial 
secretaries,  chief  justices,  auditor- 
generals,  commandants,  attorney- 
generals,  and  solicitor  -  generals  were 
simply  jostling  one  another  in  the  West 
Indies.  Now,  governors  and  '  chief 
justices  'were  well  enough  in  modera- 
tion ;  colonial  secretaries  and  attorney- 
generals,  doubtless,  had  their  uses; 
even  solicitor  -  generals  were  all  very 
well  in  their  proper  place;  and  be 
would  venture  to  remind  the  House 
that  he  had  the  honour  to  represent  a 
constituency  which  was  a  good  judge 
of  solicitor-generals  and  of  their  proper 
place.  But  surely  one  of  each  of  these 
dignitaries  should  be  sufficient  for  a 
population  of  1,500,000.  At  any  rate, 
one  law  officer  per  100,000  of  the  popula- 
tion was  an  altogether  excessive  allow- 
ance. But  that  was  not  all.  Each 
island,  or  each  group  of  islets,  had  its 
own  separate  tariff,  imposed,  not  only 
against  foreign  countries  and  the 
mother  country,  but  against  the  other 
West  Indian  Colonies,  and  in  the  case  of 
the  Windward  Islands  against  the  other 
islands  in  the  same  colonial  group.  The 
West  Indies  were,  in  short,  the  pro- 
tectionists' paradise ;  so  many  islands 
so  many  scientific  tariffs,  and  he  supposed 
it  ought  to  be  so  many  scientific  tariffs, 
so  many  self-sustaining  empires.  But 
the  West  Indies  were  the  reverse  of  self- 
sustidning  in  any  sense  of  the  word. 
He  would  give  the  House  an  instance  or 
two  of  the  conflicting  tari&.  Flour, 
for  instance,  in  Jamaica  was  subjected 
to  a  duty  of  8s.  a  barrel.  In  Antigua 
it  was  6s.  8d.  a  barrel,  and  Trinidad  it 
was  3s.  4d.  a  barrel.  In  the  Island  of 
Jamaica  the  ad  valorem  duty  imposed 
averaged  17  per  cent.,  in  the  Windward 
Islands  7J  to  15  per  cent.,  while  in 
Trinidad  it  averaged  5  per  cent.  Trini- 
dad was  the  best  in  most  respects  as 
hers  was  the  lowest  tariff,  although  hon. 
Members  opposite  might  hold  that  that 
of  Jamaica  was  the  best  because  it  was 
the  highest  tariff. 

But  in  many  respects  the  position  was 
even  worse  now  than  it  was  twenty-one 
years  ago.  Two  of  the  worst  results  of 
th?  present  system  were  an  excess  of 
highly -paid    officials     and    a   chaos   of 
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tariffs.      A   third  was    the    inadequate 
and  unsuitable  character  of  the  system 
of    education.        There    was    still    no 
scientific    and   technical    training,    and 
it  was  only  within   the    last  seven  or 
eight  years    that   there  had  been  any 
agncaltural    education,    either   primary 
or  secondary,  and  the  fact  that  there  was 
any  at  all  was  due  to  the  Report  of  the 
1897    Commission,    and   the    able    and 
splendid  work  done  by  Sir  Daniel  Morris. 
The  present  system  had  two  defects — it 
stopped  short  at  secondary  education,  and 
agricultural  education  was  confinedalmost 
entirely  to  children  of  the  peasant  and 
artisan  class.     He  wanted  scientific  train- 
ing for  the  captains  and  non-conmussioned 
officers  of  industry  as  well   as   for  the 
private  soldiers.    The  backwardness  of 
the  sugar  industry  was  due  to  the  apathy 
<^played    regarding    higher    education. 
The    responsibility    for   providing   such 
education  had  lain,  not  with  the  planters 
and    landowners,    but    with    successive 
Governments.     The  1897  Commissioners 
recommended  the  establishment  of  cen- 
tral  factories  for  turning  out  a  modem 
class  of  sugar,  but  he  submitted  that  it 
would    be    useless    to    establish    such 
factories  unless  in  the  first  place  they 
establisbed  central  factories  for  turning 
out     a      modem    cliss    of    men.       It 
would    be    impossible    for     the    West 
Indies  to  compete  with  the  skilled  men 
turned   out  by  America  and  Germany 
until    they    had    scientifically    trained 
chemists  for  work  in  factory  and  field. 
No  one  colonial  Government  could  take 
up  this  great  problem,  but  if  there  were 
a  strong  central  Government  for  all,  it 
would  be  quite  in  its  power  to  deal  with 
what  was  the  crying  need  of  the  islands 
and  set  up  a  central  technical  University 
for  all  the  West  Indies.  Such  a  University 
should  take  over  the  work  of  the  present 
Imperial  Department  of  Agriculture  and 
affiliate  to  itself  the  various  secondary 
agricultural    schools,    which    had    been 
established  in  the  islands  as  the  result 
of    the   recommendations   of    the    1897 
Commission,  and  it  should  also  take  over 
for  the  purposes  of  teaching  the  experi- 
mental stations  which  had  existed  for 
some  years  in  the  islands.    At  present 
the  young  men  of  the  middle  class  had 
only    two    professions    to    ffllow,    they 
either    became    doctors    or    lawyers    in 
colonies  glutted  with  law  and  medicine. 


They  should  have  the  opportunity  of 
education  in  the  great  industries  on 
which  the  prosperity  of  the  colonies 
must  for  aU  time  depend. 

The  Colonial  Secretary  would  have  ap- 
preciated, he  thought,  the  importance  of 
having  a  central  West  Indian  Cfovemment 
to  deal  with  during  the  mail  contract  nego- 
tiations. He  might  be  congratulated 
upon  having  stumbled  on  the  right 
solution  by  accident,  if  he  might  say 
so  without  offence,  of  having  no  contract 
at  alL  It  would  be  for  the  benefit  of  all 
concerned;  it  would  probably  result 
in  more  frequent  and  efficient  service,  and 
would  be  no  injury  to  the  Royal  Mail 
Company,  while  at  the  same  time 
o^her  lines  would  be  induced  to  compete 
for  a  shaie  of  the  traffic  and  thus  bring 
about  a  system  of  free  trade  in  mails 
which  would  have  all  the  benefits  that 
free  trade  and  fair  competition  brought. 
The  case  for  administrative  federation 
could  not  be  better  put  than  it  was  by 
Sir  Robert  Hamilton  in  his  Report  of 
1894,  in  which  he  recommended  for  the 
British  Antilles  an  administrator  with 
specially  delegated  powers,  and  through 
whom  communications  with  the  Colonial 
Office  should  pass.  The  federal  capital 
should,  however,  not  be  in  either  Barbados, 
Trinidad,  or  Jamaica,  because  it  would 
undoubtedly  create  jealousy  in  those 
two  islands  which  weie  not  selected 
for  the  seat  of  the  capital.  It  should 
be  located  in  one  of  the  lesser  islands, 
St.  Lucia,  for  instance,  and  there  it  would 
be  some  compensation  for  the  loss  of  the 
naval  base.  But  wherever  that  capital  was 
located  the  Government  should  have  a 
large  steam  yacht  to  convey  the  Adminis- 
tration from  time  to  time  to  the  different 
islands.  The  18i)7  Commission3rs  con- 
sidered the  necessity  of  a  ste  im  yacht  as 
a  gre  it  argument  again  t  f ederatio  i.  It 
depended,  he  thought,  on  whether 
Britannia  ruled  the  waves,  or  whether  it 
was  the  waves  that  ruled  Britannia.  He 
believed  that  Britannia  ruled  the  waves, 
and  that,  to  the  first  maritime  power, 
the  calm  and  placid  waters  of  the  tropics 
formed  not  an  insuperable  barrier,  but  a 
cheap  and  easy  means  of  communication. 
The  best  form  of  government  would 
be  a  stronoj  central  Administration, 
under  a  benevolent  despot.  Difficult 
as  it  was  to  find  such  a  man,  it  was  still 
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more  so  to  find  a  benevolent  oligarchy, 
and  to  an  oligarchy  government  in  some  of 
the  Westlndies  closely  approximated.  This 
was  why  so  little  attention  had  been  paid 
to  one  of  the  most  important  recommen- 
dations of  the  Conmussion  of  1897.  Among 
these,  and  recurred  to  again  and  again  by 
the  Commission,  was  the  settlement  of 
peasant  proprietors  on  the  Crown  lands. 
In  spite  of  neglect  by  local  governments 
— notably  in  Trinidad — some  progress  had 
been  made  in  this  direction,  but  there 
should  be  an  organised  plan  of  settlement 
on  suitable  areas  with  extension  of  means 
of  transport.  But  instead  of  this  the 
Crown  lands  had  been  given  out  on  no 
definite  plan  or  system,  and,  as  a  rule, 
no  means  of  transport  had  been  pro- 
vided for  the  peasant  proprietors,  and  the 
result  had  been  an  uneconomic 
system  of  squatting  which  had  been  of 
no  advantage  to  the  colonies,  no  advantage 
to  the  great  established  industries,  nor 
to  the  squatters  themselves.  Having 
outlined  the  policy  which  he  believed 
this  House  should  take  with  regard  to 
the  West  Indian  Colonies,  he  thanked 
the  House  for  the  indulgence  shown  to  a 
new  and  nervous  Member.  He  asked  for 
no  Imperial  grants,  and  rather  depre- 
cated that  form  of  assistance.  Such 
grants  reminded  him  of  the  action  of  the 
heraldic  pelican  drawing  blood  from  the 
breast  for  her  young,  an  action  generous 
to  the  verge  of  Quixotism,  but  at  the 
same  time  indicating  some  lack  of 
fertility  of  resource  on  the  part  of  the 
pelican.  The  policy  which  he  advocated 
was  one  which  he  believed  would  conduce 
far  more  largely  to  the  lasting  prosperity 
of  those  ancient  colonies.  He  begged  to 
move, 

Mr.  CALDWELL  (Lanarkshire,  Mid.) 
seconded  the  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*^  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House, 
it  is  desirable  to  extend  federal  institu- 
tions in  the  British  West  Indies,  in  order 
to  improve  and  to  cheapen  the  adminis- 
tration of  those  colonies." — {Mr. 
Lamont,) 

♦Sir  CHARLES  DILKE  (Gloucester- 
shire,  Forest  of  Dean)  said  the  admirable 
speech  of  his  hon.  friend  showed 
that     they    should    have    in    him     an 

'    Mr,  Lamont, 


acquisition  to  the  debating  power  of 
the  House.  Not  only  did  his  speech 
contain  good  matter,  but  it  was  relieved 
by  an  amount  of  humour  which 
showed  that  he,  at  all  events,  would  be 
able  to  treat  serious  questions  in  a  plea- 
sant fashion.  If  he  rose  to  move  the 
Amendment  of  which  he  had  given  notice 
on  the  Paper,  it  was  not  because  he 
differed  from  the  speech  of  his  hon.  friend 
in  any  way,  but  for  reasons  which 
had  been  discussed  in  previous  Parlia- 
ments. The  remedies  would,  he  thought, 
have  to  be  more  drastic  for  the  evils 
his  hon.  friend  had  pointed  out.  As 
regarded  those  evils,  he  agreed  with  him 
entirely,  and  if  he  had  any  criticism 
to  make,  it  was  that  he  had  spoken  as 
though  the  problem  was  still  one  of 
the  sugar  industry,  whereas  now,  happily 
perhaps,  sugar  had  receded  into  the 
background  as  regarded  production  in 
the  West  Indies,  and  other  commodities 
had  taken  its  place.  His  hon.  friend  had 
gone  very  far  in  the  direction  in  which 
he  would  ask  the  House  to  go  still  further, 
when  at  the  beginning  of  his  speech  he 
asked  for  colonial  free  trade;  and  al- 
though his  hon.  friend  dwelt  on  free 
trade  in  the  West  Indies,  he  did  not  think 
that  he  intended  to  limit  it  to  the  West 
Indies.  Judging  from  the  reasons  he 
gave,  his  hon.  friend  desired  to  have  free 
trade  between  the  West  Indies  and  the 
Dominion  of  Canada.  That  meant  free 
food  in  the  West  Indies,  where  at  present 
the  taxation  was  levied  mainly  upon  food. 
All  desired  to  cheapen  the  Government 
of  the  West  Indies  and  to  take  awav  from 
the  Colonial  Office  any  patronage  which 
was  mere  patronage  exercised  to  the 
detriment  of  the  islands.  But  the  main 
evil  was  the  oUgarchic  system  of  govern- 
ment,  and  the  throwing  of  taxation 
entirely  upon  the  working  classes  fir 
food  and  clothing.  The  remedy  sug- 
gested meant  giving  up  a  large 
proportion  of  the  present  Customs 
revenue  of  the  island.  It  did  not  mean 
giving  up  the  present  Customs  revenue 
levied  upon  the  export  of  cotton  goods 
from  this  country  to  those  islands,  which 
was  a  substantial  portion  of  their  revenue. 
The  revenue  was  mainly  raised  upon  the 
food  and  clothing  of  the  working  classes, 
that  upon  •clothing,  which  consisted  of 
Manchester  cotton  goods  and  in  a  second- 
ary degree,  of  slop  clothing.    Although 
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the  West  Indies  sent  us  a  larger  yalne 
oi  cocoa  than  the  amount  of  Mandiester 
cotton  goods  which  we  sent  to  them 
to  clothe  their  working  classes,  the 
amount  of  those  cotton  goods  was  far 
larger  than  the  amount  of  sugar  they 
sent  to  us. 

To  what  did  those  facts  point? 
They  aU  wished  to  cheapen  and 
improve  the  Goyemment  of  the  West 
Indies.  The  patronage  had  not  always 
been  so  well  exercised  that  it  could  be 
regarded  as  a  credit  to  the  Empire. 
He  did  not  wish  to  attack  the  Colonial 
Secretary  or  his  predecessor,  or  any 
particular  Colonial  Secretary,  but  during 
the  time  the  present  Colonial  Secretary 
was  at  the  Bar  he  probably  became  aware 
of  the  scandals  of  certain  legal  patronage 
in  the  West  Indies  which  had  certainly 
led  to  at  least  two  lunatics  being  sent, 
and  within  tbe  knowledge  of  that  House 
there  had  been  another  suspected  of  being 
insane.  The  Colonial  Office  thought  he 
was  mad. 

There  was  next  the  remedy  of  further 
federation,  a  remedy  which  he  be- 
lieved the  West  Indies,  gererally  speak- 
ing, were  agreed  about.  But  federation 
upon  what  terms  ?  There  his  hon. 
fnend  stopped  short;  he  condemned 
what  he  called,  and  rightly  called,  the 
oligarchio  system  of  the  present  govern- 
ment, and  he  suggested  that  one  great 
official  from  home — one  despot — ^would 
be  the  remedy.  If  they  could  not  in- 
troduce a  government  for  the  people 
in  the  West  Indies  he  (Sir  Charles  Dilke) 
admitted  that  such  a  proposal  was 
infinitely  better  than  the  existing  system 
of  government,  but  he  should  be  sorry  to 
admit  there  were  not  at  least  some  of  the 
islands  fitted  for  more  demoractic  govern- 
ment. He  doubted  whether  it  would  be!wise 
to  aim  at  uniformity  in  tiie  government 
of  the  islands.  The  matter  was  dis- 
cussed in  this  House  in  1896  and  1897, 
and  the  then  Colonial  Secretary  supported 
the  oligarchic  system.  Some  of  them 
then  asserted  that  either  a  benevolent 
despot  or  some  democratic  system  of 
government,  in  some,  at  all  events,  of 
the  islands,  would  be  better  than  the 
oligarchic  sjrstem,  but  the  Colonial  Secre- 
tary defended  the  oligarchic  system 
as  being  the  best.  In  the  West  Indies 
as  in  Ireland  those  who  had  declined 

VOL.  OXLVI.    [Fourth  Sebiks.] 


to  trust  a  representative  body  of  people 
had  attempted  the  opposite  plan  of 
killing  Home  Rule  by  kindness.  A 
system  of  doles  had  been  given  by  thoB3 
afraid  to  trust  the  people,  and  when- 
ever any  attempt  had  been  made 
to  widen  the  suffrage,  the  answer 
had  always  been  *'  Look  at  ELaiti." 
Anything  was  better  than  the  elective 
system  such  as  existed  in  many  of  the 
islands  at  present,  and  which  was  a 
mere  shadow  of  an  elective  system 
among  a  very  limited  class,  whose  own 
interests  were  different  from  the  labour- 
ing class,  which  formed  the  majority. 
Members  were  apt  to  look  upon  Barbados 
as  having  the  most  liberal  Consti- 
tution of  the  islands,  yet  in  Barbados 
he  believed  less  than  one  in  120  of  the 
inhabitants  formed  the  electorate. 
It  was  a  mere  pretence  of  an  elective 
system,  and  was  in  fact  an  oUgarchy, 
a  government  by  a  small  body  of  persons 
whose  interests,  notably  in  taxation, 
were  different  from  those  of  the  great 
majority.  It  would  be  impossible  to 
maintain  a  system  which  levied  more 
than  a  half  of  the  whole  of  the  expense 
of  this  unduly  costly  government 
on  the  food  and  clothing  of  the  people 
if  there  were  a  wider  electoral  basis. 
ExperimentaUy  he  thought  a  more 
democratic  system  might  be  tried  in 
some  of  the  islands,  and  he  agreed  with 
his  hon.  friend  that  if  they  could  not, 
or  would  not,  widely  extend  that  system, 
then  the  plan  which  his  hon,  friend 
proposed  was  infinitely  better  than 
the  present  one. 

It  would  be  impossible,  with  a 
High  Commissioner,  to  maintain  such 
a  fiscal  system  as  that  in  the  islands 
at  the  present  time.  He  would  quote 
the  opinion  of  one  who  was  formerly 
Under-Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
and  had  intimately  studied  the  ques- 
tion from  the  Government  point  of  view, 
and  carried  weight  in  the  House.  He 
referred  to  Mr.  Leonard  Courtney, 
who  had  just  published  a  new  edition 
of  his  book  called  the  '^Working  Con- 
stitution,"  in  which  he  used  the  following 
words  with  regard  to  the  West  Indies — 

"  The  Goveraors  were  from  early  timea 
associated  with  representative  institations  which 
sometimes  claimed  to  control  taxatioo.  Had 
the  claim  been  effectually  established  respon- 
sible government]must  have  followed.    When 
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it  has  been  found  imposBible  to  overcome  the  . .  • 
local  ABsemblies  by  other  means  they  have 
been  sappresaed.'* 

Of  Jamaica  he  said — 

"In  1900  Mr.  Chamberlain  placed  the 
nominated  members  of  the  Assembly  in  a 
majority." 

Of  the  West  Indies  generally  Mr. 
Courtney  said — 

*' Where  the  character  of  the  mass  of  the 
population  forbids  the  establishment  of 
throughly  democratic  principles  the  determina- 
tion of  authority  oscillates  bietween  government 
from  at  home  and  government  by  a  privileged 
racial  minority.  The  existing  political 
organisation  of  the  West  Indian  Islands  cannot 
be  regarded  as  permanent.  Some  movement 
must  be  expected  either  towaids  a  clearer  estab- 
lishment of  the  authority  of  the  delegate  of  the 
Crown  or  towards  fresh  experiments  in  respon- 
sible government. 

With  those  words  he  entirely  agreed, 
and  he  thought  the  time  had  come 
when  they  must  face  the  fact  that  a 
more  drastic  remedy  than  merely  federa- 
tion was  required,  and  that  the  time 
had  come  to  try  a  democratic  govern- 
ment in  the  islands  ready  for  it ;  and, 
if  not,  to  adopt  the  benevolent  despotism 
suggested  hy  his  hon.  friend.  Take 
the  two  great  islands  doing  the  largest 
trade.  Jamaica  and  Trinidad  exported 
about  the  same  amount  of  products. 
Jamaica  exported  about  £2,250,000 
worth,  of  which  sugar  was  less  than 
£250,000.  Trinidad's  exports  were 
£2,500,000  sterling,  of  which  sugar  was 
less  than  £500,000.  They  had  already 
reached  the  time,  therefore,  when  sugar 
had  taken  a  back  place.  As  the  peasant 
proprietors  increased  in  numbers  more 
and  more  attention  would  be  paid 
to"?,  fruit  and  to  products  like  ginger 
and  arrowroot.  In  the  case  of 
Jamaica  there  were  already  120,000 
persons  holding  less  than  ten  acres 
apiece.  His  hon.  friend  spoke  of  the 
decline  in  the  prosperity  of  the  islands. 
The  decline  was  often  taken  for  granted, 
but  it  hardly  bore  examination  tried 
by  the  test  of  figures.  Look  at  the 
money  the  islands  were  raising  by 
taxation  at  the  present  time  of  so-called 
ruin  as  compared  with  the  period  of 
slavery  and  so-called  prosperity.  In 
the  most  palmy  days  of  the  sugar  in- 
dustry the  total  revenue  of  the  islands 
was  under  £500,000  sterling  a  year ; 
now  it  was  £2,500,000  sterling,  and  was 
rapidly      increasing.     That       enormous 

"Charles  DUke. 


revenue  was  raised  under  an  oligarchic 
system,  and  the  only  way  to  get  rid 
of  such  a  fiscal  system  was  to  give  place 
to  democratic  interests.  Far  more  than 
half  of  the  taxation  was  levied  from 
Customs,  and  chiefly  upon  the  neces- 
saries of  the  poor,  except  in  Jamaica, 
where  it  was  only  a  third,  thus  reducing 
the  average  to  a  half.  The  average 
duties  mainly  raised  upon  food  and  cheap 
clothing  were  15  per  cent.,  taking  the 
whole   islands   through. 

^Then  look  at  the  grievances  of  the 
working  population.  A  large  portion 
of  the  money,  for  example,  raised  in 
Trinidad  from  taxation  was  spent  in 
introducing  the  destitute  alien  to 
compete  with  the  native  popula- 
tion. In  South  Africa  the  Kaffir  had 
not  been  made  to  pay  directly  for  bringing 
the  Chinaman  in,  and  in  this  country  the 
destitute  alien  came  in  without  being  paid 
to  do  so,  but  in  the  case  of  the  British  West 
Indies,  as  M.  de  Lanespan,  the  French 
Minister  of  Marine,  had  pointed  out, 
there  was  a  working  population  taxed 
upon  the  food  and  other  necessaries  of 
life  to  bring  in  the  people  who  were  to 
compete  with  them  in  their  land.  His 
hon.  friend  had  very  properly  suggested 
that  although  he  was  opposed  as  he 
(Sir  Charles  Dilke)  was  to  a  pohcy  of 
doles,  this  country  owed  the  West  Indies 
some  consideration  on  account  of  the 
sudden  cessation  of  local  expendi- 
ture on  our  Navy  and  Army,  which 
from  loans  besides  that  from  taxes,  since 
1896  amounted  to  £1,500,000  sterling. 
He  moved  as  an  Amendment  "  That 
no  change  in  institutions  of  the  British 
West  Indies  will  be  satisfactory  which 
does  not  recognise  the  predominant 
interest  of  the  majority  of  the  taxpayers 
in  the  administration  of   the  colonies." 

Mr.  OOURTENAY  WARNER  (Staf- 
fordshire,  Lichfield)  seconded  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  To  leave  out  from  the  word  '  That,'  to 
the  end  of  the  Question,  and  add  the  words 
*  no  change  in  the  institutions  of  the  British 
West  Indies  will  be  satisfactory  which  does 
not  recognise  the  predominant  interest  of  the 
majority  of  the  taxpayers  in  the  administration 
of  the  Colonies.' " — (Str  Charles  DUke) — instead 
thereof 
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Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

*Hr.  MALCOLM  (Suffolk,  Stowmarket, 
said  he  should  have  Uked  the  honour  of 
seconding   the   Resolution,   because,   al- 
though he  did  not  see  eye  to  eye  with  his 
hon.    friend,  he    was    exceedingly    glad 
that  the   question  should  be  open  for 
•discussion,  and  he  made  no  secret  of  the 
fact  Uiat  he  should  have  liked  to  have 
been  the  first  to  congratulate  his  fellow- 
countyman     upon    his    ezcelleot    first 
appearance  in  the  House.    It  was  most 
appropriate  that  on  his  first  appearance 
he  should  have  delivered  so  excellent  a 
speech  upon  a  subject  of  which  he  was 
"SO  well  entitled  to  speak  by  virtue  of 
his  intimate  connection  and  acquaintance 
with    the    West   Indies.    No   one   who 
heard  the  speech  could  doubt  that  his 
earnest  desire  for  the  federation  of  those 
islands  was  dictated  by  the  wish  that 
they  should  become  a  stronger  part  of 
our  Imperial  organisation  by  reason  of 
that  union  which  was  supposed  always 
to  give  strength.    All  were  anxious  to 
^aee    the     West    Indies    stronger    than 
they  were    at    present,  less   dependent 
upon     the    mother   country,  and   more 
largely    inhabited    by   the    white    races 
of    energy    and    initiative.     Especially 
was  that   the  case  when   these  islands 
of    the    Carribean   Sea   were    likely   to 
^wsume,    in    the    immediate    future,   a 
position  of  gigantic  international  strategic 
«nd  commercial  importance  consequent 
upon  the  making  of  the  Panama  Canal, 
and  to  become,   as   they  werj    in   the 
^ys  of  Cromwell  and  Nelson,  once  mora 
the  nerve  centre  of  our  maritime  power 
in  the  future.    Not  only  so,  but  these 
islands    of   the    Carribean   Archipelago 
were  outposts,  as  Captain  Mahan  told 
them,  of  the  Panama  Canal  itself  as  surely 
^s  Aden  was  an  outpost  of  the  Suez 
"Canal.    The  fact  that  Nelson  went  to 
the  protection  of  those  islands,  and  risked 
the  security  of  the  English  Channel  in  so 
4oing,  afforded  a  gauge  of  the  value  set 
4it  thftt  time  upon  the  West  Indies,  iso- 
lated as  they  were  from  one  another  in 
the  days  of  sailing  ships,  and  a  measure 
of  their  enhanced  importance  now  that 
could  be  united  by  a  service  of  fast  steam 
vessels. 


He  agreed  with  his  hon.  friend  that 
these  islands  should  be  kept  strong. 
The 'question  was,  would  federation  do 
this  ?  Could  a  legislative  bond  enacted 
by  this  country  cement  together  many 
ifidands  of  greatly  varying  conditions, 
different  creeds,  and  widely  different 
states  of  prosperity  ?  The  only  common 
basis  for  federation  that  he  had  been 
able  to  discover  was  the  common  basis 
of  complete  dependence  on  the  mother 
country.  He  could  not  say  he  had 
found  them  anxious  to  advance  with 
a  stride  to  legislative  and  financial  in- 
dependence. On  the  contrary,  their  first 
impulse  in  times  of  pressure,  or  at  times 
likely  to  lead  to  pressure,  was  not  to  help 
themselves  but  to  come  to  the  British 
Treasury  for  assistance.  Nor  could  he 
wonder  at  it:  for  the  black  population 
had  no  true  sense  of  independence  and, 
since  the  aboUtion  of  slavery  the  white 
population  had  been,  to  use  a  vulgar  ex- 
pression, spoon-fed  by  the  British  Trea- 
sury. In  addition,  nature  seemed  to  have 
heaped  up  all  her  horrors  and  poured  them 
down  upon  the  head  of  these  islands,  and 
the  vitality  of  both  white  and  black  races 
seemed  to  be  totally  unable  to  cope  with 
them.  Nothing  would  disturb  the  inhabi- 
tants of  the  West  Indies  more  at  the 
present  moment,  when  all  the  islands  were 
financially  sick,  than  to  think  that  any- 
thing was  being  done  to  weaken  their  hold 
on  the  heart  and  purse  of  the  British 
Treasury.  The  idea  of  a  Federal  Legis- 
lature under  a  beneficent  despot  might 
be  dismissed  as  impracticable.  Questions 
of  distance  and  climate  militated  against 
any  scheme  of  a  great  central  adminis- 
tration. The  second  scheme  of  federa- 
tion was  that  of  grouping,  with  a  Federal 
Legislature  super-imposed  upon  local 
Legislatures  in  the  different  islands. 
This  plan  left  Jamaica  practically  as  at 
present,  grouped  Trinidad  with  British 
Ouiana,  and  the  Windward  and  Leeward 
Islands  with  Barbados.  Outside  the 
Treasury  difficulty,  which  would  always 
abide,  this  plan  had  less  inherent  difficul- 
ties than  the  system  of  a  central  federal 
administration.  But  even  under  the  group- 
ing system,  the  residents  in  British  Guiana 
would  probably  declare  it  to  be  a  thousand 
pities  that  their  colony  should  be  grouped 
with  Trinidad,  seeing  that  British  Guiara 
had    prospects    of   gold    and    diamonds 
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before  it,  and  might  shortly  become  so  rich  Secretary  against  this  strange  military^ 

that  it  would  have  to  be  treated  under  and  naval  change,  with  the  permission  of 

quite  a  different  system ;  while  the  people  the  House  he  would  read  an  extract  fronL 

of  Barbados  would  object  to  the  altera-  a  letter  he  had  recently  received  horn  a 

tion  of  the  second  oldest  Colonial  Con-  resident      proprietor    in    Jamaica,     as- 

stitution    under    the    British    flag.     In  follows — 

any  case  it  would  be  very  difficult  to  '*  The  military  adyiaera  of  the  Army  ComiciL 

destroy  the  local  Legislatures  or  to  super-  '^^  *o  ^*^  forgotten  the  Gordon  riots,  an* 

impose  upon  them  the  federal  central  *4:ftrnl?l^rn«:'i1arth^':Sl,t.iS^ 
body  suggested  by  the  Kesolunon ;  and  ,  Prinoe  Mackaroo  or  some  auch  name  has  been 
his  hon.  friend  would  probably  agree  disposed  of,  after  asking  the  negroes  for  OOO 
that  it  should  not  be  done  without   the    ™«°  ^  enable  him  to  introduce  reforms.    So 

consent  of  the  great  majority  of  the  Ir^'ti'l'brde^^bWL':  l^r-T 
inhabitants  of  the  islands.  People  in  England    are  apt  to  think  that  alt 

„-,-,,  ,  \  police  are  like  the  wonderful  police  of  London  ;. 

Me   doubted   whether   much  economy  »  and  yet  when    the   Hyde  Park  railings  were^ 

would  be  effected  by  federation.  There  thrown  down  even  they  had  to  confess  thMn- 
would  probably  be  scores  of  letters  of  pro-  ,  selves  unable  to  cope  with  the  mob.  The  worst 
test  against  every  proposal  to  abolish  any   *?   ^  ,^®"??  ^^^^^  7*«  '^  •  '?^  P*°«;  ^^ 

,  -^^  o     .   "  "^  ^    ^^nT   '^'*rr~^  "  <,    glass  ;  here  it  would  be  murder  and  arson." 

of  the  existing  posts.  The  residents  and  g^  ^^  ^^^  ^^^  ^^U^^  ^^  ^ 
natives  were  extremely  proud  of  their    ^^^  ^^^^^^  ^^  showing  how  the 

officials ;  and,  even  if  many  of  the  smaDer    ^^^^  ^^  ,^^^^  ^^  ^^^  ^^^1    ^^^. 
posts  were  dispensed  with,  it  was  ques-    ^^^       .^^  ^j  ^^^_ 
tionable    whether    the    necessary    work;     ,,-5  *  »  •*•  i  *  *  i_ 

1JI.J         X.    £  — .       '^xiT   X :-.  The  garrisons  of  British  troops  are  to  be 

could  be  done  by  fewer  men  in  the  trying  entirely  removed  and  the  colonies  permitted  to- 
conditions  that  obtained  unless  much  ,  do  without  military  altogether  or  provide  it 
larger   salaries  were  paid.     It  was  not  \  themselves.   While  the  withdrawal  of  Imperial 

actual  administration  that  cost  so  much 
in  the  West  Indies,  but  education,  poor 
relief,  and  the  distribution  of  medicine. 
He  admitted  that  the  West  Indies  were 
not  in  a  satisfactory  state  at  the  present 
lime ;  but  the  proposal  to  extend  to 
them  responsible  government  could  not 
be  entertained  in  view  of  the  slight  in- 
terest of  the  inhabitants  in  political  life. 
He   could  not  help   thinking  that   the 

right  hon.  Baronet  opposite  was  mistaken  ,  ^  ,     ^  ,     ,, 

•«  4.1*^  A «^«  !,«  l.^A  »ixr^Y^  4-^  4-l.«  TT^,,o»      Islands  are  very  naturally  much  perturbed  over 

m  the  figures  he  had  given  to  the  House,    ^^^e  situation.  aJ  they  may  very  well  be.  People 

who  are  familiar  with  the  race  problem  in  the 


troops  from  Canada  and  Austi'alia  would  oauae 
little  trouble,  as  both  those  Commonwealths  are- 
amply  able  to  safeguard  their  own  borders  by 
local  troops,  with  the  West  India  Colonies  the 
case  is  entirely  ditferent.  In  every  one  of  these 
islands  the  black  or  coloured  population  ezoeeds- 
the  wliites  by  twenty  or  thirty  to  one.  The 
whites  fear,  and  with  justice,  that  with  the 
troops  removed  the  colonies  would  always  be 
in  danger  of  uprisings  of  blacks  against  the 
whites,  and  with  the  former  in  such  over- 
whelming superiority  it  would  be  easy  to 
repeat  the  experience  of  San  Domingo.  The 
white   residents  of  the    British    West   India 


*SiR  CHARLES  DILKE  said  the  figures 
he  gave  purported  to  be  the  numbers  on 


Southern  States  can  readily  sympathise  with 
the  fears  of  the  people  of  the  West  Indies.  .  . 


the  electoral  roll.  ^^  seems  incredible  that  the  British  Govem- 

,  ment  should  meditate  such  a  supreme  act  of 

*Mb.  MM.COLM  suggested  that  possibly    ',^'LWdtt^|','!rrco"„dU^^^^^ 
16,000  had  power  to  vote,  but  only  1,600    such  as  they  are." 

exercised  their  power.  At  any  rate  ■  This  particular  policy  of  His  Majesty's 
very  little  political  interest  was  shown  ;  Government  was  the  least  likely  of  all  to- 
by the  black  inhabitants  of  the  islands,  contribute  to  the  strength  of  the  West 
If  the  solution  suggested  by  his  hon.  Indies.  His  own  solution  would  be  to 
friend  of  a  federal  central  authority  was  wait  until  cotton-growing  and  other  in- 
wrong,  and  if  the  solution  of  the  right  j  dustries  in  the  islands  could  enable  them 
hon.  Baronet  was  equally  inapplicable,  '  to  pay  their  way  before  altering  the  Con- 
then  least  of  all  were  the  West  Indies  .  stitution.  He  would  then  like  to  see  the 
likely  to  gain  strength  through  the  policy  Government  enter  into  negotiations  with 
of  the  Government  at  the  present  time  ,  Canada  in  order  to  find  out  whether  some  of 
in  abandoning  St.  Lucia  as  a  naval  base  the  islands,  at  any  rate,  could  not  be  better 
and  denuding  the  West  Indies  of  British  administered  by  that  great  Dominion 
white  troops.  In  warning  the  Colonial ,  than  they  were  by  the  home  Government. 
Mr.  Malcolm. 
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XI  the  West  India  Islands  were  attached  called  the  Chief  Justice  for  each  island, 
to  Canada  they  would  form  something  they  could  not  have  a  somewhat  simpler 
like  a  southern  zone  for  the  Dominion,  and  more  comprehensive  judicial  organ- 
The  reorganisation  and  the  revitalising  isation,  which,  while  having  competent 
-of  the  West  Indies  would  result ;  and  the  police  magistrates  for  the  local  work 
-alteration  would  add  enormously  to  our  would  give  a  better  kind  of  law  by  way 
Imperial  strength  on  the  strategic  high-  of  appeal,  and  allow  the  highest  judicial 
way  of  the  world  and  in  the  commer-  officers  or  Court  to  travel  about  from 
<cia]  centre  of  the  New  World.  island   to   island  and   administer   civil 

justice  in  that  way.    In  the  same  way 

Mb.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.)  said  that   they  would  have  a  more  efficient  Execu- 

no  one  could  visit  the  West  Indies  with-  .  tive  Administration  if  they  organised  it 

out  feeling  that  nature  had  been  un-    on  a  larger  scale  and  brought  a  certain 

uBually  prodigal   to  them,    or   without   number  of  the  islands  into  a  comprehen- 

-desiring  that  they  should  attain  a  pros<    give  scheme.    There  would  doubtless  be 

pehty  commensurate  with  the  gifts  of   objections    on    the    part   of    individual 

nature.    These  islands,  as  some  of  the    islands  ;    they  would  not  want  to  be  de- 

oldest  and  most  interesting  portions  of    prived  of  the  kind  of  importance  they  now 

-oar  Colonial  Empire,  had  a  claim  on  the  i  possessed  ;  but  he  would  meet  that  line  of 

^sympathy  and  the  interest  of  the  mother-    argument  by  saying  that  any  economies 

^country.     He  agreed  with  the  view  that  |  that  were  effected  in  this  way,  and  they 

when  the  Panama  Canal  was  made  a  '  might    be    considerable,    oug^t    to    be 

streams  of   oceanic    traffic    would    pass    devoted  to  improving  the  islands  them- 

through   these    islands,    and    a    chance   selves  in  the  way  of  railway  improve- 

woold  come  to  them  which  they  had  not    ments,  modernising  methods  of  cultiva- 

:! or  a  long  time  enjoyed  of  being  associated    tion,  and  so  forth.    A  good  deal  might  be 

with  the  great  trade  movements  of  the  ;  done   in   this   way   for   education,    and 

world.     His  hon.  friend  had  dwelt  upon  I  more  might  be  done  for  the  industrial 

*he  desirability  of  improving  the  financial    and  technical  instruction  of  the  negroes. 

M^ondition  of  the  islands,  first,   by  the   The  great  difficulty  of  the  islands  was 

simplification  or  consolidation  of  the  Ad-    the    imperfect    quality    of    the    labour. 

jmnistrafion,     and,     secondly,     by    the  ■  if  they  gave  the  natives  a  better  industrial 

abolition  of  tariffs  between  the  different   instruction  it  would  give  them  a  per- 

islands.     One    could    scarcely    conceive    manent   upward    movement,    the   result 

4inything  more  absurd  than  that  there   of  which  would  be  felt  in  many  directions, 

should  exist  high  tariffs,  or,  indeed,  any  <  and    would   have   a   far-reaching   effect 

tariffs  at  all,  among  islands  which  ought !  upon  their  prosperity  and  the  character 

to  be  regarded  as  one  fiscal  entity.     It  |  of    the    population.     He    trusted    that 

was    difficult    to    understand    why    the  [  the   Colonial   Secretary   might   be   able 

home  Government  should  have  allowed   to    hold    out    some    hope    that    these 

these  duties  to  grow  up,  for  they  must   economies,    which    would    have    to    q, 

Iiave  the  effect  of  interfering  with  the  \  carried  out  with  CDnsideration  and  tactic 

iree    exchange    of   commodities    among    niight  be  effected;    So  far  as  Jamaica 

the   islands.  was   concerned,   he  did  not  think  any 

The  other  question  was  whether  a  apprehension  need  be  entertained  at 
<50iisiderable  saving  might  not  be  present  of  danger  to  society  by  reducing 
-effected  in  their  Executive  and  judicial  the  number  of  troops.  The  population 
.administration.  He  might  explain  that  was  peaceful  and  contented,  and  he 
his  own  personal  knowledge  was  confined  '  should  be  surprised  to  hear  that  those 
to  Jamaica,  and  that  he  regarded  British  ;  who  knew  the  islands  thought  it  was 
•Guiana  as  being  in  a  somewhat  different  in  any  danger  of  relapsing  into  a  state 
3>o8ition  from  the  other  islands.    Many   of  disturbance. 

<)f  the  blands  were  too  small  to  reqm^^  g^  j^  FERGUS80N  (Manchester, 
the  sort  of  cml  administration  which  ^^^^  ^^^^  ^^^  rp^nidad  riots, 

we  now  gave  them.    That,  he  thought,       *     ' 

particularly  applied  to  the  judicial  ad-  Mr.  MALCOLM :  Only  six  weeks  ago 
ministration.  He  did  not  see  why,  there  was  this  trouble  with  a  so-called 
instead  of  having  an  official  who  was  ;  prince. 
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Mr.  BRYCE  said  he  did  not  mean, 
to  suggest  that  we  should  altogether 
withdraw  white  troops.  Those  who 
knew  what  the  great  capabilities  of 
the  West  Indies  were,  and  recognised 
that  we  owed  something  not  only  to 
the  white  but  also  to  the  negro  popu- 
lation, would  feel  that  we  had  a  serious 
duty  towards  the  islands,  and  that  we 
must  not  forget  that  they  constituted  a 
valuable  and  interesting  part  of  our 
Colonial  Empire. 

♦Mr.  RANDLE8  (Cumberland,  Cocker- 
mouth)  said  the  House  was  indebted 
to  the  mover  of  the  Resolution  for 
bringing  so  interesting  a  subject  forward. 
It  was  a  misfortune  that  they  did  not 
devote  more  time  to  considering  the 
particular  interests  of  the  different 
colonies  in  detail,  as  they  were  enabled 
by  this  Motion  to  do  to-night  in  reference 
to  the  West  Indies.  It  was  not  difficult 
to  make  out  a  good  case  for  the  reduction 
of  official  expenses  and  charges  or  for  the 
aboUtion  of  tariffs  between  the  various 
islands,  or  an  improved  system  of  higher 
education.  He  very  much  appreciated  the 
line  of  argument  adopted  by  the  mover  of 
this  Motion  up  to  the  point  of  the  remedy 
he  suggested,  which  he  thought  was 
hardly  sufficient  to  meet  the  require- 
ments of  the  case.  A  benevolent  despot 
might  be  an  ideal  remedy  if  it  was  a 
practical  one,  but  he  did  not  think  that 
it  would  meet  the  case.  The  alterna- 
tive suggested  in  the  Amendment  seemed 
to  him  to  be  altogether  too  drastic  for 
the  present  time.  The  quotation  which 
had  been  given  from  Sir  Robert  Hamil- 
ton to  the  effect  that  the  time  was  not 
yet,  in  his  opinion  pretty  much  met  the 
case.  Hon.  Members  hardly  appeared 
to  realise  the  varying  conditions  of 
these  islands.  Scarcely  any  two  of  the 
islands  in  their  conditions  were  alike, 
and  their  prosperity  was  also  very 
varied.  Some  of  the  islands  had  found 
it  possible  to  change  their  cultivation 
of  sugar  into  more  profitable  growths. 
Other  islands  had  not  found  this  to  be 
possible,  and  the  islands  best  adapted 
for  the  growth  of  sugar  were  not  always 
best  adapted  for  cocoa  or  bananas. 
There  was  also  a  great  difference  in  the 
population.  Some  parts  of  the  population 
were  more  impregnated  with  modem 
ideas,  and  other  islands  were  absolutely 


indifferent  as  to  progress.  Conse- 
quently any  cutand  dried  scheme  would, 
be  likely  to  prove  a  disappointment. 

In  regard  to  what  had  been  said  about, 
responsible  government,  he  should  like 
to  know  if  this  Hpuse  would  attempts 
to  veto  any  wild  scheme  that  it  might- 
be  within  the  power  of  some     enter- 
prising contractor  to   make  with  such 
a  form  of  government.    Take,  for  ex- 
ample, what  actually  occurred  in  New- 
foundland.   There  it  was  shown  to  be- 
possible  for  a  large  contractor  to  prac- 
tically get  the  whole  island  at  his  disposal.. 
A   large  majority  of  the  people  there- 
wished  the  veto  to  be  put  upon  what 
amounted  to  nothing  less  than  the  sale 
of  the  island  to  a    railway  contractor 
by  the  Government,   but   the  Coloniak 
Secretary    was   not   favourable   to   the^ 
exercise   of   that  veto.     Newfoundland 
was  a  responsible  self-governing  colony,, 
and  ever    since    the  conclusion  of   the 
contract  the   people  of  the  colony  had,, 
been  paying  large  sums  of    money    in. 
trying   to   get   rid    of   that   most    un- 
fortunate contract.    That  might  easily- 
be  the  case  with  the  larger  measures, 
of  self-goverment  which  had  been  sug- 
gested.   Take    the    religious    question.. 
That  was  a  subject  which  even  in  thi» 
country  divided  them  in  their  opinions^ 
and  caused  bitterness  even  when  they 
were  able  to  discuss  it  from  a  broad 
point   of   view.    They    would    be    able^ 
to  judge  from  that  tetct  how  acute  the^ 
religious  questioji  might  become  in  those^ 
islands.     As  an    illustration    he    might^ 
mention    what    had    happened    in    the 
Island    of    Guernsey    in     1904.     They 
passed    a    law    for    that    island    which 
placed    the    whole    of    the    elementary 
education  of  the  children  under  the  con- 
trol of  the  Anglican  Church,  and  it  was* 
ordained  that  the  doctrines  of  the  Church 
of  England  should  be  taught  in  all  the* 
elementary    schools.    .What    was  more,. 
this  was  agreed  to  and  approved  by  the-. 
Privy   Council    en    the    advice    of   the 
Member    for    East    Fife,     then    Horcc: 
Secretary.     He  gave  that  as  an  illustra- 
tion to  show  that  the  veto   could  not. 
so  easily  be  imposed   when   they  once- 
granted  responsible  self-government   ex- 
cept under  vei  y  exceptional  circumstances.. 
Those  were  some  of  the  practical  diffi- 
culties which  would  arise  if  the  Amend- 
ment   was    carried.     He    thought    they 
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must  endeavour  to  improve  the  govern* 
ment  by  the  steady  infusion  of  the  popu- 
lar and  representative  element,  so  that 
the  best  men  available,  irrespective 
of  colour,  should  be  atili<9ed  in  the  govern- 
ment of  these  islands. 

*Mb.   CATHCART  WASON    (Orkney 
and  Shetland)  said  he  had  listened  very 
carefully  to  the  speeches  of  the  mover 
of  the   Motion  and  the  mover  of  the 
Amendment,    and   he   had   failed   alto- 
gether   to    notice   any   discordant   note 
whatever    in  them.    The  hon.   Member 
for  Buteshire  laid  great  stress  upon  the 
necessity     of    simplifying  the  Adminis- 
tration   in    those  islands,  and  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  the  Forest 
of  Dean  only  carried  them  a  step  further 
with  regard   to  the  self-government  of 
those   islands.    He  was  sorry  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Buteshire  (£d  not  give 
them  more  details  about  the  enormous 
waste  of  material  and  the  great  cost  of  the 
Administration,  and  no  doubt  the  reason 
was  that  he  did  not  desire  to  occupy  too 
much  time.     Nevertheless  the  main  point 
of  his  argument  throughout  was  the  great 
waste  of  material  and  money  upon  the 
salaries  of  officials  in  those  islands.     He 
desired  the  House  to  look  at  this  question 
even  from  the  point  of  view  of  the  task 
imposed    upon    the    Colonial    Secretary. 
The  amount  of  work  and  responsibility 
thrown  upon  the  Minister  who  happened 
to  occupy  that  important  position  was 
something  overwhelming  and  appalling. 
If  instead  of  the  vast  amount  of  corres- 
pondence he  had  at  present  to  deal  with 
over  every  little  local  affair  in  the  West 
Indies,  he  had  a  Governor-General  to  deal 
with  those  matters,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
Daan's  task  would  be  enormously  lessened 
And  the  affairs  of  those  islands  would  be 
conducted  very  much  more  in  harmony 
with  the  wishes  of  the  people.     He  had 
no  objection  to  the  governor  having  a 
steam  yacht,  because  in  those  islands  a 
yacht  would  practically  be  his  motor-car. 
He  thought  that  the  suggestion  which  had 
been  made  to  hand  over  the  West  Indies 
to  the  Dominion  of  Canada  would  involve 
them   in  considerable   trouble   and   was 
not  worthy  of  a    moment's   considera- 
tion.    The   West    Indies   were    at    the 
present   moment    of   enormous    import- 
ance,   and    would    be    of    still    greater 
importance  in  the  future.    He  thought 


the  hon.  Member  for  Buteshire  had  ren- 
dered an  extremely  valuable  service  by 
bringing  this  question  before  the  House 
and  giving  them  such  an  extremely 
instructive  speech  upon  this  important 
subject. 

♦Mr.  LAWRENCE  (Liverpool,  Aber- 
cromby)  pointed  out  that  the  dispro- 
portion between  the  whites  and  the 
blacks  in  all  those  colonies  was  very 
great.     Up  and  down  the  West  Indies 

the  electors  would  be  blacks.     It  would 

* 

be  well  to  look  outside  to  see  how  other 
countries  met  the  great  black  question. 
In  the  Southern  States  of  America,  where 
the  question  was  acute,  it  had  been  made 
acute  by  extending  the  suffrage  to  the 
blacks.  As  things  were,  there  was,  prac- 
tically speaking,  little  racial  feeling  at  all 
in  these  islands.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Aberdeen  had  been 
for  a  few  da3rs  in  Jamaica,  and  he  wished 
to  endorse  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  said  about  there  being  no  racial 
feeling  there.  He  had  met  an  American 
engineer  in  that  island,  and  he  said  that 
any  man,  woman,  or  child  might  go  up 
and  down  that  island,  night  or  da}', 
without  any  fear  of  injury,  but  he  could 
not  say  the  same  thing  of  the  Southern 
States.  He  thought  that  was  a  very  high 
compliment  to  their  institutions,  which 
for  several  centuries  had  been  gradually 
evolving  themselves  to  their  present 
state.  He  agreed  that  in  some  of  the 
islands  this  oligarchy  which  had  been 
spoken  of  was  not  at  all  perfect  in  its 
operations ;  and  when  they  considered 
the  great  diflficulty  which  they  had  to 
face,  namely,  that  there  was  only  a  veiy 
small  minority  of  whites  and  a  great  pre- 
ponderance of  blacks,  it  was  clear  that 
they  could  not  lay  down  any  hard-and- 
fast  rule,  and  notions  which  were  formed 
here  were  not  always  suitable  to  be  carried 
out  on  Ihe  Spanish  Main.  The  right  hen. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  the  Forest  of 
Dean  had  referred  to  the  present  system 
as  being  prejudicial  to  the  advance  of 
the  system  of  peasant  proprietors.  That 
certainly  was  not  true  in  regard  to  many 
of  those  islands.  He  thought  the  im- 
portant question  was  whether  these  people 
should  not  devote  themselves  more  to 
the  exportation  of  goods  than  the  mere 
cultivation  of  provisions.  In  British 
Guiana  there  was  an  enormous  exporta- 
tion of  goods  to  the  great  advantage  of 
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the  community,  whereas  in  Jamaica,  an 
island  where  there  was  the  largest  amount 
of  smaU  proprietors,  the  amount  of  their 
ezport  trade  was  practically  nU. 

♦Sir  CHARLES  DILKE  said  they  ex- 
ported from  that  island,  in  fruit  alone, 
about  £1,500,000  in  1904. 

♦Mr.  LAWRENCE  said  that  was  not 
grown  by  the  small  proprietors.  Ap- 
,parently  in  the  case  of  right  hon.  Oentle- 
men  opposite  this  was  an  instance  where 
a  little  knowledge  was  a  dangerous 
thing.  He  had  been  informed  that  a 
large  company  which  had  introduced  the 
banana  industry  in  Jamaica  was  con- 
templating going  back  to  sugar  pro- 
duction, and  this  in  regard  to  an  estate 
which  had  grown  bananas  for  many 
years.  He  thought  that  showed  that  it 
was  not  by  any  means  true  that  the 
production  of  sugar  was  receding.  He 
congratulated  the  hon.  Member  for 
Buteshire  upon  his  speech,  but  more 
that  he  had  to  approach  the  subject  of 
the  West  Indies  under  more  favourable 
auspices  than  those  of  recent  years. 
The  hon.  Member  had  spoken  of  the 
educational  advantages  of  Grermany 
and  Louisiana,  and  had  made  a  com- 
parison in  regard  to  the  backward- 
ness of  education  in  the  West  Indies. 
He  wished,  however,  to  remind  the  hon. 
Member  that  both  those  countries  were 
strongly  protective  in  regard  to  the 
sugar  industry.  After  the  abolition  of 
slavery,  the  West  Indies  had  to  contend 
against  the  slave-owing  sugar  grown  in 
Brazil,  and  then  came  the  bounty  system. 
He  agreed  that  considerable  economy 
might  be  effected  by  amalgamating 
certain  islands  under  one  Government, 
and  particularly  in  reducing  the  judicial 
establishment.  The  islands  had  every 
reason  to  complain  of  the  class  of  men  sent 
out  there  to  fill  the  legal  posts.  He 
knew  lawyers,  who,  though  they  never 
had  a  brief  in  this  country,  blossomed 
into  Judges  in  the  West  Indies.  It  was 
time  to  see  that  men  fit  to  fill  the  posts 
were  sent  out,  and  that  they  gave  a  good 
year's  work  for  a  good  year's  salary. 

i  ♦Sir  BRAMPTpN  GURDON  (Norfolk, 
N.)  said  he  had  listened  with  very  great 
interest  to  the  speech  of  the  mover  of 
this  Motion,  and  he  associated  himself 

Mr.  Lawrence. 


most  heartily  with  the  views  which  Ke 
had  placed  before  the  House.    The  lat;e 
Lord  Carnarvon  had  in  his  mind  some 
scheme  for  federating  these  West  Indian. 
Colonies,  and  nobody  could  doubt  tlie 
immense  advantage  that  would  be  de- 
rived from  an  uniform   Customs  tariff. 
It  was  an  open  question  as  to  how  far 
it  would  be  possible  to  combine  all  the 
West  Indian  Colonies  under  one  Gover- 
nor-Greneral.     But    the   four  groups  of 
islands  which  formed  the  Lesser  Antilles, 
contained  a  population  which  did  not> 
exceed      some     600,000     or     700,000, 
and  he  thought  they  would  gain  very 
much  if   they  could   be  placed    under 
one  Administration.     It  did  not  much 
matter  where  the  seat  of  Government 
was,  because  tie  time  of  the  Governor 
would   be  spent  mostly  in  his  yacht. 
He  hoped  the  subject  of  the  govern- 
ment of  the  West  India  Islands  would 
have    the     serious    attention     of     the 
Colonial  Office,  for  he  felt  sure  that  if 
the  islands  were  to  be  made  happy,  con- 
tented, and  prosperous,  it  was  not  by 
maintaining  large  garrisons  there,  but  by 
good  government  and  efficient  adminis- 
tration. 

♦The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
THE  COLONIES  (Mr.  Lyttelton, 
Warwick  and  Leamington)  said  that  with 
the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  the  Forest  of  Dean  in  the 
abstract  he  had  no  quarrel  at  all. 
Although  kindly  and  generous,  the  pro- 
posal was  impracticable.  The  system 
had  been  tried  in  America  of  giving  in 
comparatively  uncivilised  communities 
equal  rights  of  voting  to  the  coloured 
population,  with  the  result  of  greatly 
embittering  racial  feeling  and  tempting 
the  whites  to  action  practically  can- 
celling the  advantages.  The  working 
out  of  the  native  problem  in  South  Africa 
also  illustrated  th  impracticability  of 
the  proposition ;  and  he  respectfully  said 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not 
made  out  that  pait  of  his  case,  and,  indeed, 
had  hardly  tried  to  make  it  out.  With 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  other  sug- 
gestion, that  a  benevolent  despotism 
should  be  established,  he  was  much  more 
in  agreement ;  but  neither  did  he  think 
that  a  practical  proposal  at  the  present 
moment.  They  must,  after  all,  have 
regard  to  the  feelings  of  the  islanders 
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themselves  ;    and  the  right  hon«  Grentle- 
man  was  ^w^ell  awaie  that  some  of  those 
colonies     formerly    enjoyed    what    was 
practically     self-govenmient.      In    Bar- 
bados the  white  population  had  decreased 
very  much.  Between  230  and  303  years  ago 
there  was  a  nrhite  population  both  actually 
lirger    than   at  present,  and    relatively 
larger     in     proportion    to    the    blacks ; 
and    the     Barbadians    of    Charles    II/s 
day  had    a    very   stout  view    of    their 
Parliamentary    privileges    and    resented 
the  idea  of  being  governed  by  this  country 
without    consultation.      About    1660   or 
1^>70  they    actually  made  a  suggestion, 
which  was,  perhaps,  the  first  mention  of 
Imperial  federation,  that  certain  members 
of  their   own  Parliament  should  attend 
the  Imperial  Parliament.    Jamaica  had 
had   elective   representative  institutions 
since    1662,    with   the    exception    of    a 
few  years.     It  would  not  be  possible  for 
this  Parliament  to  express  an  intention  of 
governing  these  islands  as  despots  when 
the    most    considerable    of    them     had 
enjoyed    representative   government   for 
^  many  years.    It  was  not  the  fact  that 
the  interests  of  the  negroes  were  neglected 
by  the  so-called  oligarchies.     If  we  were 
free   to   take  action  without  regard    to 
history    or  tradition,   there  might  be  a 
good   deal  to  be  said  for  making  the 
government  of  these  islands  more  auto- 
cratic ;     but  the  House  would  not  find 
it  practicable  in  view  of  their  history 
to  make  so  violent  and  revolutionary  a 
change. 

With  much  of  the  general  tenor  and 
many  of  the  sentiments  of  the  mover 
of  the  Resolution  he  had  no  quarrel, 
and  he  desired  to  identify  himself  with 
the  compliments  the  mover  had  received 
on  the  ability  with  which  he  presented 
Us  case.  No  doubt  the  "man  in  the 
street"  supposed  that  the  West  Indies 
were  a  group  of  islands  similar  in  char- 
acter and  homogeneous  in  population; 
and  when  such  a  man,  looking 
superficially  at  the  matter,  learned 
that  there  was  a  separate  Govern- 
ment in  Jamaica,  Trinidad,  Barbados, 
the  Windward  Islands,  and  the  Leeward 
Islands,  and  that  there  were  three 
separate  Qovemments  in  the  Windwards 
and  five  in  the  Leewards,  he  was  startled, 
and  thought  unification  was  not  only 
necessary,  but  should  be  at  once  pro- 
vided for.      But  the  premises  were  not 


718 

quite  accurate.  There  was  a  very  wide 
geographical  separation  of  these  islands. 
It  took  four  days  to  get  from  Jamaica 
to  Barbados ;  and  when  they  spoke 
o!  a  benevolent  despot  situated  in  Bar- 
bados having  efEective  knowledge  of 
Jamaica,  the  colonies  might  present 
an  argument  to  which  there  would  be 
little  answer.  It  would  be  regarded  as 
a  very  extraordinary  proposal  if  they 
were  asked  to  federate  the  Isle  of  Man 
with  Madeira,  but  the  distance  was 
not  very  much  less  from  Barbados 
to  Jamaica  than  it  was  from  the  Isle 
of  Man  to  Madeira.  Communication 
was  not  at  all  good ;  it  cost  money  to 
make  it  better,  and  the  House  of  Com- 
Commons  did  not  like  paying  large 
subsidies  to  the  West  Indian  Islands 
in  addition  to  those  which  it  already 
gave.  Moreover,  there  were  very  great 
historical  differences.  Barbados  and 
Jamaica  had,  from  first  to  last  during 
the  two  to  thiee  centuries  in  which  they 
had  been  British  colonies,  been  entirely 
British ;  Trinidad  was  in  origin  a  Spanish 
colony ;  and  British  Guiana  was  once  a 
Dutch  possession.  In  several  of  the 
colonies,  in  Dominica  and  St.  Lucia,  for 
instance,  a  French  patois  was  talked,  and 
there  was  therefore  great  difference  of 
language.  The  products  differed  and 
the  systems  of  law  varied  in  the 
islands.  These  were  all  very  substantial 
differences.  But  he  did  not  wish  for  ca 
moment  to  deny  that  there  was  very 
much  community  of  interest  and  of 
sentiment  in  the  West  Indies  as  a  whole. 

The  proposal  of  appointing  a 
Oovemor-General  had  a  great  attrac- 
tion to  many  people  at  the  present 
time.  He  had  been  pressed  to  ap- 
point Governor-Grenerals  in  West  Africa 
and  East  Africa,  and  now  in  the  West 
Indies.  He  had  no  doubt  that  it  would 
be  a  great  relief  to  the  Colonial  Ofiice 
if  a  distinguished  man  of  the  type,  say, 
of  Lord  Cromer,  could  be  induced  to  take 
such  an  office  and  remain  for  a  long  time 
in  one  of  these  great  regions  to  carry 
out  a  continuous  and  definite  policy. 
He  had  looked  into  the  matter  with  great 
care  and  anxiety,  because  the  idea  was  an 
attractive  one  ;  but  his  personal  opinion 
was  that  these  proposals  were  premature 
simply  because  of  the  physical  obstacles  in 
the  way.  Until  they  had  railways,  or, 
at  any  rate,  good  roads,  the  difficulty 
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of  getting  about  these  great  regions 
would  be  immense,  and  the  burden  of 
travelling  placed  upon  the  Governor- 
Generals  would  be  almost  intolerable. 
In  the  West  Indies  communication 
was  not  sufficiently  good  to  make  it 
easy  to  travel ;  and  whereas,  among 
a  number  of  different  communities, 
speaking  different  languages,  with  differ- 
ent institutions  and  different  kinds 
of  commerce,  they  wanted  a  man  to 
spend  a  continuous  time  in  their  midst, 
they  would  have  a  man  who  would 
only  be  able  to  spend  a  few  weeks  sporadi- 
cally throughout  the  year  in  one  or 
other  of  the  islands. 

The  authorities  on  this  subject,  it 
would  be  noted,  were  very  reserved  on 
the  point.  It  was  perfectly  true  that  in 
1884  a  Royal  Commission  did  recommend, 
not  the  federation,  but  the  unification, 
ofl  Grenada,  St.  Lucia,  St.  Vincent, 
Dominica,  and  Tobago;  and  some 
advance,  at  any  rate,  had  been  made 
towards  carrying  out  that  recommenda- 
tion. Then  in  1894  Sir  Robert  Hamilton 
went  rather  further,  and  recommended  ; 
an  administrative  union  which  might 
ultimately  lead  to  federation;  but  it 
was  very  important  to  note  that  that  able 
administrator  concluded  his  Report  with  ■ 
the  proviso  that,  if  any  union  of  these 
colonies  was  to  be  achieved,  in  order 
that  it  might  rest  on  a  solid  basis  it  must 
come  as  a  spontaneous  growth  from 
within  the  colonies  themselves.  Then 
in  1897  another  very  strong  Royal 
Gommission  was  appointed,  and  the 
Commissioners— Sir  Henry  Norman,  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Berwick,  and  Sir 
David  Barbour — ^were  against  federation 
altogether  and  spoke  of  it  as  doubtful 
economy.  They  spoke  of  the  possible 
union  of  Barbados,  the  Windward  and 
the  Leeward  Islands,  but  only  when  an 
improved  system  of  steam  communication 
had  been  in  existence  for  some  years. 
He  wished  the  House  to  understand 
that  union  was  the  poUcy  of  His  Majesty's 
Government,  a  union,  however,  not  forced 
upon  the  colonies,  but  one  which  they 
hoped  would  come  from  within  and  result 
from  various  administrative  operations. 
It  was  said  very  often  that  sentiment 
should  not  be  allowed  to  miUtate  against 
cash  results,  but  he  thought  that  it 
would  be  useless  and  unwise  to  disregard 

Mr.  Lyttdton. 


the  sentiment  of  the  islanders  in 
dealing  with  this  matter,  and  it  must  be 
remembered  that  these  islands  valued 
their  traditions  and  history  all  the  more 
because  they  were  more  prosperous  and 
distinguished  in  former  times. 

The  aim  of  His  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment was  not  to  coerce  the  colonies 
into  accepting  federal  government,  but 
to  promote  measures  of  administration 
from  which  union  might  naturally  spring. 
The  Imperial  Department  of  Agri- 
culture had  done  some  admirable 
work  in  promoting  a  feeling  of  unity, 
and  an  annual  agricultural  confer- 
ence  was  held.  There  were  some 
common  regulations  in  regard  to  public 
health,  such  as  in  respect  of  quarantine 
matters,  and  they  had  endeavoured  to 
obtain  some  uniformity  in  Customs,  but 
the  difficulties  were  extremely  great 
owing  to  the  financial  necessities  of 
the  islands.  The  land  tax  being  the 
utmost  that  could  be  imposed,  it  was 
not  possible  to  raise  the  required  re- 
venue without  resorting  to  duties  on 
imports,  but,  as  a  fact,  these  were  im- 
posed for  revenue  purposes  only.  There 
had  been  no  suggestion  during  the 
debate  of  any  other  system  of  taxation. 
Economy  of  administration  had  been 
effected  by  the  loan  of  expert  officials  by 
one  island  to  another,  and  in  this  liberal 
way  had  assistance  been  given  to  poorer 
neighbours,  and  links  of  unity  had  been 
established  among  the  populations  of 
the  different  islands.  These  were,  of 
course,  gradual  and  patient  operations ; 
but  he  believed  it  would  be  wiser  to  let 
amalgamation  work  out  in  that  way  and 
to  let  the  expression  of  the  desire  come 
from  the  colonists  rather  than  to  endea- 
vour to  impose  it  as  a  policy  upon  them. 

A  word  or  two  should  be  said  in  reply 
to  allusions  to  cost  of  administration. 
The  right  hon.  Member  for  Aberdeen  had 
referred  to  the  excellent  work  done  by  a 
Judge  whom  he  mentioned,  and  while  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  speaking  he  re- 
ferred to  the  Colonial  Office  list  to  see  what 
salary  this  excellent  lawyer  and  efficient 
administrator  received,  and  he  found  that 
this  gentleman,  who  might  be  called 
Chief  Justice,  received  about  a  third  of 
the  amount  paid  to  a  London  magistrate 
— ^£500  a  year.     It  must  be  allowed  that 
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his  services  were  given  at  a  cheap  rate. 
There  were  a  number  of  such  cases  of 
salaries  ranging  from  £700  to  £1,000  per 
annam — ^in  the  smaller  islands  rarely 
more  than  £800.  The  Administrator  of 
Dominica,  'distinguished  among  the  Lee- 
ward Islands  as  having  a  kind  of  Home 
Role  of  its  own,  joined  to  great  adminis- 
trative qualities  high  financial  abilities, 
and  his  salary  was  £1,000.  That  could 
not  be  considered  exorbitant.  There 
were  a  number  of  officials,  but  their 
salaries  were  not  high,  ranging  from  £300 
to  £400  a  year,  and  he  doubted  whether 
with  amalgamation  economy  could  be 
f;ffected  in  this  respect.  The  Bo3ral 
Commission  of  1897  gave  a  dubious  note 
on  this  question.  Efforts  to  cut  down 
^me  offices  had  met  with  consideration. 
In  the  Leeward  Islands  the  number  of 
Sapreme  Court  Judges  had  been  reduced 
from  three  to  two,  the  reduction  meet- 
ing with  unanimous  opposition,  and  in 
St  Vincent  the  treasurership  had  been 
abolished  and  the  work  put  on  the 
Administrator,  with  the  result  that  the 
latter  was  overweighted  with  office  work 
and  unable  to  visit  the  outlying  districts 
oi  the  island. 

The  (Government   agreed  in  principle 
^liat  it  was  desirable*  to  have  unifica- 
tion,    but     the    present    moment   was 
not  an    opportune   one   for  moving    in 
the  direction  of  a  constitutional  change. 
'Hie  colonies  were  still  writhing  under 
the   economic   losses   and  physical   dis- 
tresses   from  which   they  had  suffered 
in  recent   years,   and  the   Government 
thought  that  the  endeavours  which  were 
being  made  to  reconstitute  the  fabric  of 
economic  prosperity  had  better  not  be 
interrupted    by    constitutional    experi- 
Qients.      Progress   was  being    made    in 
Regard  to  agriculture,  sugar,  fruit-grow- 
^%,  and  other  industries  of  that   kind, 
^nd  political  conditions  should   be   left 
^t  rest  for  a  short  time.    The  adoption 
of  the  principles  of  unification  would  be 
better  achieved  by  patiently  waiting  for  a 
while  before  further  proposals  were  made. 
He  hoped  that  this  Motion  would  not  be 
pressed  to  a  division,  for  the  Government 
would  be  unwiUing  to  oppose  a  policy  of 
unification. 

Sir  EDWARD  GREY  (Northumberland, 
Berwick)  said  he  had  not  got  anything 


J  to  add  to  the  debate  which  was  of  any 
great  value  or  novelty.  The  Report 
of  the  Royal  Commission  of  which  he  was  a 
member  had  been  referred  to  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Colonial  Secretary. 
He  had  very  pleasant  recollections  of 
the  Commission  eight  years  ago.  It 
was  true  that  the  Commission  did  not 
report  in  favour  of  the  federation  of  the 
West  Indies  as  a  whole.  But  the  primary 
object  of  the  Commission  was  not  to 
inquire  into  the  question  of  federation. 
They  were  sent  out  to  deal  with  the 
acute  economic  distress  that  prevailed 
at  that  time  in  the  West  Indian  Islands, 
and  to  recommend  substantial  remedies 
for  that  state  of  things.  It  was  only 
from  that  point  of  view  that  they  looked 
at  the  question  of  federation.  He  was 
glad  to  think  that  the  acute  distress  had 
been  very  much  ameliorated  since  those 
times.  The  Report  of  the  West  Indian 
Commission  did  distinctly  encourage 
a  beginning  in  unification.  How  far 
matters  might  be  more  ripe  for  a  step 
towards  federation  than  they  were  at 
the  time  the  Commission  was  in  the 
islands  he  was  not  sure.  It  was  quite 
possible  that  if  the  Commission  reviewed 
the  circumstances  of  the  islands  as 
they  were  to-day  they  might  report 
still  more  in  favour  of  federation  than 
they  did  some  years  ago.  Certainly, 
after  going  through  the  islands  for 
two  months,  the  impression  left  on  his 
mind  was  that  he  had  seen  more  Chief 
Justices  than  he  had  ever  seen  in  his  life 
before,  or  was  ever  likely  to  see.  The 
Colonial  Secretary  had  said  that  these 
Chief  Justices,  or  some  of  them,  only  had 
small  salaries — that  was  to  say,  the  title 
was  an  imposing  one,  but  the  salary  was 
the  reverse  of  imposing  and  was  not  to 
be  regarded  as  a  great  burden  on  the 
colony.  He  thought  it  would  be  better 
to  have  a  Supreme  Court,  or  a  Supreme 
Judge,  highly  paid  and  supreme  over  a 
large  area,  rather  than  a  number  of 
comparatively  poorly  paid  officials  who 
were  supreme  in  the  particular  area  that 
was  entrusted  to  them.  What  they 
wanted  was,  not  many  men,  but  a  few 
very  good  men.  He  thought  if  one  added 
up  the  total  population  and  resources  of 
the  smaller  islands,  and  then  counted  up 
the  list  of  the  officials  required  to  ad- 
minister them,  he  would  come  to  the  con- 
clusion that  the  total  official  element  was 
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somewhat  top-heavy.  If  that  was  so,  it 
ought  to  be  the  object  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  see  what  could  be  done  to  make 
a  beginning  towards  some  federation,  or, 
at  any  rate,  of  the  smaller  governments. 
It  was  true  there  were  difficulties ;  but 
he  did  not  think  the  difficulties,  consider- 
ing that  some  of  the  islands  were  so  small, 
were  any  reason  why  they  should  not  be 
more  brought  under  the  same  Governn  ent 
than  they  were  at  the  present  time.  Nor 
was  the  difficulty  of  distance  of  very 
great  importance.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man dwelt  on  the  difficulties  of  travelling, 
he  ought  rather  to  have  dwelt  on  the 
delights  of  travelling  among  that  group 
of  islands.  He  could  not  imagine  any 
place  more  delightful  for  yachting,  apart 
from  the  season  of  the  hurricanes.  The 
travelling  involved  would  not  take  an 
excessive  time,  and  would  certainly  add 
to  the  delights  of  the  post. 

It  would  not  be  the  desire  of  any 
section  of  the  House  that  they  should 
be  harsh  in  imposing  upon  what  were, 
after  all,  very  old  colonies  anything 
which  was  really  offensive  to  the  senti- 
ment of  the  colonies  themselves ;  and 
he  agreed  especially  that  in  the  case  of 
Barbados,  which  had  got  a  very  ancient 
Constitution  and  set  great  store  upon 
the  independence  they  enjoyed,  they 
had  to  take  account  of  the  sentiment 
which  was  very  deep  in  the  feelings  of 
the  people.  He  was  satisfied  that  in- 
creased economy  and  efficiency  would 
be  gained,  at  any  rate,  with  respect 
to  the  Windward  and  Leeward  Islands 
by  some  step  towards  federation.  He 
agreed  with  the  Colonial  Secretary  that 
it  would  be  desirable  to  encourage  as  far 
as  possible  any  tendency  in  the  sentiments 
of  those  groups  to  draw  together.  He 
was  sure  he  interpreted  the  speech  of  the 
Colonial  Secretary  correctly  in  saying  that 
he,  too,  wished  to  encourage  some  step 
towards  federation,  and  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  whole  tone  was  not 
unsympathetic  to  the  Motion.  If  that 
was  so,  he  hoped  the  Colonial  Secretary 

would  lose  no  opportunity  of  encouraging 
that  sentiment,  and  if  he  came  before  the 
House  with  any  proposal  towards  the 
federation  of  some  of  the  islands  it  would 
be  received  with  every  sympathy  and 
approval  by  the  House. 
Sir  Edtvard  Grey, 


♦Mr.  LAMONT  said  he  was  quite 
satisfied  with  having  made  his  Motion 
and  with  the  interesting  discussion  to 
which  it  had  given  rise.  He  wished  to 
thank  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  tlie 
Colonial  Secretary  for  his  sympathetic 
speech,  and  was  glad  to  hear  hoia  his 
own  lips  that  the  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment was  unification.  He  asked  leave 
to  withdraw  his  Motion. 

♦Sir  CHARLES  DILKE  said  that 
after  what  had  been  stated  it  would  be 
very  ungracious  on  his  part  to  press  his 
Amendment,  and,  therefore,  he  asked 
leave  to  withdraw  it. 

Amendment  and  Motion,  by    leave,, 
withdrawn. 


HEAVY  MOTOR-CAR  REGULATIONS. 

Mr.  GARDNER  (Berkshire,  Woking- 
ham)  said  he  wished  to  call  attention, 
to  the  Heavy  Motor-Car  Order,  1904, 
dated  the  27th  day  of  December ;    and 
to  move,  '^  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this 
House,  the  Heavy  Motor-Car  Order,  dated 
the  27th  day  of  December,   1904,  per- 
mits traffic  for  which  the  large  majority 
of  the  highways  of  the  country  are  unfit,, 
is  likely  to  be  oppressively  burdensome 
in  cost  to  the  Ibcal   authorities,    and 
dangerous  to  foot  passengers  as  well  as  all 
other  users  of  the  highways,  and  ought  to 
be  annulled.*'  He  said  he  remembered  the 
patience  with  which  many  hon.  Members 
sat  for  hours  to  get  a  Motor-Car  Bill 
through.     It  was  passed,  although  not 
altogether  with  the  approval  of  the  whole 
House,   because   it   was   believed   that 
it  would  bring  about  an  improvement 
in  the   then   existing  state  of  things. 
It  was  not  to  be   wondered  at  that  a 
clause  like  Clause  12  had  passed  through 
without  observation  as  to  what  its  real 
effect    would    be.    He    did    not    think 
that  anyone  had  the  least  idea  that  it 
gave  power  to  the  Local  Grovemment 
Board  to  issue  the  regulations  of  which 
he  complained. 

Notice  taken  that  forty  Members  were 
not  present ;  House  counted,  and  forty 
Members  not  being  present — 

The  House  was  adjourned  at  ton 
minutes  before  Twelve  of  tlie 
clock  till  To-morrow. 
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The  Lord  Chancellor  acquainted  the 
House,  That  the  Clerk  of  the  Parliaments 
had  laid  upon  the  Table  the  Certificates 
from  the  Examiners  that  the  further 
Standing  Orders  applicable  to  the  follow* 
ing  Bills  have  been  complied  with : — 
Baker  Street  and  Waterloo  Railway; 
Edgware  and  Hampstead  Railway ; 
Charing  Cross,  Euston,  and  Hampstead 
Railway ;    Andover  Lighting  and  Power. 

The  same  were  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
Table. 

City  of  London  Electric  Lighting  Com- 
pany Bill  [h.l.]  ;  East  London  and  Lower 
Tham.es  Electric  Power  Bill  [h.l.];  Charing 
Cross  and  Strand  Electricity  Supply  Cor- 
poration Bill  [h.l.].  Report  from  the 
Select  Committee,  That  it  is  not  expedient 
to  proceed  further  with  the  Bills ;  read, 
and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

South    Suburban    Gas    Bill;    Epping 
.^  Gas  Bill ;  Nottingham  and  Retford  Rail- 
5  way   Bill.    Reported,    without    Amend- 
ment. 


J 

f 


•?^ 


i.  Stepney  Borough  Council  (Superannua- 
I  tion)  Bill  [h.l.];  Tees  Valley  Water 
^  Board  Bill  [h.l.];  University  College, 
"*  London  (Transfer)  Bill  [h.l.];  Hythe 
^  Corporation  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Seaham  Gas 
£^  Bill.    Reported,  with  Amendments. 

^  South  Metropolitan  Gas  Bill ;  Darien 
-§  Gold  Mining  Company  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Hig- 
^  ham  and  Hundred  of  Hoo  Water  Bill. 
«  Reported,  with  an  Amendment. 

Corbett  Estate  Bill  [h.l.].    Read  2^. 

Whitechapel  and  Bow  Railway  Bill. 
Read  2*,  ana  committed. 

Great  Western  Railway  (New  Railways) 
Bill  Read  2%  and  committed.  The 
Committee  to  be  proposed  by  the  Com- 
mittee of  Selection. 

Aylesbury  Gas  Bill.  Read  2%  and 
^committed. 

VOL.  CXLVI     [Foubth  Sbribs.] 


'      Ealing  Corporation  Bill.    Read  2^  and 
committed.    The  Committee  to  be  pro- 
;  posed  by  the  Committee  of  Selection. 

! 

t  

South  Oxfordshire  Water  and  Gas  BilU 

*  Read  2*^,  and  committed. 

i 

Great    Western    Railway  (Additional 
,  Powers)  Bill.    Read  2'S  and  committed. 
The  Committee  to  be  proposed  by  the 
,  Committee  of  Selection. 

Halifax  Corporation  Bill.  Read  2%  and 
committed. 

'      Stockport    Corporation  Bill;     Bristol 

'  Ccporation  Bill;  Croydon  Corporation 

BiU.     Read    2'',  and  committed.      The 

Committees    to    be«  proposed    by    the 

Committee  of  Selection. 

South  Wales  Electrical  Power  Distribu- 
tion Company  Bill;  Aberdare  Urban 
District  Council  Bill ;  Colne  Corporation 
Bill ;  Swansea  Corporation  Bill.  Read 
2*,  and  committed.   . 

Ocean  Accident  and   Guarantee  Cor- 
poration Bill  [h.l.].     Read  2*^  (according 
,  to  order),  and  committed. 

Workington  Harbour  and  Dock  Bill 
[h.l.]  ;  Ilfracombe  Harbour  and  Improve- 
ment Bill.  The  King's  consent  signified ; 
,  and  Bills  reported,  with  Amendments. 

i  Morley  Corporation  Bill.  Report 
from  the  Select  Committee,  That  the 
Conmiittee  had  not  proceeded  with  the 
consideration  of  the  Bill,  the  opposition 
thereto  having  been  withdrawn;  read, 
and  ordered  to  lie  on.  the  Table.  The 
orders  made  on  the  11th  of  April  and 
Thursday  last  discharged,  and  Bill 
committed  for  Thursday  next. 


I  Metropolitan  and  Great  Central 
!  Railway  Companies  Bill  [h.l.];  Southport^ 
'  Birkdale,   and   West  Lancashire  Water 

Board  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Formby  Township  Bill 

[h.l.]  ;  Humber  Conservancy  Bill  [h.l.]. 

Leave  given  to  the  Select  Committee  not 

to  sit  again  till  Monday  next. 

Gas  and  Water  Orders  Confirmation 
(No.  1)  Bill  [h.l.].  Committed.  The 
Committee  to  be  proposed  by  the 
Committee  of  Selection. 
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Hastings  Harbour  Bill  [h.l.].  Returned 
from  the  Commons  agreed  to. 

Alexander  Scott's  Hospital  Order 
Confirmation  Bill  (No.  77) ;  Dundee 
Water  Order  Confirmation  Bill  (No. 
78).  Brought  from  the  Commons,  and 
read  P;  to  be  printed;  and  (pursuant 
to  the  Private  Legislation  Procedure 
(Scotland)  Act,  1899),  deemed  to  have 
been  read  2^  and  reported  from  the 
Committee. 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 

TRADE*  REPORTS  (ANNUAL  SERIES). 
No.  3375.    Zan^bar  (Pemba). 
No.  3376.    Persia  (Khorassan). 

.ARMY  (MEDICAL  DEPARTMENT). 

Report  for  the  year  1903. 

Presented  (by  Command),  and  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  Table. 

MERCHANT  SHIPPING  ACT,  1894. 

Two  Orders  in  Council  of  May  10th, 
1905,  varying  the  establishment  of  the 
Commissioners  of  Northern  Lighthouses 
and  the  Commissioners  of  Irish  Lights 
respectively. 

EXTRADITION  ACTS.  1870  TO  1895. 

Order  in  Council  of  May  10th,  1905, 
directing  that  the  Extradition  Acts,  1870 
to  1895,  shall  apply  to  the  case  of  Cuba. 

PUBLIC  RECORDS  (OFFICE  OF  LAND 
REVENUE  RECORDS  AND  ENROL- 
MENTS). 

Schedule  containing  a  list  and  parti- 
culars of  classes  of  documents  existing  or 
accruing  in  the  Office  of  Land  Revenue 
Records  and  Enrolments  which  are  not 
considered  of  Sufficient  public  value  to 
justify  their  preservation  in  the  Public 
Record  Office. 

POST  OFFICE  (FOREIGN  AND  COLONIAL 
PARCEL  POST,  UNITED  STATES  OF 
AMERICA). 

Statutory  Rules  and  Orders,  1905, 
No.  231.  The  Foreign  and  Colonial 
Parcel  Post  Amen^ent  (No.  14) 
Warrant,  1905. 


POLLING  DISTRICTS. 

(County  of  Northumberland).    Order- 
made  by  the  County  Council  of  the  County 
of     Northumberland,     altering     certain: 
polling  districts  in  the  Wansbeck  Parlia-^ 
mentary  Division. 

(West  Riding  of  Yorkshire).  Order 
made  by  the  County  Council  of  the  West 
Riding  of  Yorkshire,  altering  certaiir 
polling  districts  in  the  Doncaster,  Osgold- 
cross,  Rotherham,  and  Sowerby  Parlia- 
mentary Divisions. 

Laid  before  the  House  (pursuant  to 
Act),  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

LICENSED  HOUSES. 

Petitions  for  early  closing  of;  of  in- 
habitants of  Penrith  (10);  Young  Men*s- 
Christian  Association  ;  lead,  and  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  Table. 


NEW  BILLS, 

SUPREME  COURT  OF  JUDICATURE 
(IRELAND)  (No.  1)  BILL  [h.l.]. 

A  Bill  to  extend  Section  86  of  the 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  Act  (Ire- 
land), 1877.  Was  presented  by  the  Lord 
Ashbourne  ;  read  1^ ;  to  be  printed ;  and 
to  be  read  2*  on  Monday  next.   (No.  75.) 

SUPREME  COURT  OF  JUDICATURE 
(IRELAND)  (No.  2)  BILL  [ill.]. 

A  Bill  to  amend  the  Judicature  (Ireland) 
Acts,  1877  to  1897,  and  Section  6  of  the 
Local  Registration  of  Title  (Ireland)  Act,. 
1891,  and  the  law  lelating  to  bankrupts 
and  to  the  constitution  of  certain  election 
courts  in  Ireland.  Was  presented  by  the 
Lord  Ashbourne ;  read  P ;  to  be  printed ; 
and  to  be  read  2^  on  Tuesday  next.  (No.. 
76.) 


CLOSING     OF     LICENSED     PREMISES. 
(CHRISTMAS  DAY)  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

[Second  Reading.] 

Order  of  the  day  read  for  adjourned 
debate  on  the  Motion  for  the  Second 
Reading. 

The  lord  PRESIDENT  of  thb 
COUNCIL  and;;  PRESIDENT  of  thku^ 
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BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  (The  Mar- 
quess  of  Londonderry)  :  My  Lords,  the 
House  will  remember  that  a  few  days 
ago  my  noble  friend  Lord  Avebury  moved 
the  Second  Beading  of  this  BiQ,  but  at 
the  request  of  the  noble  Marquess  the 
Leader  of  the  House  kindly  consented  to 
allow  the  debate  to  be  adjourned  until 
to-day.  I  hardly  like  to  ask  the  noble 
liOrd  to  again  adjourn  the  debate,  but  if 
he  can  see  his  way  to  postpone  it  until 
Tuesday  of  next  week  I  can  asbure  him, 
on  behalf  of  His  Majesty's  Government, 
that  we  shall  be  very  grateful. 

Lord  AVEBURY ;  My  Lords,  after  the 
appeal  which  has  been  m^de  to  me  by 
the  noble  Marquess  I  feel  that  it.  would 
be  discourteous  on  my  part  were  I  to 
decline  to  meet  his  wishes.  I  therefore 
move,  with  the  permission  of  the  House, 
that  the  debate  be  adjourned  till  Tuesday 
next. 


Moved,  ''That  the  debate  on  the 
Motion  for  the  Second  Reading  be 
adjourned  till  Tuesday  next.^ 


9t 


On  Question,  Motion  agreed  to. 


THE  LOSS  OF  THE  "  BANFFSHIRE." 

Lord  MUSKERRY,  who  had  given 
notice  "  To  ask  His  Majesty's  Grovern- 
ment  whether  they  have  been  made  aware 
of  the  decision  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
Inquiry  which  investigated  the  circum- 
stances of  the  loss  of  the  trawler  *  Banff- 
shire * ;  whether,  previous  to  her  leaving 
Aberdeen,  she  was  inspected  by  a  Board 
of  Trade  surveyor  competent  to  survey 
her  compasses  and  life-saving  apparatus, 
and,  if  not,  why  not ;  also  to  call  atten- 
tion to  the  general  question  of  the 
surveying  of  life-saving  apparatus  on 
British  merchant  ships,"  said  that  in  the 
regrettable  absence,  through  illness,  of 
the  noble  Marquess  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  he  would  postpone 
Patting  his  Questions  until  Monday, 
May  29th. 

House  adjourned  at  half -past  Four 
o'clock,  till  To-moiTOw,  half- 
past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSBOFCOMMONS. 
Thursday,  ISth  May,  1905. 


The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  Clock. 


MR.  SPEAKER'S  ABSENCE. 

The  House  being  m2t,  the  Clerk  at  the 
Tabb  informed  the  House  of  the  un- 
avoidable absence  of  Mr.  Speaker, 
owing  to  continued  indisposition. 

Whereupon  Mr.  James  William 
LiWTHER,  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
Means,  proceeded  to  the  Table,  and, 
after  Prayers,  took  the  Chair  as  Deputy- 
Speaker,  pursuant  to  the  Standing  Order. 


PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 


DUBLIN  POLICE  ACTS  AMENDMENT 

BILL  (NO  STANDING  ORDERS 

APPLICABLE). 

Mr.  Deputy-Speaker  laid  upon  the 
Table  Report  from  one  of  the  Examiners 
of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  pursuant 
to  the  Order  of  the  House  of  the  16  th 
day  of  May,  That,  in  the  case  of  j  the 
following  Bill,  no  Standing  Orders}  are 
applicable,  viz.: — Dublin  Police  Acts 
Amendment  Bill. 


Alexander  Scott's  Hospital  Order  Con- 
firmation Bill ;  Arbroath  Corporation 
Water  Order  Confirmation  Bill ;  Dundee 
Water  Order  Confirmation  Bill.  Read 
the^third  time,  and  passed. 

Locar  Government  Provisional  Order 
(No.  16)  Bill.  *'  To  confirm  a  Provisional 
Order  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
relating  to  Sheffield,"  presented  by  Mr. 
Grant  Lawson ;  supported  by  Mr.  Gerald 
Balfour  ;  read  the  first  time ;  and  re- 
ferred to  the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for 
Private  Bills,  and  to  be  printed.  [Bill 
224.] 

Cork  Junction  Railways  Bill.  Ordered, 
That  the  evidence  taken  before  the 
Committees  on  the  Dublin,  Wicklow,  and 
Wexford  Railway  (City  of  Dublin  Junc- 
tion Railways)  BiU,  1884,  the  Cork  and 
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Fermoy  and  Waterfoid  and  Wexford 
Railway  BUI,  1890,  the  Fishguard  and 
Rosslare  Railways  and   Harbours    Bill, 

1898,  the  great  Southern  and  Western 
and  Waterford,  Limerick,  and  Western 
Railway  Companies  Amalgamation  Bill, 

1899.  and  the  great  Southern  and  Western 
and  Waterford,  Limerick,  and  Western 
Railway  Companies  Amalgamation  Bill, 
llXK),  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Cork  Junction  Railways  Bill. — (Mr. 
Cddwefl.) 

McConneli*8  Divorce  Bill  [Lords]. 
Ordered,  Taat  the  Minutes  of  Evidence 
and  Proceedings  in  the  House  of  Lordson 
the  Second  Heading  of  McConnell's 
Divorce  Bill,  together  with  the  Docu- 
ments deposited  in  the  cases,  be  returned 
to  the  House  of  Lords. — (If  r.  Attorney- 
General.) 

Dublin,  Wicklow,  and  Wexford  Rail- 
way Bill.  Reported,  with  Amendments  ; 
Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be 
pointed. 

RAILWAY  BILLS  (GhOUP  4). 

Mr.  Tatton  Eoerton  reported  from 
the  Conmiittee  on  Gioup  4  of  Railway 
Bills;  That  the  parties  promoting  the 
Cork  Junction  Railways  Bill  had  stated 
that  the  evidence  of  Alderman  Daniel 
Horgan,  of  Cork,  and  Captain  L.  Bertie 
Millington,  R.E.,  of  Cork,  was  essential 
to  their  case  ;  and,  it  having  been  proved 
that  their  attendance  could  not  be  pro- 
cured without  the  intervention  of  the 
House,  he  had  been  instructed  to  move 
that  the  said  Alderman  Daniel  Horgan 
and  Captaia  L.  Bertie  Millington  do 
attend  the  said  Committee  on  Wednesday, 
24th  May,  at  half-past  Eleven  of  the 
clock. 

Ordered,  That  Alderman  Daniel 
Horgan  and  Captain  L.  Bertie  Millington 
do  attend  the  Committee  on  Group  4  of 
Railway  Bills  on  Wednesday  next,  at 
half-past  Eleven  of  the  clock. 

RAILWAY  BILLS  (GROUP  No.  7). 

Mr.  Bond  reported  from  the  Committee 
on  Group  No.  7  of  Railway  Bills ;  That, 
for  the  convenience  of  parties,  the  Com- 
mittee had  adjourned  till  Monday  next, 
at  half-past  Twelve  of  the  clock. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  4)  Bill.  Reported,  without  Amend- 
ment [Provisional  Orders  confirmed]; 
Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table.  Bill  to  be 
read  the  third  time  To-morrow. 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  5)  BilL  Reported,  without  Amend- 
ment [Provisional  Orders  confirmed] ; 
Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table.  Bill  to  be 
read  the  ^iid  time  To-morrow. 

i      Local  Government  (Ireland)  Provisional 
I  Order  (No.   1)  Bill.    Reported,  without 
I  Amendment     [Provisional    Order    con- 
firmed] ;  Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 
Bill    to   be    read  the   third   time  To- 
morrow. 

Electric  Lighting  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  1)  BilL  Reported,  with  Amendments 
[Provisional  Orders  confirmed];  Rqwrt 
to  he  upon  the  Table.  Bill,  as  amended, 
to  be  considered  To-morrow. 

Electric  Lighting  Provisional  Order 
(No.  3)  BilL  Reported,  with  Amendments 
[Provisional  Older  confirmed];  Report 
to  lie  upon  the  Table.  Bill,  as  amended, 
to  be  considered  To-morrow. 

Electric  Lighting  Provisional  Order 
(No.  2)  Bill.  Reported,  without  Amend- 
ment [Provisional  Order  confirmed]; 
Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table.  Bill  to  be 
read  the  third  time  To-morrow. 

Cljde  Navigation  Bill  [Lords].  Reported, 
with  Amendments.  Report  to  lie  upon 
the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 

EastCowes  Gas  Bill  [Lords].  Reported, 
without  Amendment.  Report  to  lie  upon 
the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 


PETITIONS. 


BILLS  OF  EXCHANGE  BILL. 

Petition  from  Huddersfield,  in  favour ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

CHURCH  DISCIPLINE  BILL. 

Petition   from  ^Salisbury,   against ;  to 
I  lie  upon  the  Table. 
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:      POLLING  DISTRICTS  (COUNTY  OF 
I  NORTHUMBERLAND). 

IILL.  I     Copy  piesented,  of  Order  made  by  tlie 

[,  in  favour;  County  Council  of  the  County  of  North- 
umberland altering  certain  Polling 
Diatricte  in  the  Wanabeck  Parliamentary 
Division  [by  Act] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


Copy  presented,  ol  Order  mode  by  the 
,  County  Council  of  the  West  Riding  of 
Yorlcshire  altering  ceitain  Pollins  I^is* 
tricts  in  the  Doncaster,  Osgoldcioss, 
Rotherham,  and  Son-erby  Parliamentary 
Divisions  [by  Act];  to  lie  upon  tha 
Table. 

RAILWAYS  ABANDONMENT. 
Copy     presented,   of   Report  by    the 
Board    o(   Trade   respecting  the   South 
Lancoahire  Tramways  Bill  [Lords],  and 
the  objects  thereof  [pursuant  to  Stand- 
ing Order  158b] ;    referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Bill. 
I 
ivour;  t»  lie        MERCHANT  SHIPPING  ACT,  18M. 

Cornea   presented,  of   Two  Orders  in 

i  Council  of  the  10th  May.  1905,  varying 

SED  WIFE'S    tijg  Establishments  of  the  CommiasionerB 

of  Northern  Lighthouses  and  the  Com- 

jalnst;  to  lie  I  missioners  of  Irish   Lights,  respectively 

I  [by  Act] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

EXTRADITION  ACTS,   1870  TO  1896. 

Copy  presented,  of  Order  in  Council  of 
10th  May,  1905,  directing  that  the  Extra- 
dition Acta,  1870  to  1895,  shall  apply  in 
the  case  of  Cuba  [by  Act] ;  to  lie  upon 
the  Table. 


D)  BILL, 
r  alteration' 


WENT    AND 
er,    against ; 


er,   against  ^ 
GOTLAND) 


;  AND     IN- 
,  in  favour ; 


ES  BILL. 
[,  in  favour  • 


TION    BILL. 
Petition  from  Hnddersfield,  in  favour; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

REGISTRATION  OF  FIRMS  BILL. 
Petition  from  Hnddersfield,  in  favour ; 
to  He  upon  the  Table. 

SALE  OF  BUTTER  BILL. 
Petition  from  Argyll,  in  favour ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 


■        FLAX  AND  LINEN  FACTORIES, 

Address  for  "  Return  of  the  number  of 
'  Flax  and  Linen   Factories  in  the  United 

Kingdom    subject  to    inspection  under 
1  The  Factory  and  Workahop  Act,   1901, 

and  the  number' of  Spindles  and  Looma 
I  used  in  such  Factories." — (Ur.  Wolff.) 

PARISH  MEDICAL  OFFICERS  (SCOT- 
LAND). 
Return  ordered,  "  showing  for  each 
Parish  in  Scotland  as  at  the  1st  day  of 
December,  1902,  the  salaiiea  and  fees 
paid  to  outdoor  Medical  Officers  under 
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the  Poor  Law,  Lunacy,  and  Vaccination 
Acts,  and  the  arrangementB  made  by 
the  parish  council  for  supplying 
medicines  and  medical  appliances  to  poor 
persons." — (Aff-  Charles  Douglas.) 

INCOME-TAX  ASSESSMENTS. 

Return  ordered,  "of  the  number  of 
Assessments  to  the  Income-Tax  for  the 
years  ending  the  5th  day  of  April,  1902 
and  1903  (in  the  same  classes  and  in 
the  same  amounts  as  stated  in  and  in 
continuation  of  Parliamentary  Paper, 
No.  314,  of  Session  1902).*'— (Sir  Qe(^ge 
Bardey.) 


QUESTIONS  AND  ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED  WITU  THE  VOTES. 


Lriflh  CourtB  of  Equity— Persona  Arrested 
and  Detained  for  Unreasonable  Periods 
while  Waiting  Trial. 

Mr.  p.  a.  MoHUGH  (Leitrim,  N.) : 
To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  judgment 
delivered  by  the  Lord  Chief  Baron 
(Palles),  on  the  10th  instant,  in  which  he 
alluded  to  the  lengths  of  time  that 
persons  arrested  under  attachments  in 
Courts  of  equity  were  at  present  being 
detained  in  custody,  and  stated  that 
this  was  not  the  case  in  the  King's  Bench 
Division  where  Crown  rules  particularly 
pointed  out  the  course  to  be  adopted, 
and  that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  plaintiff 
to  See  that  the  defendant  was  brought 
before  the  Court,  and  that  the  proper 
proceeding  was  taken  for  the  purpose  of 
having  it  determined  what  punishment 
he  was  to  be  subjected  to ;  whether  he 
can  say  if  the  other  Divisions  of  the 
High  Court  have  adopted  these  Crown 
rules ;  and,  if  not,  will  he  take  steps  to 
see  that  like  rules  are  adopted  for  dealing 
with  cases  of  imprisonment  for  contempt 
of  Court ;  whether  there,  are  any  persons 
now  imprisoned  in  Ireland  for  contempt 
of  Court  in  which  the  plaintiff  failed  to 
have  the  defendant  brought  before  the 
Court  in  the  way  condemned  by  the 
Lord  Chief  Baron ;  and,  if  so,  will  he 
take  any  action  in  such  cases. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Atkinson.)  My 
right  hon.  friend  has  asked  me  to  answer 


this  Question.  My  attention  has  been 
called  to  newspaper  reports  of  the  judg- 
ment referred  to.  I  oannot,  however, 
say  whether  they  are  accurate.  The 
Lord  Chief  Baron,  in  referring  to  the 
Crown  Office  Rules  of  1891,  apparently 
omitted  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that, 
on  June  30th,  1899,  at  the  instance  of  the 
Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland,  a  Circular 
was  addressed  to  all  Governors  of  Prisons 
requiring  them,  in  the  case  oi  every 
prisoner  committed  for  an  indefinite 
period  for  contempt  of  Court,  to  send  a 
report  on  the  case  within  fourteen  days 
of  the  prisoner*s  reception  to  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  through  his  secretary,  and 
also  to  the  Judge  who  made  the  order  of 
committal ;  and  to  send  a  similar  report 
to  the  same  persons  on  every  succeeding 
quarter  day.  This  practice  is  similar  to 
that  which  exists  in  England,  and  is 
followed  by  all  the  Divisions  of  the  High 
Court  in  Ireland  other  than  the  King's 
Bench  Division;  and  it  has  hitherto 
apparently  given  satisfaction.  The 
matter  is  not  one  for  the  Executive, 
but  rather  for  the  Judges  themselves  to 
regulate.  The  attention  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor  will  at  once  be  called  to  the 
Lord  Chief  Baron's  observations. 

Transvaal  Constitution— Franchise  for 
British  Indians. 

Sir  MANCHERJEE  BHOWNAG- 
GREE  (Bethnal  Green,  N.E.) :  To  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  in 
respect  to  the  provision  of  constitutional 
changes  in  the  Transvaal,  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  fact  that 
the  undertaking  in  the  terms  of  peace 
signed  in  1902  that  the  question  of 
granting  the  franchise  to  the  natives 
would  not  be  decided  until  after  the 
introduction  of  self-government  did  not 
apply  to  the  case  of  non- African  coloured 
subjects  of  His  Majesty,  or  bind  the 
Government  to  withhold  the  franchise 
from  British  Indians  possessing  the 
requisite  educational  and  property  quali- 
fications ;  and  whether,  in  these  circum- 
stances, he  will  advise  His  Majesty  to  so 
amend  the  Letters  Patent  and  Order  in 
Council  as  to  admit  such  British  Indians 
to  the  franchise,  in  fulfilment  of  various 
official  pledges,  including  that  contained 
in  Governor  Viscount  Milner's  despatch 
to  Mr.  Chamberlain,  dated  May  llth, 
1903. 
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{Amwered  hy  Mr.  Secretary  Lyttdton.)  ■  Piracy  on  the  Chinese  Coast 

The  reason  why,  as  stated  in  my  despatch  !      Colonel      DENNY      (Kilmarnock 
•of  March  Slst  in  [Cd.  2400J,  His  Majesty's    Burghs) :    To  ask  the  Under-Secretary 
-Qovernment  have  been  unable  to  make    of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  if  his  atten- 
provision  for  the  representation  of  any  '  tion  has  been  drawn  to  the  prevalence 
of  His  Majesty's  coloured  subjects  is  that    of  piracy  in  the  Canton  delta  and  along 
they  understand  that  the  interpretation  '  the  coast    of  China ;    whether    he    has 
placed  upon  the  pledge  contained  in  the  ;  received  during  last  year  any  account  of 
terms  of  peace  by  the  burghers  is  that  -  organised  attacks  on  British  vessels ;  and 
:die  question  of  granting  the  Parliamentary    what  action  the  British  Government  is 
-franchise  to  any  coloured  persons  would    taking  towards  the  suppression  of  these 
not  be  decided  until  after  the  introduc-    pirates. 
tion  of  self-government.    Having  regard  ' 

to  this  fact  and  to  the  importance  of  J  (Answered  hy  Earl  Percy.)  The  atten- 
giving  no  ground  for  a  charge  of  depart-  tion  of  His  Majesty's  Government  has 
ing  from  the  terms  of  peace,  I  am  not  |  recently  been  called  to  a  number  pf 
prepared  to  advise  His  Majesty  to  amend  '  piratical  attacks  on  vessels  on  the 
the  Letters  Patent,  and  I  am  not ;  Canton  River  (some  of  them  being 
aware  that  specific  pledges  on  this  point  I  British  owned).  His  Majesty's  Consul- 
have  been  given  either  in  the  despatch  ;  General  at  Canton  has  made  arepresenta- 
<|aoted  or  otherwise.  j  tion  to  the  Viceroy  on  the  subject,  and 

.  His  Majesty's  Government  are  in  com- 
3riti8h  Railway  Bates  on  Poreim  and   ^unication  with  His  Majesty's  Minister 
Colonial    Farm    Produce— Publication   ftt  Peking  regarding  these  attacks. 
of  Beport  of  Oommittee. 

Mb.     LLOYD     MORGAN    (Carmar- i  Transfers  of  Telegraphists, 

then,  W.) :  To  ask  the  President  of  |  Mr.  YOXALL  (Nottingham,  W.) :  To 
the  Board  of  Agriculture  whether  he  is  |  ^^  t;he  Postmaster-General  whether  he 
in  a  position  to  state  when  the  Report  bas  decided  to  transfer  a  number  of 
-will  be  issued  of  the  Departmental  Com-  |  telegraphists  from  certain  towns  to 
mittee  appointed  in  April,  1904,  to  inquire  offices  in  other  districts ;  if  so,  whether  he 
into  the  rates  charged  by  railway  com-  ^^^  state  what  monetary  compensation 
panies  in  Great  Britain  in  respect  of  he  proposes  to  give  to  telegraphists  who 
foreign  and  colonial  farm  produce,  and  i  are  to  be  compelled  to  leave  the  places  in 
to  report  whether  there  is  any  evidence  i  which  the}  have  resided  for  a  number  of 
to  show  that  preferential  treatment  is  years;  and  whether  he  will  tike  steps 
accorded  to  such  produce ;  whether  the  that  such  transfers  shall  not  interfere 
evidence,  taken  will  be  printed  and  '  with  the  prospects  of  promotion  and 
-circulated  as  a  Parliamentary  Paper ;' position  on  the  seniority  list  of  the 
^nd,  if  so,  will  the  evidence  already  taken  '  telegraphists  at  the  offices  to  which  the 
be  circulated  at  an  early  date.  I  transfers  are  sent. 


(Answered  hy  Mr.  Ailtjoyn    FeUowea.) 


(Answered  hy   Lord  Stanley.)   As   the 
result  of  a  general  falling  oS  in  telegraph 


It  IS  not  possible,  as  yet,  to  state  when  I  business  throughout  the  country,  the 
i^w  inquiry  wdl  be  completed.  Some  etafF  of  telegraphists  in  some  towns  is 
^fficnlty  has  been  expenenced  m  obtain-  j  ^^^^  than  sufficient  for  the  work.  The 
ing  evidence,  and  it  is  very  desirable  ;  officers  thus  rendered  redundant  cannot 
that  the  work  of  the  Committee  should  ^e  allowed  to  remain  idle;  and  if  they 
not  be  brought  to  an  end  until  the  fullest  |  cannot  be  employed  on  postal  work  in 
•opportunity  has  been  given  to  those  ,  the  same  office  they  must  be  transferred 
•concerned  to  bring  forward  any  com-  '  to  some  other  office  where  work  can  be 
plaints  which  they  may  have  to  make,  i  found  for  them.  The  interests  of  such 
The  evidence  will  be  printed  and  circu-  ,  officers  are  considered  as  far  as  possible, 
lated  as  a  Parliamentary  Paper,  but  it  but  I  do  not  consider  that  any  monetary 
would  be  undesirable  that  it  should  be  j  compensation  is  due  to  them,  since  they 
presented  except  as  a  whole.  |  are  liable  to  employment  wherever  they 
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are  required;  but  they  will  be  allowed 
to  retain  their  seniority,  and  their  actual 
aAd  reasonable  removal  expenses  will  be 
paid.  It  is  always  the  case  that  circum- 
Bt  inces  arising  from  the  exigencies  of  the 
service  may  afifect  favourably  or  un- 
favourably the  prospects  of  the  staff; 
and  1  do  not  consider  that  any  special 
measures  are  necessary  in  the  interests  of 
the  staff  at  the  places  to  which  the 
oncers  I  have  mentioned  are  transferred. 


Transfer  of  TelegraphiBtfl-Eetention  of 
Seniority— Case  atCroydon  Poit  Office. 

Mr.  crooks  (Woolwich) :  To  ask  the 
Postmaster-General  whether,  in  view  of 
the  rule  of  the  postal  service  that  officers 
transferred  from  one  office  to  another  do 
not  carry  their  seniority  with  them,  but 
rtre  placed  at  the  foot  of  their  class,  he 
will  explain  why  n  sorting  clerk  and 
telegraphist,  having  been  removed  from 
the  Croydon  office  seven  years  ago  at  his 
own  request,  has  been  allowed  to  return 
and  take  his  place  above  a  number  of  his 
colleagues;  whether  he  will  state  what 
bteps  he  proposes  to  take  to  recompense 
the  men  for  their  loss  of  prospects  ;  and 
whether  it  is  intended  that  this  action 
will  form  a  precedent. 


{Answered  by  Lord  Stanley.)  The 
officer  to  whom  the  hon.  Member's 
Question  is  understood  to  refer  had  been 
promoted  to  another  office  from  the  class 
of  sorting  clerks  and  telegraphists  at 
Croydon,*  and  has  recently  been  removed 
back  to  his  former  position  by  my 
direction.  The  case  was  dealt  with  on 
its  merits,  and  1  do  not  consider  that  the 
other  members  of  the  class  have  any 
good  ground  for  complaint. 

County  Courts  (No.  2)  BUl-Date  of  Second 


Mr.  HENNIKKR  HEATON  (Canter- 
bury):  To  ask  Mr.  Attorney-General 
whether  he  can  state  when  the  County 
Courts  (No.  2)  Bill  will  be  brou^t  on  for 
the  Second  Reading,  and  if  he  can  hold 
out  hopes  of  passing  the  measure  this 


sossion. 


(Answered  by  Sir  Robert  Finlay.)  I  am 
not  yet  in  a  position  to  name  a  day  for 
the  Second  Reading  of  the  County  Courts 
(No.  2)  Bill,  and  it  would  be  premature 
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for  me  to  express  any  opinion  on  the^ 
question  whether  it  will  become  law  this, 
session. 

Vaccination  Begulationa. 

Sir  JOHN  ROLLESTON  (Leicester)  r 

To    ask    the    President    of    the    Local 

Government  Board  whether  he  is  aware 

that  the  recently  published  opinions  of 

Dr.  S.  Monckton  Copeman,  and  of  the 

Commissioners  appointed  by  the  Lancet 

in   leOO    and    1902    to     examine    the- 

various  lymphs  on  sale  in  this  country, 

support  the  view  that  large  marks  are 

not  an  evidence  of  efficient  vaccination^ 

and    that     small    marks    are    not    an. 

evidence  of  inefficient   vaccination;  and 

that  the  same  authorities  have   shown 

that,    in    consequence    of    the    modem 

methods  of  vaccination,  it  is  possible  to 

produce  the  Board's  stipulated  area  of 

vesiculation,  viz.,   not  less  than  half  a 

square    inch,   without  leaving  anything; 

like  a  corresponding  area  of  marks ;  anci 

whether  he  proposes  to  take  any  steps  to^ 

amend  the  Board^s  Vaccination  Order  of 

1898  so  as  to  make  it  more  consistent 

with  the  latest  medical  evidence  on  these- ' 

points. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Gerald  Btdfaur.)  Dr. 
Copeman  informs  me  that  in  hia  opinioik 
large  scars  are  not  necessarily  evidence 
of  efficient  vaccination,  and  small  soar» 
are  not  in  themselves  evidence  of  in- 
efficient vaccination,  but  that  usually  the 
area  of  the  scar  corresponds  fairly  closely 
with  that  of  the  vesicle  which  preceded, 
it.  These  opinions  do  not,  as  I  am 
advised,  render  it  necessary  or  desirable 
to  amend  the  Vaccination  Order,  1898^ 
which  does  not  make  the  area  of  the  scar 
a  criterion  of  successful  vaccination. 


Ventilation  of  House  of  Commons  durini^ 

Divisions. 

Mr.  moon  (St.  Pancras,  N.) :  To  ask 
the  hon.  Member  for  Chorley,  as  repre- 
senting the  First  Commissioner  of  Works^ 
whether  he  will  consider  the  expedienc}' 
of  giving  orders  that,  from  the  moment 
when  a  Question  is  put  from  the  Chair 
for  a  second  time  and  the  challenge  of  a 
division  is  peisisted  in,  the  upper 
windows  of  the  Chamber,  on  both  sides^ 
be  opened  and  so  kept  open  for  at  least 
ten  minutes. 
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(Answered  by  Lord  Balcarres.)  The 
capacity  of  tlie  input  and  extract  fans  is 
more  than  sufficient  to  change  the  air 
rapidly,  if  run  at  full  speed  when  the 
Chamber  is  cleared  for  an  adjournment 
or  division.  The  First  Commissioner  is 
quite  willing  that  the  windows  shall  be 
opened  occasionally  during  the  sitting. 
but  he  is  unable  to  promise  that  this 
shall  be  done  at  each  division. 

Sale  of  Foreign  Qold  and  Silver  Watches 
in  England  in  Contravention  of  the 

Law. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  STANLEY  (Lancashire, 
Ormskirk) :  To  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Board  of  Trade  whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  cases  in  which  silver 
and  gold  watches  imported  from  abroad 
have  been  sold  in  England  in  contraven- 
tion of  the  law  which  prevents  silver 
and  gold  wares  being  sold  in  this  country 
unless  hall-marked;  and  to  cases  in 
which  watches  imported  from  abroad 
have  been  sold  in  England  in  contraven- 
tion of  the  law  which  forbids  the  sale  in 
this  country  of  silver  and  gold  vessels  or 
plate  of  less  than  a  minimum  fineness ; 
and  whether  he  will  state  what  action  he 
proposes  to  takeln  the  matter. 

{Anstoered  by  Mr,  Bonar  Law.)  The 
attention  of  the  Board  of  Trade  has  been 
called  to  the  circumstances  mentioned, 
and  they  have  been  in  communication 
with  the  Commissioners  of  Customs  and 
the  Goldsmiths'  Company  on  the  subject. 
The  Board  are  informed  that  the  Gold- 
smiths' Company  have  commenced  an 
action,  which  will  raise  the  points  re- 
ferred to  by  the  hon.  Member. 

Recommendations  of  the  Industrial 
Alcohol  Committee— Benefit  to  the 
West  Indies. 

Mr.  LAWRENCE  (Liverpool,  Aber- 
cromby) :  To  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  whether,  seeing  that  if  the 
recommendations  of  the  Industrial 
Alcohol  Committee  are  carried  out  the 
relative  positions  of  the  home  distiller, 
the  colonial  distiller,  and  the  foreign 
distiller  will  remain  unchanged,  he  will 
explain  how  the  West  Indies  can  derive 
substantial  benefit,  as  a  surtax  will  still 
be  imposed  equally  on  colonial  and 
foreign  spirit. 

[Answered  by  Mr,  Austen  Chamberlain,) 
Distillers    generally    will    derive     sub- 


stantial benefit  from  the  encouragement 
that  will  be  given  to  the  consumption  of 
alcohol  for  industrial  purpt  ses,  and  the 
West  Indian  distiller  will  have  the 
opportunity  of  sharing  in  such  benefit. 

Yield  of  Foreign  Cigarette  Duty. 
Sir  WALTER  FOSTER  (Derbyshire,, 
Ilkeston) :  To  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  how  much  the  additional 
duty  of  Is.  per  pound  on  foreign 
cigarettes  imposed  last  year  has  yielded 
to  the  revenue,  and  how  far  the  jdeld 
corresponds  with  the  estimated  produc- 
tion of  the  tax. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  Austen  Chamberlain,) 
The  amount  of  revenue  yielded  by  the 
additional  duty  of  Is.  per  pound  on 
foreign  cigarettes  from  the  date  of  its 
imposition,  20th  April,  1904,  to  tbe3ht 
March,  1905,  was  £14,651.  The  estimated 
yield  of  this  additional  duty  was 
£20,000. 

Athlone  Workhouse  Disinfecting  Ohamber 
—Loan  by  Local  Qovemment  Board. 

Mk.  SULLIVAN  (Westmeath.  S.) :  To 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord« 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his  atten- 
tion  has  been  called  to  the  fact  that  the 
Irish  Local  Government  Board  now 
state  that  the  disinfecting  chamber 
erected  in  1895  in  the  Athlone  work- 
house, under  the  system  known  as  Dr. 
Scott's  Patent  Hot  Air  Disinfecting 
Chamber,  and  approved  by  the  Board, 
is  useless ;  and  whether,  seeing  that  the 
amount  of  the  loan,  £175,  was  th^a 
granted  by  the  Board  for  this  purpose, 
he  will  explain  why  the  Board  sanc- 
tioned the  loan. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  Walter  Long,)  The 
Board  have  not  stated  that  this  disinfect- 
ing chamber  is  useless,  but  in  reply  to 
the  guardians*  inquiry  whether  it  was 
sufficient  for  the  purpose  of  disinfecting 
the  clothing  of  smallpox  patients  they 
stated  that  such  a  chamber  is  not  to  be 
depended  upon,  and  that  disinfection 
after  smallpox  requires  special  efficiency. 
The  Board  understand  that  disinfection 
by  hot  air  is  rapidly  falling  into  disuse. 
Experience  has  shown  that  such  disin- 
fection is  net  as  efficient  as  disinfection 
by  steam,  as  the  hot  air  does  not  pene- 
trate the  clothing  so  thoroughly  as 
steam.    When    sanctioning    a    loan   in 
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1895  the  Board  imposed  no  conditions 
upon  the  gaaidians  as  to  the  description 
of  disinfectoT  which  they  should 
obtain. 

Delay  in  Erection  of  Labourer's  Oottage 
for  Michael  Fisher,  of  Baphoe. 

Mr*  MoFADDEN  (Donegal,  E.) :  To 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  Michael  Fisher,  of  Raphoe, 
county  Donegal,  applied  to  the  Strabane 
No.  2  Rural  District  Council  over  six 
years  ago  to  have  a  labourer's  oottage 
erected  for  him  under  the  Labourers 
Acts,  and  that  the  dwelling-house  he 
then  resided  in  was  condemned  as  unfit 
or  human  habitation  by  Mr.  Tully, 
Local  Government  Board  inspector ;  and 
whether  the  Local  Government  Board 
will  make  inquiry  as  to  what  is  the  cause 
of  delay  on  the  part  of  the  district  council 
in  providing  the  man  with  a  cottage. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Walkr  Long.)  As  I  ex- 
plained in  my  reply  to  the  hon.  Member's 
Question  of  the  24th  Marchf,  the  delay  in 
this  matter  is  not  due  to  the  Local 
Government  Board.  The  Board  are  now 
addressing  the  district  council  on  the 
subject. 

B€(jection  of  Applications  for  Erection  of 
Labourers'  Cottages  by  Ballymena 
Bural  District  Council. 

Mr.  CHARLES  CRAIG  (Antrim,  S.) : 
To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  will  state  the 
circumstances  which  led  to  the  rejection 
of  the  applications  for  labourers'  cottages 
presented  by  John  Weir,  William  Casson, 
John  Dewart,  and  Thomas  Young  to  the 
Ballymena  Rural  District  Council. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Walter  Long.)  A  local 
inquiry  was  held  in  this  matter,  and  the 
applications  were  rejected  on  the  ground 
that  there  was  no  necessity  for  the 
oottages.  The  inspector  found  that  there 
was  an  ample  number  of  vacant  suitable 
cottages,  with  gardens  attached,  to  be 
had  in  the  village  of  Ahoghill. 

Amount  spent  by  Congested  Districts 
Board  on  Cuilmore,  E^ilfiree,  and 
Coolavin  Divisions. 

Mr.  O'DOWD  (Sligo,  S.) :  To  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  what  amount  has  been  ex- 

t  See  (4)  DAaUis,  cxUii.,  1079. 


pended  by  the  Congested  Districts  Board 
on  the  scheduled  electoral  divisions  of 
Cuilmore,  Kilfree,  and  Coolavin,  situate 
in  Gurteen,  county  SUgo ;  since  the  Board 
was  formed  has  any  grant  been  recently 
called 'for  by  or  given  to  these  districts ; 
can  he  give  the  terms  on  which  the  Con- 
gested Districts  Board  some  time  ago 
ofiEered  a  sum  for  the  erection  of  a  bridge 
in  Coolavin  division;  and  will  he  say 
whether  that  was  to  be  a  free  grant  or 
one  to  be  repaid  by  the  ratepayers. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Walter  Long.)  The 
Board  has  not  made  any  expenditure  in 
the  electoral  divisions  mentioned.  On 
29th  July,  1903,  in  response  to  a  resolution 
of  the  Sligo  County  Council,  the  Board 
offered  to  contribute,  as  a  free  grant, 
half  the  cost  of  a  proposed  bridge  over 
the  Cut,  provided  that  such  contribution 
should  not  exceed  £400,  and  that  steps 
should  be  taken  to  avail  of  the  Board's 
offer  within  a  year.  The  counties  con- 
cerned do  not  appear  to  have  since  come 
to  any  agreement  in  the  matter. 

Blood  Poisoning  caused  by    Insanitary 
Condition  of  Cootehill  ^^on  Infirmary. 

Mr.  SLOAN  (Belfast,  S.) :  To  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that 
cases  of  blood-poisoning  occurred  in  the 
Cootehill  Union  Infirmary  in  January, 
1904,  alleged  by  the  medical  officer  and 
inspector  to  be  due  to  rotten  floors  and 
want  of  sanitary  acconunodation ;  and 
whether,  seeing  that  an  appeal  has  been 
made  on  behalf  of  the  seven  electoral 
divisions  in  the  county  for  the  necessary 
alterations  to  be  made,  and  that  Dr. 
Biggar  was  deputed  by  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  to  confer  with  the  board  of 
guardians,  he  can  say  what  action,  if  any, 
has  been  taken  in  the  matter. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  WaUer  Long.)  Cases 
of  septicsdmia  occurred  in  this  workhouse 
in  January,  1904.  The  medical  officer 
was  of  opinion  that  the  geims  of  the  dis- 
ease were  in  the  floors  and  possibly  in  the 
walls.  The  Local  Government  Board's 
inspector  inquired  into  the  matter,  and 
reported  that  it  was  difficult  to  find  the 
direct  and  definite  cause  of  the  outbreak 
as  there  are  several  ways  in  which  infec- 
tion  of  the  kind  could  be  conveyed.  He 
advised  the  guardians  to  make  ce^ain 
alterations,  and  thereapon  they  decMed 
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to  obtain  an  estimate  of  the  cost.  No 
further  action  has,  however,  been  taken 
l»y  the  guardians,  but  the  new  board  will 
ooone  into  office  next  month,  and  the 
Xjcm^I  Government  Board  will  urge  them 
to  take  the  matter  in  hand. 

Claremorris  Estate. 
Mr.  JOHN  O'DONNELL  (Mayo,  S.) : 
To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Udeutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
3.ware  that  two  clerks  in  the  sub-sheriffs 
office,  county  Mayo,  applied  for  parcels  of 
the  grazing  land  on  the  Claremorris 
Kstate,  recently  purchased  by  the  Estates 
Ck>mmi8sioners ;  that  these  men  never 
lield  any  land  on  the  estate ;  that  they 
Are  neither  farmers  nor  the  sons  of 
&rm,ers  entitled  to  come  in  under  the 
Liand  Act  of  1903 ;  that  two  bailiffs  on 
the  estate  were  induced  by  the  clerk  Soar 
to  accept  payment  of  one  year's  rent  for 
^n  acre  of  land  on  each  of  their  holdings, 
with  a  view  to  giving  them  some  pretence 
of  a  claim  for  getting  parcels  of  the 
grazing  lands ;  and,  if  so,  whether  any 
steps  will  be  taken  to  prosecute  these 
man  for  attempting  to  get  a  grant  of 
j>ablio  money  under  false  pretences. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  Walter  Long.)  The 
Elstates  Commissioners  have  agreed  to 
purchase  the  Claremorris  Estate.    Messrs. 


Gk)od  and  Black,  who,  the  Commissioners 
understand,  are  clerks  in  the  office  of  the 
agent,  {have  applied,  as  tenants  on  the 
estate,  for  parcels  of  the  untenanted  land. 
It  is,  however,  alleged  that  they  have 
recently  got  assignments  of  small  hold- 
ings on  the  estate  for  the  purpose  of 
qualifying  as  such  tenants.  The  question 
of  allotting  parcels  to  these  gentlemen  is 
under  the  consiaeration  of  the  Commis- 
sioners, who  will  inquire  into  all  the 
circumstances. 

Gh>ld  Output  of  the  Transvaal— Income- 
Tax  paid  on  Profits. 

Mr.  CORRIE  GRANT  (Warwickshire, 
Rugby) :  To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  what  was  the  amount 
of  gold  raised  in  the  Transvaal,  the 
amount  distributed  in  dividends,  the 
amount  paid  to  the  Government  •  as 
income-tax  on  profits  or  otherwise  by  the 
gold  mining  companies  of  the  Transvaal 
in  each  of  the  three  years  1902, 1903  and 
1904. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Secretary  Lyttdton.) 
The  figures  are  given  in  the  following 
table.  The  Gold  Profit  Tax  Proclama- 
tion (see  page  168  [Cd.  1163]),  was  passed 
in  June,  1902,  and  the  figures  are  for  the 
Transvaal  financial  years  running  from 
1st  July  to  30th  June : — 


Gold  raised. 

Dividends  paid. 

Profit  tax. 

Other  mining  revenue. 

1902-3 

*  — 

£ 
10,075,926 

£ 
2,855,626 

£ 
116,316 

£ 
Prospeclang  Licences  -  279,867 

Diggers'  Licences        -    45,205 

• 

Mynpacht  Dues  •        •    47,105 
Miscellaneous     -        -    18,223 

i        1903-4 

14,762,184 

3,718,797 

343.014 

Prospecting  Licences  -  287,448 
Diggers'  Licences        -    37,348 
Mynpacht  Dues  -        -     20,905 
Miscellaneous     -        -    32,041 

Six  months  to 
31st  Decem- 
ber, 1904. 

8,298,435 

Figures 

not 
received. 

69,427 

Licences    and  Miscel-  167,833 
laneous  Dues. 
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I  should  explain  that,  owing  to  the  gold  1902,  was  sent  in  consequence  of  a  corn- 
mining  companies  frequently  making  up  munication  received  from  the  Vice- 
their  accounts  in  December,  the  greater  Chancellor  of  the  University  of  Oxford,, 
part  of  the  profit  tax  is  paid  early  in  the  followed  by  a  conference  between  repre- 
calendar  year,  and  does  not  therefore  sentatives  of  the  University  and  the 
come  in  the  last  six  months.  With  representatives  of  the  Colonies.  I  shall 
regard  to  the  payment  of  profit  tax  always  be  glad  to  give  all  possible- 
reference  should  be  made  to  No.  2  in  '  assistance  in  .the  direction  indicated  by^ 
[Cd.  2102].  my  hon.  friend  to  any  University  the= 

authorities  of  which  may  express  a  desire^ 

Transvaal  OonBtitntion— Exdnaion  of      ^^r  such  action. 
British  ImmigiantB. 

Sir  JAMES  RANKIN  (Herefordshire,  Canada  and  the  Colonial  Stock  Acts. 
Leominster) :  To  ask  the  Secretary  of  Sir  ALEXANDER  HENDERSON^ 
State  for  the  Colonies  whether  the  (Staffordshire,  W.) :  To  ask  the  Secretary 
Constitution  about  to  be  granted  to  the  of  State  for  the  Colonies  whether  he  is- 
Transvaal  contains  any  safeguards  aware  that  the  Provinces  of  Canada,. 
against  the  exclusion  of  British  emi-  which,  along  with  all  Colonies  of  the 
grants  by  the  colony  in  the  future.  |  Crown,  at  present  enjoy  the  benefits  of 

the  Colonial  Stock  Acts  of  1877  and  1892» 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Secretary  Lyttdton.)  are  alone  deprived  by  Imperial  legislation 
I  would  refer  my  hon.  friend  to  my  reply  of  the  benefits  of  the  Colonial  Stock  Act 
to  a  similar  Question  by  the  hon.  and  j  of  J  900 ;  and  whether,  with  a  view  to  the 
learned  Member  for  Dundee  on  the  4th  |  removal  of  such  disability,  His  Majesty's, 
instant.t  in  which  I  pointed  out  that  any  (government  would  be  prepared,  on  the 
legislation  relating  to  immigration  would  motion  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  to 
be  subject  to  the  power  of  disallowance  take  steps  with  a  view  to  such  amend- 
belonging  to  the  Crown.  ment  of  the  British  North  American  Act- 

as   would    confer    upon    the    King    in 
Interchange  of  Students  between  British  I  Council,  as  well  as  upon  the  Governor- 
ana  Colonial  Universities.  General  in   Council,   the  right  of   dis- 

SiR  JAMES  RANKIN :  To  ask  the  |  allowance  of  Bills  assented  to  by  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  Lieutenant-Governors  of  the  Provincea 
whether,  with  a  view  to  facilitate  the  of  Canada,  whereby  the  Provinces  of 
interchange  of  students  between  the  Canada  might  be  enabled  to  enjoy  th» 
Universities  in  the  United  Kingdom  and  benefits  of  the  Colonial  Stock  Act  of 
in  the  Colonies,  he  will  take  into  his  1900. 
consideration  the  desirability  of  issuing 

f  om  time  to  time  a  circular  letter  to  the  j  {Answered  by  Mr.  Secretary  LyUeUon,} 
British  Colonies,  somewhat  after  the  •  I  have  received  no  communication  from 
manner  of  the  letter  of  27th  December,  the  Canadian  Government  on  this  subject,. 
1902,  sent  out  by  Lord  Onslow,  enclosing  |  and  am  not  prepared  to  say  what  action^ 
memoranda,  from  any  of  the  Universities  His  Majesty's  Government  might  be 
in  the  United  Kingdom  stating  their  rules  prepared  to  take  in  the  hypothetical  case: 
and  regulations  for  the  reception  of  referred  to  by  my  hon.  friend, 
colonial    students,     and     inviting     the  I 

Colonies,  on  their  part,   to  inform  the  ;  

Universities  of  the  United  Kingdom  and  , 

the  Colonial  Office  what  rules  andregula-  •       QUESTIONS  IN  THE  HOUSE. 

tions  are  laid  down  by  their  Universities  — — 

and  technical  schools  for  the  reception  of  | 

students  from  the  Universities  of  the    Naval   Mock  Opyts-Martial  -  Case  om 

United  Kingdom.  ^^.B.    Kent, 

^  I      Mr.  swift  MACNEILL  (Donegal,  S.)  r 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Secretary  Lytteltan,)  •  \^«  ^  f^^  ^l^  Secretary  to  the  Admir^ 

The  circular  despatch  of  27th  December  i  ""^  ^^?*^«^  Y  ^^'  fX  statement  to 
:  t  make  with  reference  to  the  case   oi  a 

t  See  (4) />c6o/<»,  oxlv.,  915.  I  midshipman  on    H.M.S.    ''Kent,"   who„ 
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having  been  sentenced  by  a  mock  Court- 
martial  to  be  flogged;  defended  himself 
^th  a  reYolver;  whether  the  commander 
of  H.M.8.  "Kent"  or  the  other  officers 
on  board  were  aware  of  the  treatment  of 
this  midshipman  by  his  associates ;  and 
what  steps  were  taken  to  protect  him  ; 
who  was  the  president  of  this  mock  Court- 
martial  ;  and  whether  flogging  with  the 
flat  of  a  dirk  is  the  usual  penalty  inflicted 
by  these  mock  Courts-martial;  and 
whether  the  Admiralty  authorities  intend 
to  take  steps  to  put  an  end  to  such  treat- 
ment on  the  Eang*s  ships. 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr.  Pretyman,  Suffolk,  Wood- 
bridge)  :  In  September,  1903,  it  came  to 
the  knowledge  of  the  Admiralty  that  in  a 
ship  in  the  Channel  Fleet  there  was  a  prac- 
tice of  private  punishment  in  the  gun 
room.  Orders  were  immediately  issued 
that  this  system  must  be  at  once  put 
down,  and  a  circular  letter  was  addressed 
to  all  commanders-in-chief  forbidding 
such  a  practice,  and  desiring  that  com- 
manding officers  of  His  Majesty's  ships 
might  have  their  grave  responsibility  in 
the  matter  impressed  upon  them.  For 
the  intervening  eighteen  months  no  further 
case  has  come  to  the  knowledge  of  the 
Admiratty.  On  the  evening  of  the  2nd 
instant,  however,  a  midshipman  of  the 
**  Kent"  who  was  about  to  receive  a 
caning  from  the  senior  midshipman,  fired 
a  revolver  at  him.  The  Admiralty,^on 
receiving  the  report  of  the  Rear  Admiral 
commanding  the  First  Cruiser  Squadron 
and  that  of  the  Court  of  Inquiry,  decided 
at  once  to  supersede  the  captain  of  the 
"  Kent"  and  to  place  him  on  half  pay; 
and  the  otheze  concerned  were  suitably 
dealt  With.  A  further  circular  letter  has 
now  been  issued  to  the  Fleet  making  it 

Serfeotly  clear  that  the  Admiralty  are 
etermined  that  this  practice  shall  cease. 

Mb.  SWIFT  MACNEILL :  And  what 
has  become  of  the  boy  who  saved  him- 
self from  outrage  by  firing  the  revolver  ? 
I  hope  he  is  not  to  be  punished. 

Mr.  pretyman  :  The  boy  has  been 
withdrawn  from  the  Navy  by  his  parents. 

Mr.  bright  (Shropshire.  Oswestry) : 
In  view  of  the  great  gravity  of  the  ques- 
tion, will  the  hon.  Gkntleman  appoint^'a 


Committee  to  inquire  into  the  question 
of  flogging  in  the  Navy  ? 

Mr.  swift  MACNEILL  :  I  shaU  bring 
this  up  later  on. 

Naval  Cadetahips. 

Mr.  swift  MACNEILL:  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  by  whom 
are  nominations  to  compete  for  cadet- 
ships  with  a  view  to  obtaining  com- 
missions in  the  Royal  Navy  conferred; 
on  what  principle  is  the  practice  of 
nomination  based;  and  why  is  not 
admission  to  the  position  of  commissioned 
officer  in  the  Royal  Navy  open  to  public 
competition  instead  of  being  closed  to 
boys  whose  parents  and  friends  cannot 
exert  sufficient  influence  to  procure 
nominations. 

Mr.  PRETYMAN:  Nominations  of 
candidates  for  naval  cadetships  are 
made  by  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
and  to  a  limited  extent  by  other 
members  of  the  Board  and  certain 
naval  officers  holding  high  commands. 
The  principle  on  which  the  practice  is 
based,  under  the  new  system  of  entry,  is 
fully  described  in  the  Papers  presented  • 
to  Parliament  this  year  and  last  (Cd. 
1962-04  and  Cd.  2460-05),  which  show 
the  care  taken  to  ensure  that  the  best 
boys  are  chosen  and  in  the  fairest 
possible  way. 

Premature  Publication  of  Parliamentary 

Papers. 

Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Financial  Secretary  to  the  War 
Office  on  what  date  Paper  (Cd.  2433), 
Return  of  Stores  and  Supplies  destroyed 
locally,  w<i8  sent  to  the  printers;  on 
what  date  was  it  published;  and  if  he 
will  explain  why  this  Paper  was 
published  in  the  London  papers  three  or 
four  days  before  being  available  for 
Members  of  this  House.  It  is  a  growing 
practice  thus  to  ignore  the  Members  of 
the  House. 

The  financial  SEI^RETARY  to 
THE  WAR  OFFICE  (Mr.  BromL7.y 
Davenport,  Cheshire,  Macclesfield) : 
This  Paper  was  sent  for  printing  on  the 
11th  inst.,  and  was  circulated  to  the 
Vote  Office  on  the  13th  inst.  The 
distribution  to  Members  of  Parliament 
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and  to  the  Press  is  not  a  matter  with 
which  the  War  Office  is  concerned,  and  I 
am  not  therefore  in  a  position  to  reply  to 
the  rest  of  the  hon.  Member's  Question. 

Mr.  FLYNN:  How  is  it  it  was 
published  in  Saturday's  papers  and  we  did 
not  get  it  till  Tuesday  ? 

Mr.  BROMLEY  DAVENPORT:  I 
cannot  say. 

Mr.  REDDY  (King's  County,  Birr): 
Then  read  The  Times. 

Royal  Military  College,  Sandhurst, 
Examinations. 

Mr.  SEYMOUR  ORMSBY-GORE 
(Lincolnshire,  Gainsborough) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  if  he 
will  state  the  rea^son  why  boys  who  do 
not  get  a  leaving  certificate  on  leaving 
their  public  school,  and  who,  having 
passed  their  preliminary  examination  for  j 
the  Royal  Military  College,  Sandhurst, 
fail  in  the  further  examination,  should 
be  required  to  again  pass  the  preliminary 
or  qualifying  examination. 

*Mr.  BROMLEY  DAVENPORT :  The 

*  question  of  the  relative  value  of  leaving 

and    qualifying    ceitiiicates    is   not   at 

present  definitely  settled,  but  is  under 

the  consideration  of  the  Army  Council. 

Militia  Service  Abroad. 
Mr.  GRIFFITH  BOSCAWEN  (Kent, 
Tunbridge) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  whether  he  will  grant 
the  Return  relating  to  Militia  Service 
Abroad  during  the  South  African  War, 
of  which  notice  stands  upon  to-day's 
Paper. 

*Mr.  BROMLEY  DAVENPORT :  I  am 
prepared  to  give  a  Return  containing 
such  information  as  is  available.  As 
regards  the  4th  and  5th  Sections  of  the 
Return,  there  is  no  record  containing 
the  information  required. 

The  Return  referred  to  is  as  follows : — 

Militia  (Service  outside  United  King- 
dom), Address  for  Return  showing — 

(1)  The  number  of  Militia  units  and 
the  number  of  officers  and  men  serving 
in  the  Militia  on  the  1st  day  of  January, 
1900. 


(2)  The  number  of  Militia  units  and 
the  number  of  officers  and  men,  exclud- 
ing the  Militia  Reserve,  who  served 
outside  the  United  Kingdom  at  any 
time  between  October,  1899,  and  June, 
1902,  distinguishing  those  who  served 
(a)  in  South  Africa;  (b)  at  Mediter> 
ranean  or  other  stations  outside  the 
United  Kingdom. 

(3)  The  number  of  Militia  Reserve 
who  served  in  South  Africa. 

(4)  The  number  of  Militia  imits  which 
volunteered  for  service  outside  the 
United  Kingdom  during  the  South 
African  War,  but  whose  services  were 
not  accepted. 

(5)  The  number  of  Militia  units  and 
the  number  of  Militia  officers  and  men 
who  are  known  to  have  refused  to 
volunteer  for  service  outside  the  United 
Kingdom  when  asked  to  do  so. 

UniMkid  Learners  in  the  Post  OAce. 

Mr.  EDWARD  MITOHBLL  (Per* 
managh,  N.):  I  beg  to  rsk  the  Post- 
master- General  whether  he  can  state 
the  number  of  unpaid  learners  employed 
in  the  postal  service  who  have  passed 
the  Civil  Service  Competitive  Examina- 
tions, together  with  their  average  service  ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  two  learners  at 
the  Enniskillcn  office  with  fifteen 
months  service  have  received  no  pay^ 
and  that  youths  in  the  Enniskillen  district 
with  four  years  service  are  still  waiting 
appointments. 

The  postmaster  -  GENERAL 
(Lord  Stanley,  Lancashire,  West- 
houghton):  I  will  make  inquiry  and 
communicate  with  the  hon.  Member. 

The  National  Telephone  Ai^reement. 

Mr.  GORRIE  grant  (Warwickshire,. 
Rugby)  asked  if  the  Postmaster-Oeneral 
W8S  prepared  to  accept  his  Amendment 
to  the  Motion  regarding  the  National 
Telephone  Agreement  Committee  with  a 
view  to  enabling  the  Committee  to 
inquire  how  far  the  interests  of  the 
National  Telephone  Company's  em- 
ployees were  safeguarded. 

Lord  STANLEY :  I  have  always  said 
I  wished  these  empbyees  to  have  an 
opportunity  of  expressing  their  views 
before  the  Committee,  and  I  was  under 
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the  belief  that  the  reference  would 
enable  that  to  be  done,  but  as  there 
appears  to  be  some  doubt  on  the  subject, 
I  have  no  hesitation  in  accepting  the 
Amendment. 

County  CouneilB  and  Education 
Expenditure. 

Sib  JAMES  RANKIN  (Herefordshire, 
Leominster) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  whether, 
having  in  view  Section  18  (1)  (c)  of  the 
Eklucation  Act, '  1902,  when  a  county 
council  has  paid  either  the  whole  or  a 
part  of  the  expenses  incurred  by  them  in 
respect  of  capital  expenditure  or  rent,  on 
account  of  the  provision  or  improvement 
of  any  public  elementary  school,  out  of 
the  county  rate,  and  has  charged  a  half  or 
three -quarters  of  such  expenses  incurred 
by  them  in  respect  of  capital  expenditure 
or  rent  upon  the  pari  h  or  parishes  which 
in  the  opinion  of  the  council  are  served  by 
the  school,  it  has  been  the  practice  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  auditor  to 
allow  such  an  arrangement. 

The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Gerald 
Balfour,  Leeds,  Central) :  With  one 
exception  no  case  has  been  brought  to 
my  notice  in  which  a  district  auditor  has 
allowed  as  a  charge  on  a  parish  under  the 
enactment  mentioned  in  the  Question  a 
portion  of  the  expenses  incurred  in 
respect  of  the  provision  or  improvement 
of  a  school,  in  so  far  as  the  cost  of  the 
work  has  been  defrayed  out  of  current 
rates  and  not  out  of  a  loan.  In  the  case  in 
which  the  auditor  allowed  the  charge,  he 
suggested  in  his  report  to  the  county 
council  that  the  education  committee 
should  consider  the  matter  carefully  and 
endeavour  to  get  a  definite  ruling  upon 
the  meaning  of  the  section  befo  e  making 
further  charges  of  the  description 
referred,  to.  I  may  add  that  I  am  not 
aware  that  any  doubt  has  been  felt  that 
the  enactment  applies  to  the  rent  of  a 
school  paid  out  of  current  rates. 


Fever  in  Ireland— Removal  Orders. 
Mr.  J.  P.  PABRELL  (I^ongford,  N.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Agriculture  whether  he  is  yet  in  a 
position  to  repeal  the  Swine  Removal 
Order  so  far  as  Ireland  is  concerned; 


whether  he  is  keeping  in  correspondence^ 
with  the  Irish  Department  as  to  the  pro- 
gross  of  the  disease  in  Ireland;  and  wheii 
he  hopes  to  be  in  a  position  to  act  in  the 
matter. 

♦The  president  op  the  BOARD 
OF  agriculture  (Mr.  Ailwyn 
Fellowes,  Huntingdonshire,  Ramsey) 
As  I  stated  in  reply  to  a  Question 
by  the  hon.  Member  on  the  13th 
April,f  I  cannot  under  existing  circum- 
stances hold  out  a  hope  of  the 
relaxation  of  the  Order  at  present.  The 
reports  we  receive  go  to  show  that  it  is 
working  smoothly  and  well,  and  it 
appears  to  afEord  the  necessary  pro^ 
tection  against  the  introduction  of 
disease  into  Great  Britain  with  a  minimum 
of  loFs  and  inconvenience  to  those  oon- 
cerned.  The  returns  of  the  number  of 
outbreaks  of  disease  in  Ireland  are  care- 
fully examined  by  the  Board  week  by 
week,  but  no  further  correspondence  ha'^ 
been  necessary. 

Mr.  flavin  (Kerry,  N.) :  Is  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  in  many  dis- 
tricts no  inspection  at  all  is  carried  out  ? 

♦Mr.  ailwyn  fellowes  :  I  have 
not  heard  it. 

Mr.  flavin  :  I  can  assure  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  it  is  soi 

LightlBailwayB. 

Mr.  GRIFFITH  BOSCAWBN  :  I  beg 

to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of 
Trade  if  he  can  state  how  many  light 
railways  have  been  authorised  to  be  con- 
structed  under  the  Light  Railways  Act^ 
how  many  have  actually  been  constructed, 
what  is  the  annual  cost  of  the  Light 
Railway  Commission,  and  whether  it  is 
proposed  to  renew  the  Act  or  to  allow^  it 
to  terminate. 

The  parliamentary  SECRE- 
TARY  TO  THE  BOARD  of  TRADE  (Mr. 
BoNAR  Law,  Glasgow,  Blaokfriars) :  The 
length  of  lines  authorised  as  light  rail- 
ways imder  the  Light  Railways  Act  up  to 
the  present  date  is  1,567  miles,  and;429' 
miles  have  been  constructed  and  opened 
for  traffic.    The  cost  of  the  Light  Railway 

t  See  (4)  Debates,  cxly.,  68. 
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<k)mini8sion  in  the  financial  year  1903-4 
ivas  £3,647,  and  from  the  commencement 
■of  the  Act  to  the  end  of  that  year  was 
£22,991.  Some  additional  expense  is 
incurred  by  the  Board  of  Trade  in  deal- 
ing with  Orders  made  and  submitted  to 
them.  The  total  amount  received  in  fees 
under  the  Act  to  the  3l8t  March,  1904, 
was  £22,750.  Proposals  for  amending 
^nd  continuing  the  Act  are  now  before 
.this  House. 

Law  Officers'  Fees. 

Mr.  WHITLEY  (Halifax):  I  beg 
-to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
what  were  the  total  fees  paid  to  Mr. 
Attorney-General  in  respect  of  the  Vene- 
zuelan Claims  Arbitration  and  the  British 
-Guiana  Arbitration,  and  to  Mr.  Solicitor- 
Oeneral  in  the  cases  Rex  v.  Osborn  and 
others  and  Rex  v.  Hooley  and  Lawson ; 
on  whose  advice  were  proceedings  in- 
stituted in  the  two  last-named  cases, 
and  where  do  the  amounts  for  these  and 
other  Law  Officers*  fees  appear  on  the 
JSstimates. 

The  financial  SECRETARY  of 
THE  TREASURY  (Mr.  Victor  Cavkn- 
)>iBH,  Derbyshire,  W.) :  The  total  fees 
^aid  to  the  Attorney-General  in  the 
Venezuelan  and  British  Guiana  Arbitra- 
tions respectively  were : — 

£       s.    d- 
Venezuela,  1904-5     -        •    1,736    4    6 

T.  ..  u  n  •  (  1^3  4  -  2.124  0  0 
British  Gmana  |  j^^g   .       ^j^  j2    0 

2,838  12    0 

7he  total  fees  paid  to  the  Solicitor- 
General  in  Rex  v.  Osborn  and  others  and 
Rex  V,  Hooley  and  Lawson,  respectively, 
were : — 

£     s.    d. 
Rex  V.  Osborn  and  others  -       596  18    6 


Rex  V.  Hooley  and  Law- 
son        -        -        -        -     1,033  19    3 

Rex  V,  Lawson  (Court  for 
Crown  Cases  Reserved)  -         53    9    0 


1.087    8    3 

These  proceedings  were  instituted  by  the 
directions  of  the  Attorne;^ -General.  The 
fees  in  the  Venezuelan  Arbitration  were 
paid  from  the  "Foreign  '^Office    Vote  for 


1904-5,  and  the  fees  in  the  British 
Guiana  Arbitration  were  paid  from  the 
Foreign  Office  Votes  for  1903-4  and 
1904-5.  The  fees  paid  to  the  Solicitor- 
General  in  Rex  v.  Osborn  and  others 
and  Rex  t?.  Hooley  and  Lawson  were 
paid  from  the  Vote  for  Law  Charges, 
England.  All  fees  paid  to  the  Law 
Officers  are  shown  in  the  Statement 
appended  to  the  Appropriation  Account 
for  Law  Charges. 

Mr.  WHITLEY :  Do  T  understand  that 
the  Law  Officers  advise  proceedings  mthe 
cases  in  which  they  subsequently  draw 
fees? 

[No  Answer  was  returned.] 

Mr.  WHITLEY :  Then  I  take  it  the 
Answer  is  in  the  affirmative. 

Mr.  CHARLES  DEVLIN  (Galway):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
if  he  will  state  the  total  amounts  of 
salary,  fees,  refreshers,  and  every  other 
consideration  paid  out  of  the  Treasury  to 
Mr.  Attorney-General  and  Mr.  Solicitor- 
General  during  the  two  vears  ending 
May  15th,  1905. 

Mr.  VICTOR  CAVENDISH :  The  in- 
formation  desired  by  the  hon.  Member 
will  be  found  up  to  March  31st  last 
in  the  reply  I  gave  on  May  8tht  ^^  ^^^ 
hon.  Member  for  the  South  Molton 
Division  of  Devonshire.  I  fear  that  it  is 
impractical  to  give  details  for  broken 
periods  of  a  year. 

Mr.  CHARLES  DEVLIN :  But  I  have 
asked  for  information  to  May  15th. 

Mr.  VICTOR  CAVENDISH:  It  is 
impossible  to  give  that  yet. 

Government  Parliamentary  Agents.— 
Messrs.  Bircham  ft  Co. 

Mb.  BENN  (Devonport) :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  the  date 
and  nature  of  the  appointment  of  Mr. 
Bonner  Maurice,  of  the  firm  of  Messrs. 
Bircham  and  Co.,  Parliamentary  Agents, 
and  the  amount  of  his  emoluments  for 
services  rendered  to  the  Government. 

Mr.  victor  CAVENDISH:  Mr. 
Bonner     Maurice    was     appointed     on 

t  See  (4)  Debates,  cxlv.,  U12. 
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November  11th  last  as  one  of  the  ParUa- 
mentary  Agents  for  the  Government  for 
the  current  session.  The  amount  of  his 
e  uoluments  depends  upon  the  work  done 
during  the  session  and  cannot  be  stated 
at  present. 

Lake  Erne. 

Mr.  JORDAN  (Fermanagh,  8.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  bed  and 
soil  of  Lake  Erne  surrounding  the  town 
of  Enniskillen  are  claimed  to  be  the 
property  of  Lord  Enniskillen,  and  are 
also  claimed  by  the  Commissioners  of 
Woods  (Dubhn  Office)  to  be  the  property 
of  the  Crown,  and  that  the  ownership  has 
heen  the  subject  of  correspondence  for 
some  time  past  between  the  parties  ;  and 
whether,  seeing  that  the  Urban  Council 
of  Enniskillen  is  being  retarded  by  this 
difference  in  carrying  out  a  projected 
scheme  of  sanitation  and  roadway,  he 
will  state  what  decision,  if  any,  has  been 
arrived  at  between  the  claimants. 

Mb.  VICTOR  CAVENDISH:  The 
matter  is  under  investigation  and  a 
di>c)sion  will  be  come  to  as  soon  a^ 
possible. 

Liverpool  Court  of  Passage. 
Mr.  HARMOOD-BANNER  (Liverpool, 
Everton):  I  beg  to  ask  Mr.  Attorney- 
(^loneral  whether,  in  the  event  of  the 
County  Courts  (No.  2)  Bill  becoming  law 
and  rules  being  framed  under  Section  6, 
extending  the  cases  in  which  judgment 
may  be  entered  up  summarily  against  a 
defendant*  he  intends  to  grant  similar 
powers  by  rulo  to  the  Liverpoo  Court  of 
Passage,  pursuant  to  the  Liverpool  Court 
of  Passage  Acts,  1893  and^l896,  and  the 
recommendations  of  the  Borough  Courts 
Committee. 

The  ATTORNEY-GENERAL  (Sir 
BoBERT  FiNLAY,  Inverness  Burghs) : 
This  is  not  a  matter  which  rests  with 
me.  I  have  communicated  in  the 
proper  quarter  the  views  of  the  hon. 
Member,  and  I  have  no  doubt  they  will 
receive  every  consideration. 

Richmond  Park  Babbits. 
Mr.   SKEWES-COX   (Surrey,  Kings- 
ton) :  I  beg  to  ask  tho  hon.  Member  for 
Chorley,     as     representing     the     First 
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Commissioner  of  Works,  whether  he  is 
aware  that  rabbits  are  being  exterminated 
in  Richmond  Park  by  being  entrapped 
by  gins  where  they  are  sometimes  kept 
in  agony  for  hours  suffering  from  muti- 
lation; and  whether  he  can  take  steps 
to  effect  the  extermination  of  the  rabbits 
in  a  more  humane  manner. 

Lord  BALCARRES  (Lancashire, 
Chorley) :  The  rabbits  are  being  trapped 
as  being  the  most  effective  manuQr  of 
reducing  their  excessive  numbers.  All 
trapping  must  inflict  pain  on  the  animal ; 
every  efFort  is  made  to  reduce  this  to  a 
minimum  by  frequent  visits  to  the  traps. 

Higher  Ghrade  Secondary  School  Fees  at 
Stockt  on  on-Tees. 

Mr.  KEIR  HARDIE  (Merthyr 
Tydvil) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretafy  to 
the  Board  of  Education  whether  his 
Department  still  adheres  to  its  decision 
to  compel  the  Stockton-on-Tees  educa- 
tional authority  to  increase  the  fees 
charged  in  the  higher  grade  secondary 
school  from  3d.  per  week  to  £3  p^r 
annum  per  scholar  as  a  condition  to 
continuing  the  Government  grant;  and 
whether,  seeing  that  the  educational 
authority  has  protested  against  this 
decision,  which  would  practically  debar 
the  children  of  the  working  class  from 
benefiting  from  the  existence  of  this 
school,  he  will  s*  ate  under  what  authority 
the  Department  is  seeking  to  compel  a 
local  education  authority  t^o  increase  the 
fe.s  charged  in  the  school  which  is 
supported  from  the  rates. 

The  parliamentary  SECRE- 
TARY TO  THE  BOARD  OP  EDUCA- 
TION  (Sir  William  Anson,  Oxford 
University) :  A  special  investigation  is 
now  being  made  into  the  coiiditiuns  of 
the  three  secondary  schools  at  Stockton- 
on-Tees.  Until  this  is  completed  I  am 
unable  to  give  a  specific  Answer  to  the 
Question,  but  I  will  inform  the  hon. 
Member  as  soon  as  possible  of  the 
decision  of  the  Board.  The  Board  are 
not  concerned  with  the  requirement  of  a 
fee  as  such,  but  are  bound  to  make  such 
requirements  as  they  consider  necessary 
to  secure  the  financial  stability  of  the 
school  before  recognising  it  as  eligible 
for  grants. 
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Estates  Commissioners— Enlargement  of 
Holdings  and  Evicted  Tenants. 

Mr.  J.  P.  FARRELL:  I  beg  to 
ask  Mr.  Attorney  -  General  for  Ireland 
whether  any  farms  or  the  interest 
in  any  freehold  or  fee-simple  farms 
have  been  purchased  so  far  by  the 
Estates  Commissioners  for  the  pur- 
poses of  enlarging  holdings  or  finding 
'equivalent  houses  for  evicted  tenants; 
and  whether,  in  cases  where  no  un- 
tenanted land  is  for  sale  or  possible  to 
obtain  in  a  district,  he  will  consider  the 
advisability  of  extending  the  powers  of 
the  Estates  Commissioners  to  enable  them 
to  buy  in  large  grazing  farms  for  this 
parpose. 

The  ATTORNEY-GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Atkinson,  Londonderry, 
N.) :  I  am  not  quite  certain  that  I 
understand  the  Question.  The  Estates 
Commissioners  have  not  any  pDwer  to 
buy  land  from  a  person  whose  interest  is 
less  than  that  of  a  limited  owner  within 
the  meaning  of  the  Act.  They  have 
no  p3wer  to  purchase  under  the  Land 
Purchase  Acts  the  interests  of  tenants 
entitled  to  lesser  interests.  Where  the 
owner  purchases  the  tenant-right  of  his 
tenant,  he  can,  of  course,  sell  the  farm 
as  untenanted  land  to  the  Commissioners ; 
and  applications  to  purchase  such  lands 
have,  I  understand,  been  made  or  are 
about  to  be  made  to  the  Commissioners. 
I  do  not  think  any  additional  powers  are 
required  to  carry  out  the  policy  of  the 
Act 

Turf  Bearing  at  Inny  Junction. 

Mr.  J.  P.  FARRELL:  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  if  he  will  state  the  cost 
of  the  operations  undertaken  by  the 
Board  of  Agriculture  at  Inny  Junction 
{or  the  rearing  of  turf ;  how  much  of  the 
crop  was  sold ;  what  sum  wa^  realised  in 
respect  of  the  sale;  and  whether  it  is 
proposed  to  continue  the  experiment  this 
year. 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walter  Long,  Bristol, 
S.) :  The  cost  was  about  £1,150,  exclubive 
of  the  cost  of  Departmental  direction. 
No  produce  was  sold,  as  there  were  no 
facilities  for  putting  the  turf  on  rail. 
The  experiment  is  being  continued  this 


year,  and  a  railway  siding  and  loading 
bank  are  being  constructed. 

Education  in  CoUooney  District. 

Mr.  O'DOWD  (Sligo,  S.):  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  has 
received  copy  of  a  resolution  adopted 
recently  at  a  meeting  of  clergy  and  laity 
held  in  Luawarry,  Gollooney,  county 
Sligo,  in  reference  to  the  educational 
wants  of  the  district ;  and,  if  so,  what 
action  he  proposes  to  take  in  regard  to  it. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG:  I  have  in- 
formed the  hon.  Member  that  if  he  will 
send  me  a  copy  of  the  resolution  I  will 
inquire  into  the  matter. 

Kilross  Evicted  Farm. 
Mr.  CULLINAN  (Tipperary,  S.):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he 
is  aware  that  negotiations  have  been  in 
progress  for  six  months  between  the 
Estates  Commissioners  and  Count  Moore 
for  the  purchase  of  the  evicted  farm  of 
the  late  Mr.  Matthew  Mooney,  at  Kilross, 
near  Tipperary;  and  that  two  inspections 
have  been  made;  and  if  he  will  state 
whether  the  Commissioners  have  as  yet 
completed  the  purchase;  and,  if  not, 
what  is  the  cause  of  the  delay. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG:  The  facts 
are  as  stated.  The  negotiations  for 
purchase  have  not  yet  concluded  owing 
to  the  owner's  absence  abroad. 

Mr.  CULLINAN:  I  understand  the 
agent  has  no  authority  to  act.  Will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  inquire  into  that  ? 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG :  I  will  bring 
the  complaint  of  the  hon.  Member  to  the 
notice  of  the  Commissioners. 

Sir  Edmund  Hayes'  Estate,  County 
Donegal. 

Mr.  McFADDEN  (Donegal,  E.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  on  the  sale  by  Sir  Edmund 
Hayes  of  his  estate  to  his  tenants  in  the 
county  of  Donegal,  some  nine  or  ten 
evicted  tenants  were  restored  by  him  to 
their  hokiings,  and  on  their  restoration 
signed  agreements  for  purchase  under  the 
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X»and  Act  of  1903 ;  that  the  landlord's 

SLgBOt  has  been  informed  by  the  Estates 

0>inxmB8ioner8  that  the  first  half-year's 

interest  on  the  purchase  money  will  not 

l>e  collected  through  the  Land  Commis- 

sion ;  that  the  evicted  tenants  should  not 

Have  been  restored  untU  the  advances 

had  been  sanctioned ;  and  that  the  agent 

may  collect   the   interest    in   whatever 

manner  he  chooses ;  and  whether,  in  view 

•of  the  effect  of  this  ruling  of  the  Com- 

nuasioners,    if    persisted    in,   upon   the 

voluntary  and  immediate  restoration  by 

landlords    of   evicted   tenants   to    their 

holdings  for  purposes  of  sale  under  the 

Land  Act,  instructions  will  be  given  to 

i;he    Commissioners    to    withdraw    this 

ruling. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG :  Section  35  of 
the  Act  of  1896,  which  empowers  the 
Tjand  Commission  to  collect,  from  the 
tenant  of  a  holding,  interest  in  lieu  of 
rent  from  the  date  of  the  agreement  for 
the  purchase  of  the  holding  up  to  the 
date  of  the  advance,  does  not  apply  to 
the  agreements  for  *' parcels,"  and  the 
Land  Commission  have  no  jurisdiction  to 
<;ollect  or  recover  interest  which  may,  by 
agreement  between  the  vendor  and  the 
purchaser,  be  payable.  There  is  nothing 
before  the  Land  Commission  to  show 
that  the  persons  referred  to  are  in  occupa- 
*tion  of  their  plots,  but  even  assuming 
that  they  are,  the  agreements  for  purchase 
-of  "parcels"  only  provide  for  collection 
•of  interest  frpm  the  date  of  advance 
until  the  purchase  annuity  commences. 

Irish  Language  in  Irish  Schools. 

Mr.  JOHN  CAMPBELL  (Armagh.  S.) : 

T.  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  t6  the 

Lord-Lieutenant  of   Ireland  whether  he 

-can  state  the  number  of  schools  examined 

in  Irish  as  an  extra  during  the  period  from 

1st  January,  1905,  to  31st  March,  1905, 

upon  which  the  inspector  of  Irish  and  the 

•ordinary  inspector  reported  favourably; 

whether  payment  has  been    delayed  in 

•some  cases ;  and,  if  so,  what  has  been  the 

-cause  of  the  delay ;    and  when  the  fees 

will  be  paid. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG :    The  number 

was  259.     Payment  was  delayed  in  some 

cases  as  a  result  of  steps  taken  for  the 

4tdoption  of  a  uniform  school  year  ending 

.June  30th.    The    fees  have   now  been 


paid  in  most  cases,  and  the  remainder  are 
in  process  of  payment.  % 


Aughrim  Parish  Priest  and  the  Police. 

Mr.  ROCHE  (Galway,  E.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware 
that  on  the  2nd  April  Constable  Fitz- 
gerald, stationed  at  Aughrim,  county 
Galway,  used  threatening  and  insulting 
language  on  the  pubhc  road  toward  the 
Rev.  Father  Coghlan,  priest  of  the  parish ; 
whether,  in  the  interest  of  the  peace  of 
the  district,  he  will  have  him  removed  to 
some  other  district;  and  whether  it  is 
the  practice  of  the  constabulary  authori- 
ties to  leave  constables  stationed  in  the 
parish  where  they  have  married  a  parish- 
ioner ;  and,  if  not,  why  has  this  constable 
been  retained  in  Aughrim. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG:  A  complaint 
to  the  effect  stated  was  received  by  the 
Inspector-General,  who  found,  on  inquiry, 
that  on  the  date  in  question  the  rev. 
gentleman,  when  publicly  reading  a  list 
of  subscriptions  received  from  his  par- 
ishioners, announced  that  the  constable 
had  not  subscribed.  The  constable,  who 
asserts  that  he  had  subscribed  £1,  subse- 
quently met  the  rev.  gentleman  and 
spoke  to  him  on  the  subject;  but  he 
emphatically  denies  having  used  the 
language  attributed  to  him.  On  the 
contrary,  he  complains  of  the  clergyman's 
language  towards  him.  The  matter  does 
not  call  for  any  interference  on  the  part 
of  the  Government.  The  regulations 
provide  that  a  constable  shall  not  be 
stationed  in  a  county  in  which  he  or  his 
wife  have  relatives.  That  provision  has 
not  been  contravened  in  this  case,  and  it 
is  not  proposed  to  remove  the  constable. 

Mr.  ROCHE :  As  there  is  evidently  a 
conflict  of  testimony  will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  grant  a  sworn  inquiry. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG :  Certainly  not, 
but  if  the  hon.  Member  has  any  evidence 
he  can  furnish  me  with,  I  will  look  into 
it. 

Mr.  SLOAN  (Belfast,  8.) :  Does  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  intend  to  take  any 
action  with  regard  to  the  language  used 
by  the  priest  1 

[No  Answer  was  returned.] 
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Malicious  Injury  ClaimB  at  (}alway  Qnar- 
«        ter  Sessions. 

Mr.  CHARLES  CRAIG  (Antrim,  S.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  list  of 
malicious  injury  claims  for  which  damages 
were  awarded  at  Gort  (county  Galway) 
Quarter  Sessions  on  26th  April  last, 
which  included  one  for  cutting  a  boat 
alrift  from  her  moorings,  four  for  pulling' 
down  stone  walls  surrounding  grazing 
farms,  one  for  cutting  the  tails  oj5  cattle, 
and  two  for  burning  hay  ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  there  were  also  a  number  of 
similar  claims  at  the  Quarter  Sessions 
Courts  at  Ballinasloe,  Portumna,  Gal  way, 
and  Tuam;  and  whether  th^se  outiages 
were  of  an  agrarian  nature,  and  what 
steps  the  Government  is  taking  to  deal 
with  this  class  of  crime  in  Galway. 

Mk.  WALTER  LONG:  Yes,  Sir;  my 
attention  has  been  directed  to  the 
number  of  cases  in  which  claims  for  com- 
pensation were  mad«  at  the  recent 
quarter  sessions  in  the  county  of  Galway. 
Fifteen  such  claims  w^re  made,  a»  d 
compensation  was  a  war  Jed  in  each  cse. 
In  two  cases,  however,  appeals  have 
V»een  lodged.  I  may  point  out  that 
there  were  no  cases  of  cutting  the  tails 
off  cattle,  but  that  there  were  two  cases 
in  which  the  hair  was  removed  from  the 
tiils.  Of  the  fifteen  outrages,  eleven 
were  of  an  agrarian  character.  A  con- 
siderable force  of  additional  police  has 
been  drafted  into  the  county  for  the  pro- 
tection of  the  person  and  property  of  in- 
dividuals, and  a  marked  improvement  in 
the  condition  of  affairs  has,  I  am  glad  to 
say,  since  manifested  itself  throughout 
the  entire  county. 

Mr.  CHARLES  CRAIG:  Have  the 
poUce  been  able  to  bring  anyone  to 
justice  1 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG :  I  must  ask  for 
notice  of  that. 

Mr.  KILBRIDE  (Kildare,  S.) :  Were 
any  of  the  constables  in  this  district  ever 
under  the  charge  of  ex-Sergeant  Sheri- 
dan, who  knows  more  about  cattle 
maiming  than  anybody  else  ? 

[No  Answer  was  return  3d.] 


lialicious  InjorieB  in  County  Galway. 

Mr.  CHARLES  CRAIG :  I  beg  t^  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware 
that  a  new  wooden  gate  and  100  yards 
of  new  fencing  were  pulled  down  and 
destroyed  on  the  farm  of  Patrick 
Costelloe,  at  Ballymacward,  county 
Galway  ;  and  that  on  this  farm  500  yards 
of  stone  wall  were  knocked  down  a  few 
weeks  ago,  for  which  £50  was  awarded  a» 
damages  for  malicious  injury;  and,  if  so, 
will  he  say  what  action  he  proposes  to 
prevent  the  recurrence  of  similar 
damage. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG :  Yes,  Sir ;  the- 
facts  are  substantially  as  stated,  save 
that  the  amount  of  compensation 
awarded  was  £34,  not  £50.  The  later  of 
these  offences  was  committed  on  the  4th 
of  last  month,  and  since  that  date  a  force 
of  twenty  extra  police  has  been  sent  to 
the  district  concerned,  namely,  Athenry. 
Every  effort  has  been  made  by  me,  and 
will  continue  to  be  made,  to  prevent  the 
occurrence  of  outrage  and  to  protect  the 
property  of  individudls. 

Land  Parchase  in  County  Limerick. 

Mr.  LUNDON  (Limerick,  E.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  is  he  aware  that 
negotiations  for  sale  to  the  tenants  were, 
some  time  since,  almost  brought  to  a. 
conclusiop  on  the  estate  of  Mr.  Adam 
Stafford  Delmege,  Garryspillane,  Knock- 
long,  county  Limerick  ;  that  the  tenants 
wanted  that  the  untenanted  lands  on 
the  estate  should  be  sold  tlirough  the 
Estates  Commissioners  to  the  labourer;} 
and  tenants  renting  uneconomic  holdings ; 
and  that  a  tenant,  named  Edmond 
Murphy,  of  Ballingarry,  has  been  pro- 
cessed  for  rent  due  only  six  days  because 
he  refused  to  sign  purchase  agreements,, 
although  at  the  same  time  he  owed  only 
a  half  year's  rent  and  the  running  gale ; 
and  will  he  take  any  steps  to  prevent 
further  proceedings  against  Murphy. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG  :  An  application 
for  the  sale  of  a  portion  of  this  estate 
has  been  received  by  the  Commissioners, 
but  no  agreement  for  purchase  has  been 
lodged  by  Edmond  Murphy,  and  no  un- 
tenanted lands  were  comprised  inj^the 
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application.  I  have  no  information  as 
to  proceedings  taken  against  Murphy, 
nor  have  I  any  power  to  intervene  in  any 
<case  of  the  exercise  of  legal  rights  by  a 
landlord. 

Portavogie  Disaster. 

Mr.  T.  L.  CORBETT  (Down,  N.) : 
1  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
now  in  a  position  to  make  any  statement 
as  to  the  possibility  of  a  Government 
giant  to  assist  the  fishermen  who  are 
sufferers  from  the  recent  disaster  at 
Portavogie. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG:  The  Depart- 
ment of  Agriculture  and  Technical  In- 
struction were  asked  by  me  to  make 
special  inquiry  into  the  circumstances 
attending  the  disaster  referred  to,  which 
had  been  brought  before  me  by  my  hon. 
friend  and  by  a  deputation  from  the 
locality.  Their  report  shows  that  there 
are  some  circumstances  of  an  exceptional 
-character,  which  enable  a  contribution  to 
be  made  towards  the  expense  of  repairing 
the  damaged  boats  without  creating  a 
precedent  which  would  cause  a  larger 
demand  than  could  properly  be  met  by 
the  limited  funds  available  for  all  pur- 
poses of  sea  fisheries. 

Land  Commission  Bulesl 
Mr.  WILLIAM  MOORE  (Antrim,  N.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord -Lieu  tenant  of  Ireland  if  he  can  state 
when  the  codified  rules  of  the  Land 
Oommiss'on  now  in  preparation  will  be 
issued. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG  :  The  new  code 
of  rules  is  being  prepared  with  all  possible 
despatch,  but  the  date  of  issue  cannot 
yet  be  fixed. 

Athenry  Police  Force. 

Mr.  LONSDALE  (Armagh,  Mid.):  I 
l>eg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord-lieutenant  of  Ireland  what  are  the 
circumstances  under  which  an  extra 
force  of  constabulary  has  been  drafted 
into  the  district  of  Athenry,  county 
<Jalway. 

Mr.  REDDY  :  Has  the  hon.  Member 
got  his  information  fiom  Lord  Ashtown  ? 


Mr.  WALTER  LONG :  A  system  ^f 
boycotting  ai\d  intimidation  4i'^<^^€<^ 
against  the  holders  of  grazing  farms  has 
been  in  existence  for  some  tilne  past  in 
the  Athenry  and  other  districts  of  the 
county  Gal  way.  The  reletting  of  grazing 
farms'  on  the  eleven  months  system 
usually  takes  place  about  May  1st,  and 
on  the  approach  of  this  date  intimidation 
was  exercised  against  these  persons  in 
order  to  compel  them  not  to  renew  their 
grazing  contracts.  A  number  of  outrages 
were  also  committed  in  furtherance  of 
this  movement,  and,  in  the  circumstances, 
it  was  considered  necessary  to  augment 
tho  police  force  stationed  in  Athenry  and 
other  disturbed  areas. 

Irish  Dried  Milk  Industry. 
Mr.  JOYCE  (Limerick) :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- Lieuten- 
ant of  Ireland  whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  new  industry  of  dried 
milk  startsd  in  Ireland  about  a  year 
since ;  and  whether,  seeing  that  at  present 
the  rate  for  French  dricvl  milk  from 
Louviers  via  Paris,  Dieppe,  and  New- 
haven  to  London  is  only  30s.  per  ton, 
while  from  Limerick  to  London  it  is 
47s.  6d.,  he  will  consult  with  the  English 
Board  of  Agriculture  with  the  view  to 
some  remedy  being  applied  to  this  dis- 
advantage under  which  the  Irish  trade 
suffers. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG :  A  complaint 
has  been  made  to  the  Department  in  this 
matter  and  is  under  investigation. 

Delays  in  Delivery  of  Limerick  Butter. 

Mr.  JOYCE :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether  he  will  have  inquiries  made 
as  to  the  cause  of  the  delay  in  the  de- 
livery of  a  consignment  of  five  cwts. 
of  butter,  sent  from  Limerick  on  May  the 
9th  to  John  Thomas,  Taffs  Well,  vi4 
Cardiff,  and  not  delivered  up  to  Saturday 
the  13th ;  and  will  he  say  what  steps  he 
intends  to  take  to  deal  with  such  cases 
of  railway  neglect. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG:  The  Depart- 
ment have  received  a  complaint  in  this 
matter,  and  are  inquiring  into  it. 

Mr.  JOYCE :  I  hope  this  inquiry  will 
bear  fruit.     Personally  I  am^sick  of  in- 
I  quiries. 
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Iriah  Local  Gtovemment  Board  Auditors. 

MR..MACVEAGH  (Dovn,  S.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  oi  Ireland  whether  he  can 
state  how  many  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  auditors  in  Ireland  were  previously 
accountants,  or  held  or  hold  any  certificate 
from  the  Institute  of  Chartered  Ac- 
countants or  any  kindred  body. 


to  buy  same  under  The  Land  Act,  1903^ 
at  a  price  to  be  fixed  by  arbitration,  the 
Estates  Commissioners  will  take  steps  to 
purchase  the  same  with  a  view  to  resale 
to  these  tenants. 


Me.  WALTER  LONG :  The  appUca- 
tion  for  sale  in  respect  of  this  estate  does, 
not  include  the  town  of  Croom,  and  the 
Commissioners  cannot  trace  any  corres- 
Mr.  WALTER  LONG  :  As  I  informed  ,  pondence  with  the  agent  on  the  subject, 
the  hon.  Member  on  Tuesday  last.f  ten  out  The  question  whether  the  Commissioners, 
of  the  seventeen  auditors  were  accountants  can,  under  the  Land  Purchase  Acts,  buy 
prior  to  appointment,  in  the  sense  that  i  and  reseU  to  the  tenants  houses  situate^ 
they  had  experience  of  public  accounts.  I  in  towns,  is  one  for  the  determination  of 
Only  one,  however,  holds  a  certificate  as  i  the  Commissioners,  instructed  by  and 
accountant.  .       '  subject  to  the  review  of    Mr.  Justice 

.  Meredith.    I  understand  that  a  case  in. 
Constable  BCasterson,  R.I.C.  which  this  point  is  raised  is  at  presents 

Mr.      DELANY     (Queen's     County,    before  the  learned  Judge. 
Ossory) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary      _  .      ,  **     ,x     •  i 

totheLord-Lieutenantof  Ireland  whether  I     ^^^^  Evicted  ^^t- Mr.  Daniel 

he  can  state  if  Constable  Masterson,  .,  nrrrT^^TT^r  /t^  w  x  t  i. 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary,  Mountmelhck,  ,^;/V?-^?I  ^^f  ^^^  ?•>  iJ  ^«  ^^ 
who  has  been  returned  for  trial  to  the  f.^  ^^®  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
next  assizes  in  Queen's  County  on  a  charge  I^ieutenant  of  Ireland  what  is  the  cause: 
of  assault  preferred  against  him  by  a  man  ^  ^^^  ¥^^'''  "^^^^"^^  assistance  to 
named  Carroll,  and  which  is  aUeged  to  ^^'  Daniel  Casey,  a  reinstated  evicted 
have  been  committed  at  Somergrove,  near  t?'^^^^  «",^^^  Coltsmann  Estate,  county 
Mountmelhck,  and  who  is  at  present  at  ^«"3^'  about  whose  circumstanoes  the 
liberty   under    a   rule   of    bail,   is   still  Estates  Commissioners  are  fully  informed 

discharging  duty  as  a  peace  officer  in  ;  ^^"^  ""^^^  *  ^^^  **  *®*^- 
Mountmeliick.  •      I 


Mr.  WALTER  LONG:  The  Commis- 
sioners are  not  yet  in  a  position  to- 
sanction  the  advances  for  the  sale  of  this 
estate,  and  in  the  meantime  they  are 
unable  to  make  the  grant  recommended 
in    the    case    of    Daniel   Casey.    It   is^ 

M»      rk»^TJATTnuxn?Gav     /t  •       •  i    >  l^owever,  anticipated  that  the  advances. 
Mr.     0  bHAUGHNESSY     (Limerick,  i  ^ju  g^^jtly  be  sanctioned. 
W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  ' 


Mr.  WALTER  LONG:  Constable 
Masterson  has  been  suspended  from 
duty  since  May  2nd. 

Lord  Dunraven's  Croom  Estate. 


Secretary 
the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  can 
state  whether  the  Estates  Commissioners 
have  received  any  communication  from 
the  agent  of  Lord  Dunraven  with  a  view 
to  a  sale  of  the  houses  in  the  town  of 
Croom,  in  the  county  of  Limerick,  to  the 
town    tenants;    and    whether,    having 


Constable  Beddy,  BJC. 

Mr.  DELANY :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord- Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  can  he  say  what  was  the  result  of 
the  recent  investigation  held  at  Mount- 
meliick by  order  of  the  Inspeotor-General. 


regard  to  the  fact  that  Lord  Dunraven   ^^  Constabulary  into  the  cha^e  made 

against  Constable  Reddy  of  using 
offensive  and  insulting  expressions- 
towards  respectable  residents  of  the 
town;  and  whether,  seeing  that  this 
policeman  was  obliged  to  make  a  public 
apology  before  the  Coimty  Court  Judge 
at  Mountmeliick  within  the  ^ast  twelve 
months,  in  a  case  in  which  he  was  charged 
with     assaulting    and    using  ^insultin^ 


has  arranged  to  sell  the  agricultural  and 
pastoral  part  of  the  estate  to  the  tenants 
thereoi  through  the  Estates  Commis- 
sioners, and  is  willing  to  sell  to  the 
Croora  town  tenants  the  houses  in  their 
occupation,  and  also  having  regard  to 
the  fact  that  these  tenants  are  anxious 
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language  towards  a  resident  in  the  town  !  taking,  or  intend  to  tike,  to  enforce  the 
(which  offence  was  alleged  to  have  been  |  carrying  out  of  the  sealed  Order,  dated 
committed  outside  complainant*s  door),  May  15th,  1903,  which  ordered  the  Rural 
he  proposes  that  the  services  of  Constable  ;  District  Council  of  Ballycastle,  in  the 
Reddy  should  be  retained  in  Mount-  county  of  Antrim,  to  provide  a  supply 
mellick.  j  of  wholesome  water  and  proper  sewerage 

I  for  the  village  of  Cushendall  in  their 
Mr.  WALTER  LONG :  I  have  received  district,  this  Order  having  been  made 
a  report  on  this  case,  but  have  not  yet  after  an  inquiry  instituted  by  the  Local 
had  time  to  look  into  it.  I  would  ask  i  Government  Board,  the  result  of  which 
the  hon.  Member  to  kindly  postpone  the  was  a  condemnation  of  the  sanitary 
Question  for  a  few  days.  i  arrangements  of  Cushendall. 

Irish  Development  Qrant.  Mr.  WALTER  LONG :  The  delay  in 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  :  I  beg  to  this  case  has  been  mainly  due  to  pro- 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-  ,  ceedingp  m  the  superior  Courts.  A  new 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  when  the  Report  Order  was  made  on  the  8th  April  hist, 
of  the  Lord-Lieutenant  on  the  Develop-  ^^^.  ^^^  distoct  council  are  now  pre- 
ment  Gmnt  will  be  laid  upon  the  Table.      P^^^g  P^*'^  *^r  <^^e  necessary  works. 

Mr.   WALTER  LONG:   The  Report  Galway  Telegraph  Office, 

for  1904-5  is  now  under  consideration,  Mr.  CHARLES  DEVLIN :  I  beg  to 
and  will  be  laid  on  the  Table  in  the  ask  the  Postmaster-General  whether  his 
course  ol  a  few  days.  i  attention  has  been   called   to    the   in- 

convenience   caused    to    the    public    in 

Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND  (Waterford) :  Galway  City  by  the  want  of  an  inter- 
Does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  propose  mediate  telegraph  office,  the  present  ones 
to  submit  a  revised  Estimate  of  the  Irish  bemg  at  least  one  mile  apart ;  and 
Development  Grant.  whether  he  will  take  steps  to  establish 

'  one  in  connection  with  the  present  sub- 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG;  Yes.  office  in  Dominick  Street. 

Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND :  What  is  the  i  Lord  STANLEY :  My  attention  has 
cause  of  the  delay  in  submitting  it  ?  t  ^^^  previouslv  been  called  to  this  matter, 

but  it  was  considered  by  one  of  my 
Mr.  WALTER  LONG:  I  am  afraid  predecessors  in  1902,  and  he  came  to  the 
the  reason  is  to  be  found  in  the  necessity  i  conclusion  that  a  telegraph  office  was 
of  examining  the  Estimates  personally,  not  warranted  in  Bominick  Street  as  the 
I  am  dealing  with  each  application  as  total  telegraph  business  of  Galway  was 
rapidly  as  I  can.  not   large,    and     the    head    office    was 

within  half  a  mile.      I  regret  that  I  am 
Mr.    JOHN    REDMOND  :   Will    the    unable  to  take  a  different  view, 
right  hon.  Gentleman  use  his  influence 

with  the  Prime  Minister  to  give  us  a  day       Mr.  CHARLES  DEVLIN :  Is  the  noble 
for  the  discussion  of  the  revised  Estimate  ?    Lord  aware  that  the  business  has  con- 
siderably developed  since  1902  ? 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG :  I  will  do  my  i 
best  to  secure  an  adequate  opportunity.         Lord  STANLEY :  I  do  not  thiiJc  it 

has.   I  inquired  into  that,  and  still  hold 
Mr.   JOHN  REDMOND :     I  do  not   that  my  predecessor's  decision  was  right. 
mean  an  ordinary  Irish  Supply  day,  but 
a  special  day.  Enniskillen  Poatal  Arrangements. 

Mr.  JORDAN :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Post- 

Oushendall  Water  Supply.  master-General  whether  he  is  aware  that» 

Mb.  O'NEILL  (Antrim,  Mid.) :  I  beg  to  ■  some  time  ago,  letters    from    Belleek» 

ask    the    Chief    Seoretai7   to  the  Lord- '  Pettigo,   Kesh,    and    Irvinestown    were 

Lieutenant  of    Ireland  what  steps  the '  delivered     in     Enniskillen    about    two 

Local  Government  Board  of  Ireland  are   o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  and  that  now 
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letters  from  these  towns  are  not  delivered  I  false  statement  to  which,  inadvertently, 
in  Enniskillen  till  about  8.20  p.m.,  when  '  no  doubt,  he  gave  currency  the  other  day  - 
business  of  the  day  is  over ;  and  will  he 

state  why  the  early  delivery  was  I  Mr.  WALTER  LONG  :  I  can  only  deal 
abandoned ;  and  whether  he  will  arrange  I  with  this  matter  by  the  consent  of  the 
to  have  the  letters  delivered  at  the  House.  The  case  has  been  put  in  a  some- 
former  time.  |  what  unfair  way  as  regards  my  Answer. 

:  I  repudiate  the  suggestion  that  I  have 
Lord  STANLEY  :  It  is  the  fact  that  ■  communicated  false  information  to  the 
until  about  a  year  ago  mail  bags  were  des-    ™^^^-     I    communicated    the     report 
patched  to  EnniskUIen  from  the  places    ^  received  from  the  police. 

referred  to  at  about  midday,  but  it  was  ..      t/^tti.t  t^t^xx^/t^^t^ 

then  found  that  so  little  use  was  made  of  ^^'  ^^^N  REDMOND  :    I  made  no 

the  service  by  the  public  that  the  mainten-  Personal  accusation. 

ance  of  the  bags  was  not  warranted.     In-  _,      _,- .  _  ___  _  _  __  _.      „ 

structions  were  therefore  given  for  their  ^  ^^\  WALTER  LONG  :    Yesterday  a 


discontinuance,  and  I  regret  that  I  am 
unable  to  restore  them. 


Question  was  placed  on  the  Paper  by  the 
hon.  Member  asking  whether  further  in- 
formation had  been  received.    That  Qu  es- 

■Mr*.  v^^i.^  ...^  4.i.«  -D^^i;^^  '  ^^on  was  not  asked,  and  I  received  no  in- 

Mr.  Rociie  ana  tne  Felice.  i  ,  •      ,  •      xi.  ^  -^         j    ■    j  ^         ^ 

,  timation  that  it  was  desired  to  postpone 

Mr.  ROCHE  :  I  beg  lo  ask  the  it.  i  had,  therefore,  no  alternative  but 
Chief  Secretary,  m  accordance  with  I  to  follow  the  rules  of  the  House  and  cir- 
pnvate  notice,  whether,  having  -regard  culate  my  Answer  with  the  Votes.  I 
to  the  Answer  he  gave  on  Monday, !  cannot  now  read  again  an  Answer  based 
based  on  the  report  of  a  county  inspector  j  entirely  on  the  report  of  the  countv 
of  constabulary— an  Answer  impugning  '  inspector,  but  I  agree  that,  where  the 
the  veracity  of  a  Member  of  the  House—  personal  veracity  of  an  hon.  Member  is 
he  will  read  aloud  to  the  House  the  later  concerned,  it  is  desirable  that  the  utmost 
report  that  he  has  received,  from  the  r  publicity  should  be  given  to  any  state- 
inspector,  so  as  to  give  to  it  the  same  ment  on  the  subject.  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
publicity  as  that  given  to  the  first  state- '  ber  will  put  a  Question  on  the  Paper,  so 
™®^*'-  that  I  may  deal  with  it,  I  will  take  any 

I  opportunity  within  the  rules  of  the  House 

Mr.    DEPUTY-SPEAKER  :    I  doubt   to  see  that  the  utmost  publicity  is  given 
whether  it  would  be  in  order  to  read  |  to  my  Answer, 
aloud  an  Answer  which  has  already  been  I 

priated  and  circulated  with  the  Votes       Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND  :  I  understand 
this  morning.    It  would  not  be  desirable    that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  read 
to  give  Answers  a  second  time  in  this    the  inspector's  report  ? 
way. 

,      Mr.  WALTER  LONG:    There  must 
Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND :    The  matter  !  be   no   misunderstanding.     My  business 
is    of    the    gravest     importance,  as   it    is  to  make  a  reply  for  which  I  am  wholly 


involves  the  responsibility  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  repeating  false  information 
supplied  to  him  and  impugning  the  vera- 


responsible.  I  base  that  reply  on  the 
information  which  I  receive  from  the 
members  of  the  Executive  Government ; 


but  it  is  within  my  discretion  whether  I 
read  the  reports  that  I  receive  or  not- 


city  of  an  hon.  Member.     The  question 

is  not  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 

will  read  his  printed  Answer  to  the  House, 

but  whether  he  will  read  the  report  from  ,     Prime  Minister's  Speech  on  Imperial 

the  police  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle-  J  Defence. 

man  has  now  received,  and  which  bears  |     Sir  JOHN  COLOMB  (Great  Yarmouth) : 

out  in  substance  and  almost  in  detail  the    I   beg    to   ask   the    First   Lord   of  the 

statement  of  the  hon.  Member  for  East :  Treasury   whether   it    can   be   arranged 

Galway.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman    s  '  that  an  authorised  report  of  his  speech 

asked  to  do  so  in  order  to  give  as  much  I  on  11th  instant,  as  President  of  the  Com- 

publicity  to  this  second  report  as  to  the  '  mittee    of    Imperial    Defence,    shall    be 
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issued  to  Members  of  both  Houses  of  !  was  necessary  to  make  a  statement  this 
Parliament,    and    of    the    Indian    and  |  year. 
(Colonial    (Governments ;     and    also    cir-  i 

culated  in  all  naval  and  military  com-  Mr.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.) :  Will 
mands  ^or  purposes  of  general  infor-  ,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  consider  the 
mation.  possibihty,    in    case    decisions    of    im- 

portance are  arrived  at  by  the  Com- 
The  prime  minister  and  FIRST  •  mittee,  of  issuing  to  Parliament  a  state- 
tiORD  OF  THE  TREASURY  (Mr.  A.  J.  I  ^^^^  ^^  <^^«  broad  conclusions  by  means 
Balfour,  Manchester,  E.) :  If  my  hon.  of  a  Memorandum  similar  to  the  Mem 
friend's  suggestion  is  that  the  report  orandum  issued  on  the  Navy  and  Army 
oi  my  speech  should  be  made  into  a  Estmiates. 
print^    document    and    be    published  ' 

and  circulated  at  the  pubhc  expense,  Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  thmk  that 
I  think  that  would  be  a  novel  and  not  ]  Buggestion  is  well  worth  consideration. 
B   good  practice  to   set   up,     I   believe  ».i_    «.         ,       ^  ^.n 

that    long  custom  authoriL  that  pro- '  ^^^  Unemployed  BUL 

cedure  in  the  case  of  the  financial  state-  :  ^r.  KEIR  HARDIE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
ment  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  '  ^^^s*  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  he 
but,  en  the  whole,  we  should  do  well  to  !  is  a^are  that  arrangements  have  been 
confine  our  procedure  to  that  case  and    ^^^    ^^^    700    unemployed    workmen 


not  extend  it  If  I  am  able  to  revise 
the  speech  I  shall  be  glad  to  give  a  copy 
to  any  one  who  takes  an  interest  in  the 


in  Leicester  to  begin  a  march  to  London 
on  Sunday  next,  to  demand  work  from 
the  Government ;  and  that  arrangements 


subject.  *^®  ^^  progress  for  similar  demonstrations 

,  from  Glasgow,  Newcastle,  Leeds,  Liver- 

'  pool,  Manchester,  and  Birmingham  ;  anH 

Imperial  Defen^-Dwcuasions  in  whether,  in  view  of  the  hardship  which 

^       T/^TjxT  n^  rJSa^  '  T  V       X        1     <^^ese  men  and  their  wives  and  children 
Sir  JOHN  COLOMB :    I  beg  to  ask 

the  First  Lord  of   the  Treasury  whether 

he  will  consider  the  expediency  of  pro 


are  enduring,  he  will  take  the  Second 
Reading  and  the  remaining  stages  of  the 
Unemployed  Bill  on  an  early  date  so  as 


posing  some  method  by  which  the  House    ^  ^^^^^^  ^j^^^  ^he  measure  shall  become 
shall  be  put  m  possession  of  conclusions    j^^  ^^^^  g^^gj^^ 
apon   broad   principles   of   policy,    con- 
trolling   expenditure  and    arrangements        jyj^    ^   j   BALFOUR  :    I  have  heard 
for  Imperial  defence,  arrived  at  by  the  I  ^|  ^he  report  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
Committee  ol  Imperial  Defence,  before  ;  ^^^        ^^^  j  ^^  ^j  ^-.^^^^  that  the  ar- 

and  not  after  Vote  A  and  Vote  1  of  the  i^^^^^^^ts  of  this  House  in  regard 
Navy  and  Army  Estimates  are  dis-  -  ^o  its  own  busiaess  ought  not  to  he 
cussed  m  Committee  of  Supply.  modified  in  one  way  or  the  other  by  any 

;  external    demonstrations. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  agree  with  my  |  ^  .„    ,       •  , 

hon.  friend  in  thinking  that  as  far  as  this  ,  Mr.  KEIR  HARDIE  :  Wdl  the  right 
vear  is  concerned  there  might  have  '  ^o^-  Gentleman  reply  to  the  last  part  of 
been  a  distinct  convenience  in  having  *  my  Question— whether  he  will  take  the 
A  discussion  on  item  E  of  the  Treasury  i  Second  Reading  and  the  remaining 
Vote,  but  it  was  absolutely  impossible  !  stages  of  the  Unemployed  Bill  at  an 
to  carry  the  arrangement  out  this  year.  ,  early  date,  so  as  to  ensure  its  becoming 
Nor  do  I  see  how  it  can  be  carried  out  in  1*^  this  session, 
another  year  without  a  drastic  change 

in  our  procedure.  I  should  rather  Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  did  not 
deprecate  having  annual  discussions  on  ,  answer  the  last  part  of  the  Question 
these  large  questions  of  Imperial  de-  because  it  seemed  inseparably  bound  up 
ienoe  and  strategy.  I  deferred  my  with  the  first  part,  and  I  was  unwilling 
statement  as  long  as  I  could,  but  it  was  I  that  the  House  should  suppose  from  my 
<5lear  from  the  debates  on  the  Votes  ;  Answer  that  we  ought  -  in  the  smallest 
lor   the   Army   and   the    Navy   that   it  i  degree  to  be  influenced  by  the  facts  of 
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which  the   hon.   Member  has  given  an ! 
indication.    But  as  he  now  puts  a  separate  j 
Question,  I  may  assure  him  that  I  have  | 
every  desire  acd  expectation  of  seeing  this 
Bill  passed  into  law  this  sessioiA,  and  i 
should  regard  it  as  a  great  misfortune 
if  it  were  not  passed. 

Mr.  KEIR  HARDIE  :  Can  ther  right 
hon.  Gentleman  fix  a  date  for  the  Second  j 
Reading  ?  In  reference  to  the  right  hon.  , 
Gentleman's  deprecation  of  these  demon- 
strations, my  statement  was  that  it  is 
only  force  that  carries  any  measure 
through  this  House. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  take  exactly 
the  opposite  yiev»  to  the  hon.  GcTitleman. 
It  is  not  force  that  carries  measures 
through.  I  hope  it  is  a  reasoned,  cautious 
public  opiuior  ;  and,  in  my  judgment, 
any  such  demonstration  of  force  as  he 
describes  is  inimical  to  the  prospects 
of  the  Bill  becoming  law,  and  not 
favourable  to  them. 

Mr.  CROOKS  (Woolwich) :  Will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  exclude  from  his 
mind  the  consideration  whether  there 
are  any  demonstrations  or  not,  and, 
realising  the  need  for  this  Bill,  will  he 
give  us  a  simple  Answer  to  a  Question 
asked  in  a  law-abiding  way  ?  There  is 
no  more  force  about  this  than  there  was 
about  the  Brewers'  Bill. 


brought  about,  he  will  consider  the  possi- 
bility  of  at  once  withdrawing  it  ? 

Mr.  KEIR  HARDIE  :  I  will  repeat 
this  Question  at  an  e&rly  date.  Perhaps,, 
as  a  personal  explanation,  I  may  be  al- 
lowed to  say  that  I  am  not  advocating: 
force.  I  am  only  pointing  out  that 
these  men  have  grown  desperate,  and,, 
seeing  the  indilEerence  with  which  this 
measure  is  treated,  have  no  resource  but 
force. 

Mr.  FLAVIN:  Can  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  see  his  way  to  make  a  recom- 
mendation to  these  unemployed  poor 
people  to  withdraw  their  pennies  irom^ 
the  bank  of  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  North  Islington  ? 

Militia  BiU. 

Mr.  GRIFFITH  B08CAWEN  :  I  beg. 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  ot  the  Treasury  it 
he  can  now  state  when  the  Second  Read- 
ing of  the  Militia  Bill  will  be  t<aken. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  am  atraid  I 
cannot  fix  a  day. 


Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  did  not  hear 
of  the  brewers  marching  up  to  London. 

Mr.  SHACKLETON  (Lancashire, 
Clitheroe) :  The  brewers'  demonstration 
was  behind  you. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  can  assure 
the  hon.  Gentleman  that  it  was  not  I 
who  introduced  the  subject  of  these 
demonstrations,  but  the  hon.  Member 
who  put  the  Question,  as  he  will  find  if 
he  reads  the  Question.  The  hon.  Member 
cannot  ask  me  to  say  more  than  that  it  is 
my  earnest  hope  and  belief  that  the  Bill 
will  become  law  in  the  present  session. 

Sir  GEORGE  BARTLEY  (Islington, 
N.)  :  May  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether,  seeing  the  grave  evils  which  the 
introduction    of    this    Bill    has    already 


Local  Gtovemmeat  Board  Vote. 
;  «k  Mr.  ARTHUR  STANLEY  (Lancashire, 
Ormskirk) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord 
ot  the  Treasury  if  he  will  state  on  what 
day  he  will  take  the  discussion  in  Supply 
on  the  Local  Government  Vote. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  do  not  wish 
to  give  an  absolute  pledge,  but  I  hope  to 
be  able  to  take  this  Vote  this  day  fort- 
night. 

Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND  :  And  Irisk 
Supply  is  to  be  taken  this  day  week  i 

j      Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :    I  understand 
I  that  is  so. 

;  Beorganisation  of  the  Local  Gtovemment. 

Board. 

j  Sir  ERNEST  FLOWER  (Bradford, 
W.) :  To  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury if  he  can  now  state  whatjprogress 
has  been  made  in  the  proposed  reorganis- 
ation of  the  Local  Government  Board  ; 
and  if  he  could  indicate  to  the  House  the 
outline  of  the  changes  which  he  proposes 
should  be  made. 
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Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  hope  the  Bill  •     ♦The  CIVIL  LORD  op  the  ADMIR-* 
may  be  introduced  without  any  very  long    ALTY  (Mr.  Arthur   Lee,  Hampshire, 
delay.     It  is  in  an  advanced    state  ol    Fareham)  said  that,  in  view  of  the  modest 
preparation.  character  of  the  Estimate  this  year,  his 

remarks  would  be  brief.     The  efEective 
portion  of  the  Vote,  that  which  was  al- 
lotted to  actual  works,  showed  a  consider- 
BUSINESS    OF    THE    HOUSE.  able  decrease— £110,574.    The  only  items 

Sir  henry  FOWLER  (Wolver-  which  showed  a  substantial  increase  were 
hampton,  E.) :  Can  the  right  hon.  .  under  Naval  barracks,  General  Fleet 
Crentleman  state  what  the  business  will  Services.  This  increase  was  mainly  owing, 
be  next  week  after  Monday  ?  ■  to  the  new  quarters  at  Whale  Island 

and  the  provision  of  dep6ts  for  sub- 
Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  At  present  marine  boats.  There  was  also  a  small 
I  can  only  say  I  cannot  flatter  myself  increase  in  the  item  for  naval  armaments, 
we  shall  complete  the  Budget  Bill  on  which  was  due  to  the  provision  of  torpedo- 
Monday,  and  therefore  we  shall  have  ranges  at  Hong-Kong  and  Malta.  The 
to  take  it  on  Tuesday.  Perhaps  the  other  main  increase  was  for  grants- 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  ask  at  the  in  aid  of  works.  This  item  was  ac- 
rising  of  the  House  wM  regard  to  Wed-  counted  for  by  the  fact  that  the  New 
nesday.  South   Wales   Government   had   agreed 

to   provide,    free    of   cost,    the   storage 

accommodation  required  by  the  Navy 

DRLNKENNESS    (IRELAND)    BILL.       for  Victualling  services  in  Australia ;  but 

Reported,  with  Amendments,  from  the    '^\  ^^^  ^^^  convenient  to  them  to  pay 

Standing  Committee  on  Trade,  etc.  ^hat  sum  at  once  ;  and  as  the  Admiralty 

were  very  anxious  that  the  work  should 

Report  to   lie   upon   the   Table,   and  <  be  begun  at  once,  thej   had  agreed  to 

to  be  printed.     [No.  168.]  advance  the  money  in  the  first  place^ 

^.      .  i    th  i\'  I    th    '  *^®  whole  of  it  being  repaid  in  annual 

Q,     J.      ^  n  i.^        i.^vx/  I  instalments  spread  over  the  next  five 

fS)    1681  P"°*^- .  years.    With^these    exceptions,    every 

'      '         '-^  item  in  the    Vote  showed   a    decrease^ 

Bill   as   amended   (in  Standing  Com-  \  as   compared   with   the   Estimates   last 

mittee),  to  be  taken  into  consideration    year,  and  every  efEort  had  been  made 

upon  Friday,  26th  May,  and  to  be  printed,    to   reduce   the    expenditure    on    naval 

[Bill  225.]  works    to    the    lowest    possible    figure 

compatible    with    efficiency.     The    only 
other  salient  point  which  he  wished  to- 
SUPPLY    t7TH    Allotted    Day].  draw  attention  to  was  with  regard  to  the 

Considered    in   Committee.  administration  of  expenditure  undar  the 

Loans  Act.     In  agreement  with  a  desire 
(In  the  Committee.)  expressed  by  the  Committee  last  year,. 

I  arrangements     were    now    being    made 
[Mr.  Jeffreys  (Hampshire,  N.)  in  the    to  amalgamate  the  Works  Department 
Chair]  proper  and  the  Works  Loans   Depart- 

ment, and  by  this  means  he  hoped  that 
NAVY    ESTIMATES,    1905-6.  an   economy   of   about   £20,000   a   year 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,    would   be   effected. 
"  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £1,905,200,  \ 

be  granted  to  ffis  Majesty,  to  defray  Mr.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON  (Dimdee) 
the  Expense  of  Works,  Buildings,  and  said  he  did  not  complain  ol  the  brevity 
Repairs,  at  Home  and  Abroad,  including  of  the  remarks  o^  the  hon.  Gentleman : 
the  cost  of  Superintendence,  Purchase  \  indeed,  he  thought  he  would  follow  Jiis 
of  Sites,  Grants  in  Aid,  and  other  Charges  |  example  in  that  respect.  Probably ^the 
connected  therewith,  which  will  come  most  important  thing  in  his  statement 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  was  to  be  found  in  the  concluding  sen- 
ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March,  1906."      tences,  wherein  he  told  them  that  the 
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administration  under  the  Naval  Works 
}x)an  Act,  and  under  the  Naval  Works 
were  to  be  amalgamated.  The  original 
division  o^  responsibility  was  the  outcome 
of  ar  well  -  considered  scheme  having 
economy  for  its  object ;  and  yet,  although 
the  works  under  the  Loans  Act  had 
grown  more  extensive,  a  new  policy 
had  been  introduced,  and  it  had  been 
suggested  that  it  would  be  more  econo- 
mical to  return  to  the  old  system,  and 
to  have  the  statutory  works  as  well  as 
the  loan  works  under  the  same  super- 
vision. 

♦Mr.  ARTHUR  LEE  :  The  change,  in 
the  first  place,  was  not  made  on  the  ground 
of  economy  but  from  sheer  necessity,  be- 
cause the  Works  Department  of  the  day 
was  small  and  not  capable  of  dealing 
with  great  works.  Now  it  has  been 
gradually  built  up,  and  it  has  been 
possible,  as  well  as  compatible  with 
economy,  to  reduce  the  two  separate 
staffs  and  combine  them  into  one. 

Mr.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON  repeated 
his  suggestion  that  economy  was  the 
ground  put  forward  for  the  original 
change.  He  further  desired  to  know  when 
the  next  Naval  Works  Bill  would  be  in- 
troduced into  the  House.  It  was  about 
time,  he  thought,  they  got  information. 
He  forgot  whether  any  statement  had 
been  made  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  or  anyone  else  as  to  the 
anticipated  amount  that  would  be  asked 
for  under  the  new  Naval  Works  Bill,  and 
he  certaiuly  hoped  that  they  would  get 
the  information  of  the  total  estimated 
expenditure  during  the  financial  year 
just  beginning.  It  was  quite  true  that, 
apart  from  the  increase  in  annuities  and 
one  or  two  other  developments,  there 
had  been  a  decrease  in  the  normal  ex- 
penditure of  the  departmeut  amounting 
to  £110,000.  But  he  would  like  to  know 
whether  any  portion  of  that  reduction  wa^ 
attributable  in  any  way  to  the  new 
scheme  of  naval  policy.  He  "^ound  that 
in  the  case  of  Jamaica  there  was  a  con- 
siderable item  of  £105,000  for  a  new 
official  residence  there.  That  was  a  large 
amount  for  a  house,  especially  when  they 
remembered  that  Jamaica  was  specifically 
mentioned  in  the  last  Memorandum  as 
about  to  be  reduced  from  its  old  status. 
Why,  when  the  Admiralty  were  propos- 

*^r.  Edmund  Robertson, 


ing  to  degrade  Jamaica  from  its  present 
status  as  a  naval  station,  should  they  be 
asking  for  such  an  enormous  sum  for 
an  official  residence  ?  He  would  like 
further  to  know  whether  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  prepared  to  make  any  state- 
ment in  regard  to  what  was  being  done 
or  to  be  done  at  Rosyth  ? 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn  Regis) : 
An  undertaking  has  been  given  that  the 
sum  of  £200,000  already  voted  shall  not 
be  exceeded. 

Mr.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON  said  he 
was  afraid  he  could  not  accept  the  hon. 
Member  for  King's  Lyim  as  a  conclusive 
authority,  and  he  must  press  the  Admir- 
alty for  an  Answer  to  this  Question.  At 
any  rate,  could  they  confirm  the  hon. 
Member's  statement  ? 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said  that  in 
the  Report  on  the  Appropriation  Account 
it  was  specifically  stated  that  the  £200,000 
was  not  to  be  exceeded. 

♦Mr.  ARTHUR  LEE  said  his  hon. 
friend  was  quite  mistakeo.  They  were 
pledged,  certainly,  not  to  spend  more  than 
the  £200,000  voted  under  the  last  Loans 
Bill  during  the  existence  of  that 
Bill,  but  it  was  never  supposed  for  one 
moment  that  they  were  going  to  create 
a  naval  base  in  Scotland  for  the  total 
sum  of  £200,000.  That  sum,  or  the 
greater  portion  of  it,  had  been  spent 
mainly  on  the  purchase  of  the  site,  and  in 
due  course,  later  in  the  session,  when  the 
Loan  Bill  of  1905  was  introduced,  he 
would  lay  before  the  House  the  full  pro- 
posals of  the  Government  for  the  develop- 
ment of  the  site,  and  ask  the  sanction  of 
the  House  for  the  necessary  expenditure. 

Mr.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON  said 
he  believed  the  amount  paid  fot  the 
site  was  £170,000,  and  he  was  glad 
to  know  that  when  the  Naval  Works 
Loan  Bill  was  brought  in  they  would 
hear  a  little  more  as  to  the  inten- 
tions of  the  Admiralty.  He  accepted 
that  as  a  pledge  on  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
part  that  they  would  have  a  careful 
estimate  of  the  proposed  expenditure  on 
that  new  naval  base.  He  hope  that  the 
Naval  Works  Bill  would  be  produced  as 
early  as  possible,  and  that  they  would  be 
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given  as  much  information  at  the  present  *  the  countrv  by   this   monstrous   systeiA 

time  as  could  be  given,  so  that  they  might    of  Naval  Loans  Acts. 

get  some  intelligible  idea  as  to  the  extent        xt         i^  .       ,i 

of  the  naval  budget  thev  were  dealing    ,^^«'^,,  ^^    came    to     the     stateaient 

^.-1^1^  *  that     the     two    admimstrative     bodies 

,  were    to    be   amalgamated  —  the  Naval 

M     nTT>ai-wxT  T>i-k«TT  T;.a       j  i.i-  ^  I  Works   Loaus    and    the    administrative 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said  that  cer-  .^^c  tt^  ^- 1 
X  •  1    f  J-  i.-     i.  XI-  i.  '  Stan.     He    did 

tamly  his  memory  was  very  distinct  that    ^^,j^^,  ^j^^^    ^^^ 

the  Report  on  the  Appropriation  A.ccounts  |  ^^  •   ^^^^^^^^ 
and  the  Papers  connected  therewith  con-    •     t  •      ^.^.j 

tained  an  absolute  pledge  that  no  more  ^^orks  Loan,  ^Department""''  ins^d 
money  than  the  £200,000  already  voted ,  „f  ^ej  temporary,  was  to  be  made 
should  be  expended  It  was  his  surprise  pe^^nent.  He  saw  a  very  serious 
at  finding  that  which  caused  him  to  men-,  ^j^j^^^i^^  to  that  because  it  would 
tion  It  that  day  Now  he  understood  he  ^^^l3  ^^^^  ^^^^^  permanently  with 
was  entirely  misteken  and  possibly  the  i  ^^j^^j^  ^j^j^^  it  t^/b^^jj  ^„ti„.  ^^  ^^ 
oflScial  through  whom  that  assurance  was  ,  ^.^^j^  ^^^  ^j  ^^^^  ^^^  ,^^^  ^^^^ 

conveyed  was  also  mistaken     Were  they  ;  ^^.^^^  completed,  and  it  would  also  saddle 
to  take  It  that  the  expenditure  of  that '  ^u^     J^-.t    ....-^.i.     ; t«     i-u^ 


not  quite  understan  i 
not  done  before,  anl 
it  aroused  suspicioa 
Apparently    the    Naval 


£200,000  was  pply  to  apply  to  the  end  of 
the   pi*esent  year,  and,  if  so,  were   they 


the  country  with  pensions.  In  the 
alternative,  they  would  have  to  face 
this  position,  that  the  Admiralty  engaged 


to  have  some  tremendous  expenditure  ,  ^^  j^^^^^  conditions,  with  the  per 
corresponding  to  that  upon  ('Araltar  |  ^^^^^  advantages  of  permanent  Civil 
or  some  other  first-class  naval  base  ?  If  ■  servants,  this  staff,  when  they  profes- 
that  were  so,  he  looked  on  it  as  a  very  ^^  ^^^^  ^^j  ^  ^e  engaged  on  work 
serious  matter.     It  was  a  serious  adum-  ^  ° 

bration  of  the  intentions  of  the  Admir- 
alty in  regard  to  that  site.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Civil  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty must  be  aware  that  it  had  been 
generally  thought  that  Rosyth  was  to 
be  abandoned.  It  was  true  that  he  had 
denied  that  statement  within  the  last 
few  days,  but  they  were  left  for  some 
time  under  the  impression,  conveyed 
through  the  ordinary  chantiels  of  informa- 
tion— the  Press — that  an  alteration  had 
taken  place  in  the  policy  of  the  Admir- 
alty and  that  Rcsyth  was  to  be  aban- 
doned. Now  the}  were  told  that  it 
was  not  to  be  abandoned,  and  he  sup- 
posed they  were  to  have  an  expenditure 
of  some  millions  incurred  upon  it.  Of 
course,  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  would 
say  at  once  that  it  was  only  proposed  to  j  to7av;;;';ondu8ion7that  the  whole  oifthis 

"P^l^  T"  ^""^^  ""  *J^'^'*'**''  ^  i^**  svsteni  of  nival  works  by  loan  was  a  most 
£200,000,  he  would  make  no  further  I  ^o„3trou.<.  and  false  system,  and  that  in 
remarks,  but  if  the  outlay  was  to  amount ,  ^^^  ^^^  „{  j^^^^^j^  ^  tremendous  blunder 
to  some  millions,  he  assured  him  that  ^^^  ^een  made.  If  the  House  was 
the  proposal  would  meet  with  his  most  ^^  ^e  asked  for  a  large  sum  in  addition 
uncompromising  resistance  and  he  to  the  £200,000  alreadv  voted  he  certainly 
trusted  he  would  be  supported  by  hon.  ^^q^,^  ^^^  ^^Tongly  oppose  it. 
Members  on  both  sides  of  the  House  m  o  ^     ^  i. 


which  in  ite  nature  was  temporary,  and 
was  in  due  course  to  come  to  an  end.  If 
that  were  so,  it  indicated  a  determina- 
tion' on  the  part  of  the  Admiralty  to  go 
on  with  Naval  Works  Loans  Acts  for  an 
indefinite  period.  Surely  some  further 
explanation  wa?  required  in  regard  to 
that.  He  would  not  go  into  the  question 
of  Jamaica.  It  was  a  very  serious  one, 
but  it  was  only  one  among  many  ques- 
tions of  the  same  nature,  Why,  al- 
though the  Admiralty  wera  going  to 
abandon  that  station,  they  were,  never- 
theless, incurring  increasing  expenditure 
in  regard  to  it,  was  a  thing  which  ought 
to  be  inquired  iato.  Oi  course,  it  might 
be  they  were  only  fulfilUng  undertakings 
already  entered  into,  but  some  further  in- 
formation '  was     required.     He     wished 


opposing  the  creation  of  a  naval  base 
which  was  unnecessary,  which  was  stra- 
tegically false  and  mischievous,  and 
which  would  pro\e  an  enormous  addi- 


Mr.  THOMAS  SHAW  (Hawick  Burghs) 
said  he  took  some  interest  in  the  matter 
of  Rosyth  in  the  earlier  stages,  and  he 


tional  burden  to  that  now  placed  upon    thought  the  House  was  now  in  possession 


t-^ 


-■ M-^-  ^. 
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'of  one  of  the  most  important  intimations 
i;hey  had  ever  yet  had  in  regard  to 
naval  works.  He  understood  the  Civil 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  to  promise  the 
full  proposals  of !  he  Government  in  regard 
to  Ro8>th  when  the  Naval  Works  Bill 
•came  to  be  discussed. 

♦Mr.  ARTHUR  LEE  :  What  I  said  was 
i;hat  I  could  make  no  statement  about 
Rosyth,  as  re%ards  the  future,  until  the 
Naval  Works  Loans  Bill  was  introduced, 
^ut  that  I  would  lay  then  whatever 
proposals  the  Government  had  in  regard 
to  it  before  the  House. 

Mr.  THOMAS  SHAW  said  that  exactly 
illustrated  the  position  in  which  the  House 
of  Commons  stood.  He  did  not  think  his 
hearing  was  defective,  but  he  certainly 
had  understood  the  hon.  Gentleman  to 
promise  them  that  when  the  Naval  Works 
Bill  was  introduced  he  would  give  them 
the  full  proposals  of  the  Government. 
Now  they  were  told  they  were  only  to 
have  such  proposals  as  were  in  the 
mind  of  the  Government,  and  there 
was.  some  difEerence  in  that,  because 
then  they  would  only  have  the  pro- 
posals up  to  a  certain  extent.  The 
fact  was  that  the  Government  at  the 
-present  moment  did  not  know  what  it 
was  going  to  do  with  Rosyth  as  a 
naval  base.  It  had  entered  on  a  large 
transaction,  and  it  had  bought  pro- 
perty at  a  ridiculous  and  even  at 
a  scandalous  price  from  the  landed 
proprietor  —  it  had  paid  eighty-five 
years  purchase  for  that  tract  of  land. 
He  challenged  that  transaction  at 
the  time,  and  he  still  challenged  i 
as  a  notable  instance  of  how  the  Gov- 
-ernment  had  failed  to  use  its  Parliamen- 
tary powers  for  the  acquisition  of  land, 
and  had,  in  consequence,  had  to  pay  a 
much  higher  price  than  they  ought  to 
have  done.  He  did  not  lay  any  blame 
on  the  landed  proprietor,  because  having  a 
soft  Government  to  deal  with  he  had 
•extorted  a  very  substantial  price. 

He  would  like  to  explain  what  was 
the  local  position  in  regard  to  Ros3rth, 
and  he  wished  to  do  it  now  in  order 
that  it  might  not  be  said  when 
the  Naval  Works  Loan  Bill  came  for- 
ward   that    he    had    made  any  reser- 

Mr,  Thomas  Shaw. 


vation  in  regard  to  the  local  interests 
involved.  There  were  important  local 
as  well  as  national  interests  concerned. 
The  county  of  Fife  had  furnished  itself 
with  a  water  supply,  and  the  Government 
had  become  responsible  for  one-third 
of  the  cost  of  a  not  inconsiderable  water 
scheme  for  supplying  the  population 
which  was  to  be  at  this  naval  base. 
But  he  .wanted  to  know  where  was 
that  population,  when  was  it  to  be  there, 
would  it  be  there  within  this  decade 
or  the  next  decade  or  even  within  the 
next  generation  ?  He  believed  that,  un- 
less they  had  another  ridiculous  out- 
break of  Jingoism  in  the  country  it 
would  be  postponed  for  at  least  half  a 
century.  That  was  the  situation.  The 
base  had  been  projected,  but  the  works 
which  were  to  be  established  on  it  were 
now  going  to  be  postponed.  The  late 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  on  one  occa- 
sion spoke  of  Rosyth  as  an  eventual  base. 
He  would  like  to  know  what  was  meant 
by  that  ?  It  was  not  an  eventual  pur- 
chase of  the  site.  They  had  not  merely 
obtained  the  right  to  acquire  the  land 
and  to  hold  it  in  reserve.  The  locality 
were  led  to  believe  there  would  be  an 
increase  of  population,  and  the  county 
and  the  locality  arranged  their  business 
in  view  of  present  and  future  require- 
ments. If  the  statement  as  to  its  being 
an  eventual  base  had  been  made  at  the 
beginning  the  locality  would  not  have 
formed  the  expectations  as  to  the  increase 
of  the  population  which  it  had  been  led 
to  form,  and  would  not  have  made 
arrangements  on  the  assumption  that 
the  Government  meant  prompt  business. 
The  fact  was,  the  whole  of  this  trans- 
action was  a  sample  of  the  way  in  which 
the  Government  went  on.  It  was  a 
spendthrift  Government ;  it  mismanaged 
its  business ;  it  started  on  a  scheme 
and  then  found  that  it  was  not  suffi- 
ciently urgent  to  be  proceeded  with. 

He  held  a  very  strong  opinion  that  the 
whole  of  this  scheme  of  naval  works  was 
opposed  to  the  general  financial  system 
of  the  country.  When  the  Naval  Works 
Bill  came  forward  they  would  get  nothing 
but  vague  words  about  eventualities,  and 
the  one  fact  would  stand  out  that  the  land 
had  been  acquired  by  the  Government  at 
a  rate  only  justifiable  on  the  assumption 
of  instant  and  urgent  need. 
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Sib  JOHN  COLOMB  (Great  Yarmouth) 
6aid,  as  regarded  the  question  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  King's  Lynn,  he  thought  the 
hon.  Grentleman  had  overlooked  the  fact 
with  regard  to  Rosy  th  that  it  was  a  total 
Vote  of  £200,000^  and  it  was  taken  as  a 
total  Vote,  because  at  that  time  no  esti- 
mate either  as  to  time  or  money  could  be 
given  in  respect  of  it,  and  what  the  House 
complained  of  then  was  the  fact  that  the 
total  proposal  was  made  on  the  promise 
of  something,  the  effect  of  which  could 
not  be  foreseen.    He  entirely  agreed  with 
what  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Member 
for  Dundee  as  to  the  question  of  pro- 
cedure  in  this  House  and    the    policy 
Tmisued  with  respect  to  loans  for  works. 
He    thought    if  the  Navy   was   to  be 
sufficiently    economically     administered 
it  must  be  on  the  basis  of  broad  fact? 
and  broad  principles,  and  his  complaint 
was   that  they  could  not  get  from   the 
Admiralty  any  clear  statement  of  those 
principles  by  reason  of  the  methods  by 
which  this  House  was  approached    for 
money.    The  whole  thing  was  chopped 
tip  into  little  bits  and  they  were  never 
shown  the  whole  account.     He  was  sorry 
that  they  had  a  prospect  of  another  de- 
mand being  made  for  naval  loans,  following 
and  not  preceding  the  Naval  Estimates, 
on  this  Works  Vote.    He  did  not  think  it 
was  in  the  interest  of  the  Navy  or  in  the 
interests    of    the    Admiralty.     He  had 
«very  confidence  in  the  Admiralty  himself, 
and  had  had  for  many  years,  and  he  be- 
lieved they  did  work  on  broad  principles, 
but  they  were  open  to  the  suspicion,  and 
recent  facts  had  increased  the  suspicion 
he  had  before,  that  they  had  taken  action 
without  due  consideration  witb  regard  to 
this  matter.    The  House,  in  his  opinion, 
was  placed  in  a  very  difficult  position  for 
discussing  the  Works  Vote,  because  they 
had  not  the  whole  policy  of  the  Admiralty 
before  them. 

To  complete  his  observations  upon 
the  expenditure  upon  this  matter, 
he  might  say  that  the  Memorandum 
recently  issued  was  an  exposition  of 
the  world-wide  policy  which  would  have 
to  be  contemplated  by  this  country, 
yet  we  were  abolishing,  or,  rather, 
largely  reducing,  and  in  fact  taking 
the  ground  that  certain  bases  were  not 
necessary.    He  did  not  wish  to  go  over 

the  whole  of  them,  but  let  them  take 


the  case  of  Jamaica,  which  had  been 
mentioned.  The  House  would  recollect 
that  in  the  Memorandum  dealing  with  this 
distribution  of  bases,  the  West  Indian 
station  was  described  as  extending 
from  the  Eqiiator  to  the  Pole.  That  gave 
a  very  graphic  description  of  the  extent 
of  the  area,  and  they  must  remember  that 
in  that  area  the  operations  of  commerce 
and  trade  which  afiected  us  were  very 
^eat,  and  when  they  came  to  compare 
Rosyth  on  the  one  side  with  Jamaica 
on  the  other  there  was  something 
incongruous  in  the  position.  The  North 
Sea  was  not  large  when  they  considered 
the  very  small  area  of  the  German 
Ocean  and  all  the  waters  to  the  east- 
ward of  England  and  to  the  westward 
of  Europe  as  compared  with  the  area 
between  the  Equator  and  the  Pole.  It 
was  certainly  incongruous  when  they 
were  told  the  base  at  Jamaica  was  to  be 
abolished  because  it  was  not  wanted; 
that  in  these  days  of  steam  it  was  too 
near  England ;  but  that  when  they  came 
to  the  German  Ocean  the  contention 
of  the  Government  was  that  Portsmouth 
was  too  far  o£F,  and  that  another  base 
must  be  established  within  a  few  hours, 
steaming  distance  further  north.  He 
merely  mdicated  that  to  establish  his 
cantention  that  Our  naval  policy  must 
be  founded  on  broad  principles,  and 
based  on  a  broad  policy  which  had 
regard  to  the  whole  world  and  dealt 
with  large  areas.  Therefore,  this  question 
could  not  be  dealt  with  by  the  House 
unless  the  whole  policy  wa^  before  them. 

He  noticed  in  this  Vote  there  was  a 
charge  for  the  fifteenth  instalment  in  aid  of 
a  dock  at  Halifax.  Now  the  arrangements 
had  totally  altered  since  the  time  when 
the  last  Estimate  was  placed  before  the 
House  with  regard  to  the  lelations  of 
this  country,  and  of  the  Admiralty,  to 
Halifax.  So  far  as  the  garrison  there 
was  concerned,  the  Imperial  business  of 
providing  for  its  defence  was  to  betaken 
over  by  the  Dominion  Government,  and 
so  far  as  the  pohcy  of  the  Admiralty 
was  concerned,  it  was  to  reduce  ex- 
penditure and  to  create  a  s  ^rt  of 
cadre.  What  that  meant  he  did  not 
kuDW,  and  therefore  he  thought  the 
House  was  entitled  to  have  a 
real  explanation  of  the  meaning  that  was 
I  put  to  this  new  word  "  cadre, ^*  because  a 
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dock  was  part  of  the  appliances  necessary 
for  any  sort  of  naval  base.  They  were 
therefore  entitled  to  press  for  information 
fts  to  what  exactly  was  going  to  h«ppen 
under  this  system  of  cadre.  What  was 
<'Cung  to  happen  to  the  machinery  there  ? 
What  was  going  to  happen  to  the  dock  ? 
Who  was  to  be  responsible  for  its  upkeep  ? 
«nd  who  was  to  pay  for  it  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr.  Prftyman,  Suffolk,  Wood- 
bridge)  said  this  was  no  question  of  a 
dockyard.  The  dock  was  a  private  dock 
and  the  instalments  were  paid  in  order  to 
secure,  if  necessary,  the  prior  use  of  it. 

Sir  JOHN  COLOMB  said  he  was  per- 
fectly well  aware  of  what  his  hon.  friend 
stated,  but  whether  it  was  a  private  dock 
or  not,  the  fact  of  subsidising  it  was 
sufficient  reason  for  seeing  why  that 
arrangement  was  made  and  they  should 
have  once  and  for  all  some  ex- 
planation of  the  meaning  of  this  new 
word  cadre  as  applied  to  naval  bases. 
Another  point  on  which  he  desired  some 
explicit  information  was  the  item  of 
£88,000  for  buildings  on  Whale  Island 
for  thrt  accommodation  of  sub-lieutenants. 
Of  late  the  policy  of  the  Admiralty  had 
been  to  get  the  officers  and  men  more  on 
the  water,  more  often  afloat,  than  used 
to  be  the  case.  Was  it  not  the  fact  that 
our  ''  nucleus  of  crews  "  system  and  our 
new  rules  with  regard  to  the  d'stribution 
of  the  Fleet  as  it  affected  the  personnel 
had  not  had  the  effect  of  diminishing  the 
numbers  requ  ring  barrack  accommoda- 
tion? and  was  it  not  the  case  that  the 
Government  had  built  close  to  Whale 
Island  at  immense  cost  a  most  luxurious 
barrack  ? 

♦Mr.  ARTHUR  LEE  was  understood 
to  assent. 

Sir  JOHN  COLOMB  said  in  that  case 
he  wanted  to  have  it  clearly  proved  that 
this  expenditure  on  bricks  and  mortar  on 
Whale  Island  was  really  necessary.  He 
quite  admitted  that  a  great  deal  oi  time 
was  lost  by  young  officers  having 
to  go  from  the  Naval  College  right 
through  the  dockyard  to  Whale  Island, 
but  he  could  not  think  that  all 
this  expenditure  on  bricks  and  mortar 
was  necessary,  and  inasmuch  as  he  had 

Sir  John  Colamb, 


raised  his  voice  against  expenditure  of 
this  kind  for  many  years,  he  must  pre&s 
for  this  explanation.  What  he  wanted 
to  know  was  whether  the  result  of  the 
system  of  nucleus  crews  and  the  new" 
distribution  of  the  personnel  had  not 
reduced  the  occupation  of  barracks,  upon 
which  £2.500,000  had  recently  beea 
spent.  It  was  not  right  that  this  question 
of  naval  works  and  buildings  should  be 
dealt  with  in  a  piecemeal  fashion.  The 
whole  matter  should  be  placed  before 
the  House  and  an  opportunity  afforded 
of  fairly  considering  the  principles  of  the 
policy  upon  which  the  Government  were 
acting. 

♦Mr.  MoCRAE  (Edinburgh,  E.)  thought 
the  Committee  had  a  right  to  complain 
of  the  perfunctory  way  in  which  this 
Vote  h;id  been  introd uced.  No  one  would 
have  imagined  from  the  statement  of  the 
Civil  Lord  that  a  sum  of  £1,900,000  was 
involved.  In  1899  the  Vote  amoonted 
to  only  £730,000,  so  that  in  seven  yeara 
it  had  increased  nearly  three -fold.  The 
hon.  Member  would  probably  say  that  it 
was  largely  due  to  the  annuities  for  the 
payment  of  advances,  but  that  simply 
added  force  to  the  complaints  which  had 
been  made  against  the  policy  of  Naval 
and  Military  Works  Bills.  The  Estimate 
for  repayment  had  increased  from 
£630,000  last  year  to  over  £1,000,000 
this  year,  and  that  he  took  to  be  entirely 
due  to  expenditure  already  incurred  and 
debt  already  created.  If  that  were  so,  the 
indebtedness  on  account  of .  naval  works 
had  been  increased  during  the  year 
bv  £5,000,000.  This  was  borne  out  by 
the  National  Debt  Return,  which  showed 
that  the  outstanding  debt  under  Naval 
Works  had  grown  from  £11,000,000 
in  1904  to  £16,000,0^0.  He  submitted 
that  it  was  not  &ir  that  expenditure  of 
this  amount  should  be  made  after  the 
introduction  of  the  Estimates  for  the 
year.  The  Committee  was  now  con- 
sidering the  Naval  Estimates,  but  they 
had  not  yet  seen  the  Works  Bill  for  the 
expenditure  to  be  incurred  during  the 
present  }'ear.  That  was  bad  finance,  as 
it  did  not  give  the  House  any  idea  as  to 
the  expenditure  actually  to  be  incurred. 
A  further  reason  why  the  Naval  Wf  rks 
Bill  should  be  introduced  befoie  the 
Naval  Estimates  were  passed  was  that 
it  dealt  not  merely  with  new  works  but 
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with  the  completion  of  works  to  which 
the  House  was  already  committed.  The 
policy  of  dealing  piecemeal  with  naval 
expenditure  ought  to  come  to  an  end, 
and  the  Committee  ought  to  have  a  clear 
statement  of  the  responsibilities  to  be 
incnrr^  during  the  financial  year  before 
the  financial  year  began. 

Mb.  GIBSON  BOWLES  desired  to 
revert  to  the  statement  he  made  earlier 
in  the  afternoon.  He  remarked  then 
that  the  Admiralty  had  pledged  them- 
selves not  to  spend  more  than  £200,000 
on  Ros3rth,  but  the  representative  of  the 
Admiralty  denied  it.  He  had  now  the 
document  with  him  and  would  read  the 
evidence  of  Colonel  Raban  and  Major 
Pilkington  given  before  the  Public 
Accounts  Committee  in  190i,  and  the 
Treasury  Minute  thereon.  The  Committee 
asked — 

"In  that  wsy  we  are  giving  you  more  and 
more  latitude,  and  the  House  of  Commons  is 
baying  lees  controL" 

To  which  the  Admiralty  witness 
replied — 

"  At  Rosyth  yoo  gave  us  authority  to  under- 
take work  to  the  extent  of  £200,000,  and  no 
liability  has  been  incurred  beyond  the  £200,000. 
We  have  pledged  oursel/es  that  we  shall  not 
incur  liabilities  in  excess  of  that,  and  the 
Treasury  hold  us  to  that.  Xbat  is  the  obligation 
upon  us.'* 

The  Treasury  Minute,  dated  November 
3Qth»  1904,  dealing  with  this  matter 
stated— 

"The  Committee  express  the  opinion  that 
Parliament  should  not  be  asked  on  a  token 
Vote  of  a  few  thousand  pounds  to  commit  itself 
to  the  construction  of  a  new  work  of  which  the 
total  cost  may  run  into  millions  and  of  which 
not  even  an  approximate  estimate  is  submitted. 
My  Ix>rds,  whtle  entirely  concurring  with  the 
principle  of  the  Conmiittee's  observations,  do 
not  admit  that  in  practice  Parliament  has  been 
so  committed.  In  connection,  for  example,  with 
the  token  provision  of  £50,000  in  the  Nav»l 
Works  Act  of  1903  for  Chatham  Dockyard 
Extension,  my  liords  in  Treasury  Letter  of  June 
25th  last  stated  that  they  do  not  accept  the 
contention  that  Parliament  has  sanctioned  this 
service  in  principle,  further  than  to  provide  the 
above-mentioned  sum  for  preliminary  work. 
Similarly  with  regard  to  Rosyth  the  Admir- 
alty representative  before  the  Committee 
stated :  '  At  Kosyth  you  gave  us  authority  to 
undertake  work  to  the  extent  of  £200,000,  and 
no  liability  has  been  incurred  beyond  the 
£200,000.  We  have  pledged  ourselves  that  we 
shall  not  incur  liabilities  in  excess  of  that.' " 

Did  the  Admiralty  pledge  themselves 
to  that  now  t 
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Mr.  PRBTYMAN:  Certainly  not 
without  the  especial  authority  of  FarUa* 
ment. 

Mb.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said  that 
when  he  stated  that  the  Admiralty  had 
pledged  themselves  that  they  would  not 
incur  liabilities  beyond  £200,000  it  was 
denied,  but  he  submitted  that  he 
had  now  made  good  his  assertion. 
Of  course  if  the  Admiralty  got  further 
authority  from  Parliament  they  could 
incur  expenditure  of  £100,000,000  or 
£1,000,000,000.  The  Public  Accounts 
Committee,  the  Treasury,  and  the  official 
superiors  of  the  two  representatives  of 
the  Admiralty  on  the  Treasury  Bench, 
had  stated  that  Parliament  was  not  to 
be  considered  as  committed  to  a  large 
expenditure  on  a  mere  token  Vote  of 
£200,000.  To  placate  the  Committee 
the  Admiralty  witnesses  stated  that  they 
had  not  incurred,  and  would  not  incur, 
liabilities  beyond  the  £200,000,  and  when 
the  hon.  Gentlemen  below  him  came — 
if  they  dared  to  come — ^and  asked  for 
an  expenditure  of  three,  four,  five,  or 
six  million  pounds  on  Rosyth,  he  would 
call  upon  their  official  superiors  and  the 
Treasury  to  make  good  the  pledge  they 
had  given  with  regard  to  the  £200,000. 
His  belief  was  that  the  difficulties  which 
this  House  might  interpose  in  the  way 
of  the  execution  of  the  lunatic  scheme 
for  a  naval  base  at  Rosyth  would  be  as 
nothing  compared  with  those  that  the 
Admiralty  would  meet  with  when  they 
went  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 

Mr.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON  said  he 
was  startle  1  by  the  statement  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  King's  Lynn  that  the 
Admiralty  had  pledged  themselves  never 
to  spend  more  than  £200,000  at  Rosyth. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES:  I  did  not 
use  the  word  '*  never." 

Mr.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON  said 
that  no  Department  could  pledge  them- 
selves to  incur  liabilities  beyond  the 
amount  sanctioned  by  Parliament.  It 
was  true  that  at  the  time  of  the  purchase 
of  the  Chilian  warships  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  committed  an  act 
of  illegality  behind  the  back  of 
Parliament,  and  he  had  to  come  to 
Parliament    for    an    indemnity.      The 
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language  used  by  the  Treasury  aud 
quoted  by  the  hon.  Member  for  King's 
Lynn  was  not  quite  of  the  same 
character  aa  that  now  used  by  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty.  This  was 
an  important  financial  question,  and  it 
now  appeared  to  have  become  a  Treasury 
matter.  If  thd  statement  which  had  been 
read  as  to  the  Treasury  policy  in  regard 
to  this  matter  had  any  other  meaning 
to  that  given  by  the  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  the  House  ought  to  know 
whether  there  was  any  other  interpreta- 
tion to  be  put  upon  it  besides  that  which 
had  been  stated  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
King's  Lynn.  This  being  a  Treasury 
matter,  and  the  Treasury  having  given 
a  pledge  to  one  of  the  Committees  of 
the  House,  he  appealed  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  let  the  representatives  of 
the  Treasury  know  in  order  that  they 
might  inform  the  House  what  their  policy 
was. 

Mr.  PRETYMAN  said  that  the  state- 
ment read  out  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  King's  Lynn  was  given  by  the  witness 
in  answer  to  a  question.  He  did  not 
think  this  was  a  point  on  which  it  was 
necessary  for  the  Treasury  to  intervene, 
for  there  was  nothing  whatever  behind 
the  answer.  It  merely  emphasised  the 
fact  that  the  Admiralty,  with  or  without 
the  Treasury  authority,  had  no  intention 
of  doing  anything  which  would  put  them 
during  the  currency  of  the  present  Loan 
Bill  to  any  expenditure  beyond  the 
£200,000  authorised  by  Parliament. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  (Perthshire,  E.) 
said  that  the  hon.  Member  for  King's 
Lynn  had  not  gone  into  the  whole 
matter  of  these  token  Votes,  because 
three  such  Votes  had  been  taken.  It 
was  clear  from  the  answer  given 
before  the  Public  Accounts  Commit- 
tee that  the  House  was  not  committed 
to  construct  either  the  Rosyth  or  the 
Chatham  docks.  The  Admiralty  were 
bdund  not  to  exceed  in  two  years 
£200,000  for  Rosyth.  As  a  matter  of 
fdCt  they  had  not  exceeded  that 
amount  at  Rosylh,  but  they  had  exceeded 
the  amount  voted  in  the  two  other  token 
Votes.  For  the  coastguard  naval 
stations  £50,000  was  taken,  but  the 
Admiralty  spent  £89,000,  and  they  had 
to  go  to  the  Treasury  to  permit  them  to 
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exceed  the  £50,000,  and  the  Treasury 
gave  them  permission.  The  Chatham 
Dock  extension  was  an  exact  parallel  to 
the  Ros3rth  case,  for  they  got  permis- 
sion to  spend  £50,000,  but  they  actually 
incurred  liabilities  amounting  to  £70,000. 
The  Admiralty  again  went  to  the 
Treasury,  but  this  time  the  Treasury 
stood  out  ag<iinst  their  demand.  He 
wished  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  how  he  reconciled  that  with  the 
statement  contained  in  the  Paper  issued 
that  morning  with  regard  to  the 
Chatham  Dock  extension.  This  form 
of  finance  was  a  very  bad  one,  and  they 
had  often  protested  against  it,  and  he 
hoped  there  would  be  an  alteration  in 
the  mode  of  drawing  up  Loan  Bills  which 
had  been  adopt^  by  the  present 
Government. 

He  was  disappointed  with  the  meagre 
statement  made  by  the  Civil  Lord 
in  introducing  this  Vote.  The  funda- 
mental objection  they  took  to  this 
method  of  procedure  was  that  they 
had  not  really  before  them  anything 
tike  the  full  proposals  of  the  Government 
with  regard  to  the  naval  works  of  the 
year.  What  was  put  before  them  was  a 
mere  fraction  of  the  expenditure  upon 
the  naval  works  with  which  they  were 
dealing.  They  were  not  only  without 
details  as  to  the  sum  to  be  taken,  but 
also  as  to  the  actual  amount  to  be  taken. 
He  suggested  that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  should  conform  to  the  practice 
of  his  predecessors  and  tell  them  what 
amounts  were  wanted  for  military  and 
naval  works  during  the  present  year,  so 
that  they  might  know  what  were  the 
obligations  of  the  country  in  this  respect. 
The  Admiralty  had  not  only  departed 
from  the  system  of  making  a  full 
statement,  but  they  had  also 
adopted  the  practice  of  introducing 
their  Bills  later,  when  the  House  could 
not  give  them  the  consideration 
they  deserved.  This  was  a  Vote  which 
he  should  like  to  see  largely,  increased  in 
order  that  the  &)untry  might  be  made 
aware  of  what  was  actually  being  spent. 
For  the  year  ending  March  31st  this 
year  they  had  spent  £t*i,500,000  in  naval 
works,  and  that  made  an  expenditure 
durirg  the  year  of  £5,000,000  for  naval 
works.  Let  them  assume  that  the 
expenditure  under  this  heading  for  the 
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cunent  yelkr  would  be  thd  B&me  as  in  the 
paat  year*  In.  that  case  if  they  really 
wanted  to  realise,  what  the  country  was 
being  called  upon  for  naval  works  they 
would  find  that  it  was  rot  £2,000,000 
they  were  voting,  but  £5,500,000.  Why 
should  the  Government  conoeal  this 
matter  from  the  consideration  of  the 
House?  It  was  all  due  to  the  mis- 
chievous system  of  introducing  this  form 
of  loan  expenditure. 

In  many  cases  there  was  no  distinction 
whatever  between  the  character  of  the 
expenditure  under  the  Loan  Acts  and  the 
expenditure  in  the  Navy  Estimates.  There 
were  certain  very  large  works  for  which 
there  might  be  some  justification  in  asking 
that  the;|^  should  be  carried  out  by  loan 
and  repaid  after  a  considerable  period  of 
years,  but  anyone  who  examined  the 
Loans  Act  would  find  that  there  was 
expenditure  of  an  identical  character 
both  under  the  Naval  Estimates  and 
under  the  Loans  Act.  The  Admiralty 
asked  for  £40,000  or  £50,000  in  the 
Estimates  for  dredging,  and  he  observed 
that  last  year  they  spent  £120,000  for  the 
same  purpose  under  the  Loans  Act. 
Why  should  these  two  charges  be  separ- 
ated ?  Why  should  not  boSi  be  charged 
on  the  annual  Votes  ?  It  had  been 
stated  that  the  charge  in  one  case  was 
in  regard  to  the  construction  of  a  new 
docl^ard,  and  that,  therefore,  the  Admir- 
alty were  justified  in  charging  the  ex- 
penditure to  the  Loan  Fund.  That 
reason  would  not  stand  criticism  for  a 
moment  in  view  of  what  should  be  the 
-control  of  the  House  of  Commons  over 
the  expenditure  of  the  taxpayers'  money 
for  certain  specific  purposes.  There  were 
no  hospitals  on  the  Loan  Fund.  Why 
should  they][all  be  on  the  annual  Vot^ 
and  none  on  the  Loan  Fund  ?  Barracks 
were  sometimes  on  the  Loan  Fund  and 
sometimes  on  the  Votes.  There  was  a 
certain  amount  of  torpedo  expenditure 
in  the  loan  account  and  another  amount 
in  the  Vote  now  before  the  Committee. 
Why  should  not  the  whole  sum  for  these 
specific  purposes  be  included  in  one  item  ? 
For  many  years  past  there  had  been  an 
item  for  coaling  stations  in  various  parts 
of  the  world,  but  there  was  none  this 
time.  He  was  naturally  a  little  suspicious 
at  the  disappearance  of  that  item.  Did  it 
mean  that  there  was  no  longer  to  be  any 
sum  asked  for  coaling  d3p5ts  at   home 


and  abroad  1  Did  it  mean  that  they 
policy  of  the  Admiralty  in  this  matter 
was  to  borrow  the  money  in  future  ? 
That  would  be  a  ste^  in  the  wrong  direc- 
tion. He  was  beginning  to  hope  that  they 
were  retracing  their  steps  in  the  right 
direction. 

The  extravagance  of  which  he  com- 
plained tended  to  a  confusion  of  the 
accounts  and  made  it  impossible  for 
the  House  of  Commons  really  to  under- 
stand what  was  being  taken  out  of  the 
taxpayers*  pockets  for  different  specific 
purposes.  It  also  introduced  laxity  of 
control.  An  item  was  introduced  one 
year  in  the  Votes,  and  the  work  to  which 
the  money  was  to  be  applied  was  not 
constructed,  or  only  half  constructed, 
and  then  the  item  disappeared  from 
the  Votes.  The  House  of  Commons 
did  not  notice  these  omissions  from  the 
Votes,  but  a  year  or  two  afterwards  they 
found  that  the  items  had  been  transferred 
to  the  Loan  Fund.  Could  anything  be 
worse  tlian  that  ?  He  instanced  the  case 
of  a  store  which  was  to  be  erected  at  the 
Cape  at  a  cost  of  £2,000.  It  disappeared 
from  the  Estimates,  and  they  afterwards 
learned  from  the  Comptroller  and  Auditor- 
General  that  the  charge  was  transferred 
to  the  Loan  Fund.  It  was  ridiculous 
that  this  rich  country  when  erecting  a 
trumpery  store  at  a  cost  of  £2,000  should 
not  pay  outright  instead  of  spreading  it 
over  a  number  of  years.  When  the  Vote 
now  before  the  Committee  was  under  dis- 
cussion a  couple  of  years  ago  he  pressed 
the  then  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  for 
detaib  of  an  item  in  regard  to  the  pur- 
chase of  land.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
replied  that  it  would  be  very  inexpedient 
to  give  the  information  because  it  might 
spoil  the  market.  He  could  not  help 
agreeing  with  that  contention.  They 
now  found  that  the  Vote  included,  among 
other  things,  £4,000  for  the  purchase  of  a 
church  and  parsonage  at  Portsmouth. 
It  might  be  very  right  and  proper  that 
there  should  be  for  the  benefit  of  the 
seamen  and  others  a  churdi  and  parson 
age,  but  he  should  hke  to  ask  why  this 
charge  was  put  on  the  Votes.  In  the 
Vote  they  were  discussing  to-day  there 
wclC  items  for  two  churches,  and  the 
Committee  had,  therefore,  an  opportunity 
of  expressing  their  opinion  about  them. 
It  was  originally  proposed  to  pay  for  the 
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ohurch  and  parsonage  at  Portsmouth  out 
of  money  included  in  the  Estimates.  He 
did  not  know  for  what  reason  the  charge 
was  taken  out  of  tEe  Votes  and  put  on 
the  Loan  Fund.  The  church  and  par- 
sonage at  Portsmouth  were  now  to  be 
purchased  for  £5,000,  and  the  payment 
of  the  money  was  to  be  spread  over  thirty 
years.  The  whole  thing  was  to  be  charged 
to  the  extension  of  Portsmouth  Dockyard. 
Was  that  a  fair  and  honest  way  of 
treating  the  House  of  Commons  t  He 
thought  the  whole  of  this  system  ought 
to  be  done  away  with,  and  that  they 
should  return  to  the  former  practice  of 
the  House,  which  was  to  put  the  Naval 
Works  expenditure  on  the  Votes  of  the 
year.  There  were  some  signs  that  the 
Government  were  disposed  to  take  steps  in 
that  direction.  There  were  considerable 
sums  for  new  works  now  included  in  the 
Votes  which  three  or  four  years  ago 
would  have  been  put  on  the  lioan  Fund. 
This  showed  that  the  promise  given  by 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  two  years 
ago  was  beginning  to  bear  sonoe  fruit. 
The  promise  was  that  in  the  Naval  Loans 
Bill  for  the  future  no  new  works  would 
be  introduced.  Here  they  had  new 
works  on  the  ,Vote  for  the  year,  and  it 
seemed  as  if  they  were  returning  to  a 
saner  system  for  the  future.  He  hoped 
there  would  be  presented  to  the  House 
at  an  early  date  the  Naval  Works  Bill  in 
order  that  they  might  be  able  to  examine 
the  details,  and  have  an  opportunity  of 
considering  them  in  all  their  bearings. 

As  to  the  dockyards  at  Jamaica,  Halifax, 
and  Esquimault,  hon.  Members  would 
observe  that  the  columns  with  regard  to 
personnel  in  the  Estimates  were  blank, 
but  there  was  still  to  be  a  stalE  retained 
at  Bermuda.  The  garrison  at  Bermuda 
was  very  largely  reduced,  and  he  thought 
the  Committee  should  get  from  the  Civil 
Lord  a  statement  of  what  was  proposed 
to  be  done  there  in  future.  What  was  the 
policy  of  the  Government  with  regard  to 
all  these  dockyards  in  future  !  From  a 
statement  made  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  it  appeared  that  the  amount 
expended  on  naval  works  during  the 
ten  years  ending  March  31st,  1904,  at 
Bermuda,  Halifax,  Jamaica,  and  Esqui- 
mault  was  £609.000.  That  was  in  addi- 
tion to  the  military  expenditure  at  these  j 
places,  which  was  very  great  indeed.  They  ' 

Mr,  Buchanan. 


were  now  told  that  after  all  this  expendi- 
ture these  bases  were  practically  to  be 
given  up.  There  was  no  charge  in  the 
Vote  for  caretakers,  and  he  wished  to 
know  how  the  buildings  and  works  were 
to  be  kept  in  proper  repair  unless  there 
was  a  staff  to  look  after  them. 

Mr.  JOHN  DEWAR  (Inverness)  said 
he  wanted  to  know  what  the  Admiralty 
were  doing  in  regard  to  the  erection  of 
batteries  in  the  Western  Highlands  for 
the  training  of  the  men  of  the  Volunteer 
Naval  Reserve.  He  understood  that, 
notwithstanding  previous  promises,  no 
progress  had  been  made  •  with  them, 
although  they  had  been  started  three 
years  ago  by  the  Admiralty.  More  than 
600  Naval  Reserve  Volunteers  had 
joined  there  and  had  no  facilities  for 
training  in  gunnery. 

'^Mr.  ARTHUR  LEE  said  that  the 
whole  question  of  batteries  for  the  Naval 
Reserves  in  the  Western  Highlands  and 
elsewhere  was  now  under  consideration. 
The  hon.  Member  f  orjDundee,  speaking  of 
the  amalgamation  of  the  Works  Loan 
Department  and  the  Works  Department, 
was  under  a  misapprehension.  He  said 
that  the  Works  Loan  Department  was 
created  for  the  purposes  of  economy. 
That  was  not  so.  It  was  created  because 
the  Works  Department  was  not  large 
enough  to  deal  with  all  the  great  works 
which  were  contemplated  under  the  Works 
Loans  Acts,  and  it  was  necessary  to  re- 
lieve that  department  of  a  portion  of  this 
work.  The  new  department  created  was 
only  of  a  temporary  nature  to  be  main- 
tained during  the  progress  of  the  loan 
works.  He  was  sure  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  not  object  to  a  mcdification  of  that 
policy  in  the  interests  of  economy,  when 
the  Works  Department  was  sufficiently 
reinforced  as  to  be  able  to  take  over  the 
supervision  of  all  these  works. 

Mr.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON :  Who 
is  now  Director  of  Works  ? 

Mr.  ARTHUR  LEE  said  that  the 
change  had  not  yet  come  into  effect, 
but  the  director  was  to  be  Colonel 
Raban.  The  present  engineer-in -chief 
was  Sir  Herry  Pilkington,  and  his 
department  would  be  gradually  reduced 
duihig  the  current  year  and  finally  closed 
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by  March  3l8t.  The  Director  o!  Works 
would  thea  have  sole  responsibility, '  and 
there  would  be  a  saying  of  about  £20,000 
on  stafE  expenses.  Ho  was  not  disposed 
to  miarrel  ^ith  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dundee  when  he  said  that  it  was  an  un- 
fortunate thing  that  the  entire  expendi- 
ture for  the  year  for  naval  works  was 
not  all  shown  under  one  head.  On 
the  other  hand,  neither  he  nor  the 
present  Gtoverament  were  responsible  for 
introducing  this  system  of  Loan  Bills.  It 
was  introduced  oy  the  Government  of 
which  the  hon.  Gtentlemau  was  a  Member. 
He  confessed  he  did  not  hold  it  up  to 
admiration.  It  had  been  suggested 
that  the  Loan  Bill  for  the  next  two  years 
should  have  been  introduced  before  this 
time.  He  was  very  anxious  that  it 
should  be  introduced  as  early  as  possible ; 
but  it  was  not  for  the  Admiralty  to 
settle  the  order  of  the  business  of  the 
House.  Moreover,  a  great  many  of  the 
details  had  not  yet  been  approved,  but 
he  hoped  that  it  would  be  introduced 
at  an  early  date.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Dundee  asked  whether  the  reduction  on 
Vote  10  this  year  was  in  any  way  due 
to  the  new  naval  policy.  Certainly  it 
was.  It  was  obvious  that  the  mere 
closing  of  some  of  the  naval  stations 
abroad  mu?t  effect  a  reduction  in  repairs 
and  maintenance,  and  in  the  staff  kept 
up  at  these  ports. 

♦Mb.     EDMUND    ROBERTSON:     I 
wanted  to  get  an  example. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  LEE  said  that  theclosing 
of  Halifax  necessitated  a  reduction  of  the 
staff.  It  was  said  that  if  Jamaica  was 
going  to  be  given  up  as  a  station  why  was 
it  that  they  were  going  on  spending  money 
there.  They  were  under  contract  obliga- 
tions in  regard  to  particular  buildings 
which  were  nearly  finished ;  and  he  was 
sure  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  admit 
that  it  would  be  the  very  worst  policy 
to  leave  houses  without  a  roof  if  they 
could  be  completed  at  a  compara- 
tively small  expense,  so  that  they 
oould  be  disposed  of  in  the  open 
market  or  transferred  to  the  Colonial 
Government.  He  was  not  able  at  that 
moment  to  indicate  to  the  House  any- 
thing with  regard  to  the  future  expenditure 
on  Roayth.  The  hon.  Member  for  King's 
Lynn  talked  of  the  stupendous  expendi- 


ture on  Rosyth  and  asked  how  was  ib 
that  the  rumours  of  the  abandonment  of 
that  naval  base  had  not  been  contra- 
dicted. Well,  if  the  Admiralty  were  to 
spend  their  time  in  contradicting  or  veri- 
fying all  the  rumours  that  appeared  in 
the  papers  in  regard  to  naval  policy,  it 
would  be  difficult  to  proceed  with  their 
ordinary  business.  He  asked  the  Com- 
mittee to  be  patient.  He  could  promise 
that  when  the  Loans  Bill  was  introduced 
the  Admiralty  would  be  in  a  position  to 
give  full  information  with  regard  to  the 
expenditure  on  Rosyth.  The  hon. 
Member  for  King's  Lynn  said  that  the 
Works  Department  was  not  a  big  enough 
or  strong  enough  body  to  deal  with  all 
these  wotks.  That  department  had 
been  gradually  built  up  until  a  su£Bicient 
number  of  officers  had  been  trained  to 
carry  out  the  works  under  the  Naval 
Loans  Act.  An  increasing  proportion  of 
the  works  under  loan  had  been  carried 
out  by  the  Works  Department;  and 
when  the  p^rsonnd  of  the  Works  Depart- 
ment was  sufficiently  strong  to  take  over 
the  whole,  economy  would  be  effected.   ) 

♦Mb.  GIBSON  BOWLES:  Are  the 
appointments  to  the  Loans  Works 
Department  temporary  or  permanent  ? 

Mb.  ARTHUR  LEE  said  that  in 
neither  the  Works  Department  nor  the 
Works  Loans  Department  were  all  the 
officers  permanent.  Many  were  taken  on 
temporarily  when  work  was  pressing, 
and  discharged  when  work  was  slack. 
He  could  not  really  gather  what  was  the 
true  attitude  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Hawick  Burghs  in  regard 
to  Rosyth.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man seemed  to  be  running  with  the 
hare  and  hunting  with  the  hounds. 
He  was  outraged  at  the  vast  expendi- 
ture incurred  in  connection  with 
Rosyth,  and,  on  the  other  hand,  he  was 
outraged  that  his  friends  in  Scotland 
were  not  receiving  all  the  benefit 
they  anticipated  from  the  creation  of  a 
naval  base  in  the  waters  of  the  Firth 
of  Forth.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentlemap  spoke  of  an  "  eventual  naval 
baso^'  at  Rosyth  and  condemned  them 
because  they  had  bought  the  land  for  it. 
That  was  surely  a  logical  sequence  of 
events.     If  a  gentleman  bought  a  site 
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for  a  house  he  hoped  he  paid  for  it 
before  he  proceeded  with  his  intention 
to  build  a  house.  He  did  not  see 
that  there  was  any  ground  for  criti- 
cism of  the  Admiralty  because  they  had 
purchased  a  site  suitable  for  a  naval 
bas^.  His  hon.  and  gallant  friend  the 
Member  for  Great  Yarmouth  had  joined 
the  chorus  against  the  Loans  Bill. 

Mr.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON  said 
that  the  schedule  should  be  representa- 
tive of  the  Estimate. 

*Mr.  ARTHUR  LEE  said  that  he  did 
not  think  that  that  was  the  practice  of 
the  hon.  Member  himself  when  in  office. 

MR.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON  said 
that  his  Party  was  not  allowed  to  remain 
in  office  long  enough. 

*Mr.  ARTHUR  LEE  said  that  his  right 
hon.  friend  the  Member  ior  Great 
Yarmouth  stated  that  there  was 
no  more  necessity  for  Loans  Bills. 
There  was,  however,  a  number  of 
arrears  to  be  disposed  of,  and  then 
he  hoped  that  the  system  of  Loans  Bills 
would  be  abandoned,  and  that  all 
expenditure  would  be  shown  on  the 
Estimates.  As  regarded  the  Halifax 
Dock,  also  mentioned  by  his  right  hon. 
friend,  the  Admiralty  had  the  use  of 
the  dock  without  any  responsibility  for 
its  upkeep  and  the  maintenance  of  the 
machinery.  That  obviated  the  necessity 
of  providing  a  separate  dock.  His  right 
hon.  friend  also  wished  to  know  what 
the  expenditure  was. 

Sir  JOHN  COLOMB  said  that  his 
request  for  information  was  based  on  a 
broader  principle. 

*Mr.  ARTHUR  LEE  said  that  he 
thought  it  would  be  out  of  order  to  enter 
on  the  general  question  of  naval  policy. 

Sir  JOHN  COLOMB  said  his  point  was 
the  cost  of  repairs  at  Halifax. 

•*Mr.  ARTHUR  LEE  said  that  the 
arrangem2nt  was  that  the  care  and  pre- 
servation of  the  buildings  and  of  all  the 
appliances  should  be  undertaken  by  local 
authorities,  either  the  Royal  Engineers 
or  the  Colonial  Works  Department. 

Mr,  Arthur  Lee. 


Sir  JOHN  COLOMB  asked  whether 
the  cost  would  be  voted  by  the  House  or 
borne  by  the  Canadian  Government. 

♦  Mr.  ARTHUR  LEE  said  that  the 
repairing  work  would  be  carried  out  when 
possible  by  the  Royal  Engineers,  and 
the  charge  would  naturally  fall  on  the 
Vote  before  the  Committee.  The  charge 
had  only  been  incurred  from  the  31st 
March  last;  and  it  was  impossible  to 
show  the  details  at  the  present  moment. 
He  hoped,  however,  that  the  detaUs 
would  be  shown  in  future  years. 

Sir  JOHN  COLOMB  asked  if  the 
Royal  Engineers  were  doing  naval  work. 

• 

*  Mr.  ARTHUR  LEE  said  that  at  the 
moment  he  was  not  able  to  answer 
that  Question.  His  right  hon.  friend  also 
objected  to  certain  expenditure  at  Whale 
Island,  but  that  was  not  incurred  in 
connection  with  gunnery  courses  solely, 
but  because  the  quarters  were  required 
for  other  courses. 

Mr,  WHITLEY  (Halifax)  asked  why 
£4,003  was  spent  before  the  work  was 
authorised  by  the  Hous3. 

♦Mr.  ARTHUR  LEE  said  it  was  a  special 
case.  It  was  an  emergency;  and  the 
expenditure  was  incurred  with  the  full 
sanction  of  the  Treasury. 

Mr.  WHITLEY  asked  if  the  Treasury 
were  informed  that  the  total  expenditure 
would  be  £45,000. 

*Mr.  ARTHUR  LEE  said  that  the 
Treasury  agreed  to  the  whole  expendi- 
ture. As  regarded  the  argument  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Edinburgh,  they 
all  recognised  that  expenditure  should 
only  be  incurred  with  the  full  sanction  of 
Parliament.  Sufficient  money  had,  how- 
ever, been  sanctioned  for  two  years ;  and 
the  Admiralty  were  accordingly  in  no  way 
exceeding  their  powers.  No  new  items 
had  been  included.  A  definite  pledge 
had  been  given,  not  only  by  the  represen- 
tatives of  the  Admiralty,  but  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  on  that 
point.  The  hon.  Member  for  Perthshire 
said  that  he  wished  the  Vote  would  be 
increased.  Such  a  remark  was  rarely 
heard  fron^   hon.    Gentlemen   opposite. 
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He,  himself,  agreed  to  the  extent  that  he 
should  be  very  glad  to  see  the  whole  of 
the  works  expenditure  shown  and  dis- 
cussed together  under  the  one  head. 
With  regard  to  the  coaling  depots  which 
had  been  referred  to,  there  was  no 
mystery  about  their  disappearance  from 
the  Estimates.  Haying  been  completed 
no  further  expenditure  was  required  upon 
them;  and  they  were,  accordingly,  re- 
moved from  the  Vote. 

*SiRCHARLE8DILKE(Gloucester8hire, 
Forest  of  Dean)  said,  before  goiug  into  the 
question  which  was  the  subject-matter  of 
the  discussion,  he  should  like  to  ask 
whether  the  new  buildings  for  the  accom- 
modation of  the  Explosives  Committee 
were  connected  with  the  experiments  that 
were  being  carried  on  by  the  Committee 
to  discover  a  less  erosive  form  of  cordite 
powder.  The  erosive  quality  of  the 
cordite  was  admitted,  and  they  were  told 
last  year  that  experiments  had  been  made 
and  that  already  they  hai  led  to  an 
improvement  of  the  cordite  powder. 
That  was  a  statement  of  a  rather  specu- 
lative, but  somewhat  reassuring  character, 
and  there  was  naturally  anxiety  upon 
the  point,  because,  although  he  should  not 
be  in  order  in  alludipg  to  the  life  of  the 
1 2-inch  guns^  every  one  knew  that  it  was 
very  short  owing  to  the  erosive  quality  of 
the  cordite  powder  used. 

He  thought  they  were  in  a  more  hopeless 
and  muddled  position  than  they  had  ever 
been  in  before  in  regard  to  the  conflict 
between  the  Works  Vote  and  the  Naval 
Works  Bill.  Th3  confusion  which  had 
always  existed  had  been  increased  by  the 
sudden  and  complete  change  of  policy 
on  the  part  of  the  Oovemment. 
His  hon.  friend  the  Member  for  Dundee 
was-  right  in  his  contention  as  to  the 
character  of  the  first  Loan  Bill  introduced 
by  a  Liberal  Government.  It  was  to  be 
an  annual  Bill,  and  a  Beturn  was  to  be 
laid  annually  before  Parliament.  The 
items  had  a  wholly  different  signification 
when  they  were  supplied  every  year  from 
that  which  they  had  when  they  were 
supplied  every  two  years.  The  arrange- 
ment had,  therefore,  become  hopelessly 
confused,  and  no  one  knew  where  they 
stood  as  between  the  Loan  Acts  and  the 
Works  Vote.  The  Civil  Lord  had  ad- 
mitted that  he  could  not  anticipate  the 


statement  that  would  be  made  later  in 
the  session  on  the  introduction  of  the 
Loan  Bill  because  the  policy  of  the 
Government  was  not  yet  settled. 

The  fact  that  the  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment was  not  yet  settled  affected  the  ques- 
tion of  Rosyth.  The  charge  against  the  Ad- 
miralty, in  which  the  whole  House  joined, 
was  that  they  paid  a  very  high  price  for  the 
land  at  Rosyth  as  an  emergency  measure 
for  which  no  case  could  be  made  out.  Dif- 
ference of  opinion  came  in  when  they 
came  to  consider  the  ultimate  future  of 
Rosyth.  He  admitted  that  in  the  ulti* 
mate  future  it  would  not  be  possible  to 
rely  on  Portsmouth  and  the  Solent,  and 
even  on  Portland,  as  we  had  relied  upQU 
them  in  the  past.  We  should  have  to 
look  forward  to  removing  some  of  our 
establishments  from  the  Channel  because 
of  the  rapidly  increasing  dangers  to  navi- 
gation in  the  Channel  in  time  of  war. 
But  that  was  a  case  for  deliberation  and 
the  discussion  beforehand  of  all  the 
considerations  involved,  and  there  Wjis 
no  case  for  a  sudden  purchase  and  the 
payment  of  an  extravagant  price.  It 
was  no  secret  that  the  Admiralty  would 
have  gone  on  with  the  Rosyth  scheme 
some  time  ago  if  the  Treasury  had  con- 
sented to  it,  but  it  was  not  a  question 
for  the  Admiralty.  The  change  of  policy 
would  involve  great  expenditure,  and 
it  was  therefore  a  policy  in  regard  to 
which  the  Treasury  would  have  a  pre- 
ponderating voice.  He  was,  therefore, 
convinced  that  in  the  Naval  Works  Bill 
the  proposals  in  regard  to  Rosyth, 
although  they  might  involve  large  ulti- 
mate expenditure,  would  not  involve  any 
large  immediate  expenditure.  The  con- 
fusion on  this  occasion  was  increased  by 
the  absence  from  that  House  of  any 
member  of  the  Cabinet  who  could  give 
authoritive  expression  to  the  views  of  the 
Cabinet  on  these  questions.  If  Lord 
Goschen  were  still  in  this  House  and  had 
been  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  he 
would  have  given  to  the  House  an  ex- 
pression of  opinion  which  would  have 
satisfied  the  Committee,  not  perhaps  that 
he  was  right,  but  that  he  understood 
what  he  was  doing.  They  had  not 
that  expression  this  evening.  That 
was  not  due  to  want  of  ability  on 
the  part  of  hon.  Members  on  the  Front 
Bench,    but    to  the  want   of  authority 
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which  they  could   not  in  their  position 
command. 

The  confuflion  between  the  Works 
Vote  and  the  Loans  Bill  was  illustrated 
by  the  fact  that  the  list  of  dockyards 
now  before  the  House  was  inexplicable 
without  reference  to  the  other  list.  Why 
was  Wei-hai-Wei  counted  as  a  dockyard  ? 
The  whole  range  of  these  Votes  would 
have  to  be  considered,  and  they  would 
have  to  start  afresh  on  all  this  works  ex- 
penditure. There  was  one  item  not  in  this 
Estimate  at  all,  an  item  that  he  thought 
was  very  important  to  this  Estimate. 
Jamaica  was  in  but  Bermuda  was  out. 
Why  was  it  the  name  of  Bermuda 
did  not  appear  in  the  list  ?  Was  it  the 
policy  of  the  Government  to  abandon 
Bermuda  ?  He  did  not  know  what  the 
future  of  Bermuda  was  to  be  and  what 
expenditure  was  justified.  Owing  to  the 
position  in  which  they  were  placed  it  was 
hopeless  for  them  to  obtain  any  real  in- 
formation in  regard  to  this  Vote.  All 
they  could  do  was  to  insist  that  the 
Admiralty  should  clear  their  minds  as  to 
their  policy  and  should  make  a  frank 
statement  of  their  policy  to  the  House. 
The  Committee  would  expect  that  if  they 
passed  this  Works  Vote  the  Admiralty 
would  come  under  an  undertaking  to  make 
a  statement,  upon  the  introduction  of  the 
Works  Bill,  in  the  presence  of  representa- 
tives of  the  Cabinet  and  the  Exchequer 
of  the  intended  policy  with  regard  to 
dockyards  and  naval  stations  abroad* 
The  Committee  were  dealing  with  the 
matter  in  a  piecemeal  way  which  was 
unworthy  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
They  could  not  come  to  any  proper 
conclusion  on  the  present  occasion,  and 
if  the  Vote  were  passed  to-day  it  would 
be  on  the  understanding  that,  as  on 
previous  occasions,  a  statement  would  be 
made  and  an  opportunity  for  a  proper 
discussion  afforded  at  a  later  period. 

Mr.  PRETYMAN  said  it  would  not  be 
in  order  to  enter  upon  the  question  of 
policy  at  any  lensth;  but,  though  he 
could  not  speak  with  authority  on  matters 
of  policy,  he  thought  he  mi^ht  say  a  few 
words  to  induce  the  Committee  to  pass 
the  Vote.  The  policy  in  regard  to  naval 
stations  might  be  shortly  stated.  We 
had  stations  in  all  parts  of  the  world, 
acquired  where  possible  to  meet  as  far  as 
they  could  be  foreseen  naval  e3dgencie8  in 

Sir  Charles  Dilke, 


naval  operations,  hiving  regard  to 
possible  enemies  and  our  own  resources. 
When  the  bases  at  Jamaica,  Halifax. 
TrincomaJee,  and  Esquimalt  were  created, 
naval  necessities  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Cabinet  and  the  Admiralty  required 
under  the  then  conditions  that  they 
should  be  maintained  as  bases  that  would 
probably  be  used  in  the'  event  of  war. 
They  were  therefore  equipped  for  the 
repair  of  ships,  and  ships  were  kept  at 
these  stations  and  were  available  at  all 
times.  What  had  now  happened  was 
that,  as  a  matter  of  policy  in  regard  to 
preparation  for  instant  war,  they  were 
not  considered  likely  to  form  part  of  the 
field  of  operations  and  come  into  use 
upon  a  declaration  of  war,  and  therefore 
ships  were  no  longer  based  upon  these 
particular  stations,  though  they  visited 
them.  When  ships  were  not  based  there 
it  was  no  longer  necessary  to  keep  up 
expenditure  for  equipment.  Facilities 
were  there  with  permanent  structures 
and  maohineryi  but  if  they  were  not  for 
present  use  there  was  no  object  in  spend- 
ing money  in  maintemince,  but  they 
would  be  available  if  in  any  particular 
warlike  operatiODS  it  became  necessary 
to  use  them  as  a  temporary  base*  It 
had  been  seen  during  the  present  war 
that  the  Japanese  and  Russian  fleets 
had  used  improvised  temporary  bases. 
If  the  requirements  of  the  British  Navy 
demanded  the  use  of  a  station  as  a  base, 
the  plant  would  be  there,  and  it  would 
be  equipped ;  but  it  was  not  suggested 
that  immediately  on  the  outbreak  of  any 
war,  without  consideration  of  require* 
ments,  we  should  immediately  eend  out 
re-equipment.  The  right  hon.  Baronet's 
criticism  would  be  justified  if  that  were 
intended.  It  was  not  the  intention. 
The  Admiralty  believed  it  would  not 
be  an  economic  policy  to  spend  money 
on  the  maintenance  of  a  base  simply 
because  we  had  it,  if  they  did  not  believe 
it  would  be  likely  to  be  required  for  war, 

'^SiR  CHARLES  DILEE  said  there  were 
such  questions  as  trade  routes  and  food 
supplies  to  be  considered,  and  the  whole 
of  the  previous  policy  of  the  Admiralty 
was  concerneda  but  these  questions  could 
not  now  be  debated. 

Mr.  PRETTMAN  said  he  was  merely 
stating  that,  from  the  point  of  view  h^ 
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had  taken,  the  right  hon.  Baronet's 
*criticiams  were  justified.  He  was  now 
endeavoarin^  to  state  what  the  Ad- 
miralty pohc7  ^^i  ^^^  ^^0  giounds 
upon  which  it  rested,  to  justify  sane- 
ton  to  the  Vote.  Bermuda  was  re- 
tained as  a  naval  base,  but  the  number 
of  sliips  based  there  would  be  less  than 
formerly;  and  therefore  the  expenditure 
upon  the  Bermuda  establishment  was 
reduced  in  proportion  to  the  use  to  be 
made  of  it.  As  to  the  purchase  of  Bosyth, 
with  great  respect  for  the  op  nion  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  he  found  a  difficulty 
in  understanding  what  he  meant  when 
be  objected  to  the  sadden  purchase. 

*SiR  CHARLES  DILKE  said  he  meant 
the  element  of  suddenness  as  it  appeared 
to  have  affected  the  price. 

VLb.  PKETTMAN  did  not  admit 
that  it  had, 

^SirCHARLES  DILKE  understood  that 
the  high  price  had  been  defended  on  the 
ground  of  the  necessity  for  the  sudden 
purchase. 

Mr.  PBETYMAN  said  he  had  never 
put  forward  any  such  suggestion.  The 
price  was  the  best  that  could  be  obtained 
by  private  treaty,  and  information  and 
experience  at  the  disposal  of  the  Govern- 
ment confirmed  their  view  that  resort  to 
arbitration  would  not  have  been  in  the 
interests  of  economy.  The  purchase  was 
made  as  part  of  a.  settled  policy,  and  the 
Admiralty  believed  that  a  base  at  that 
particular  point  in  the  North  Sea  would 
have  many  advantages.  He  agreed  with 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  as  to  the 
dangers  of  the  narrow  seas  in  time  of 
war,  but  Bosyth  would  be  more  exempt 
from  those  dangers  than  Chatham. 

*SiR  CHARLES  DILKE  :  But  the 
choice  did  not  lie  entirely  between  Chat- 
ham and  Rosyth. 

Mr.  PRETYMAN  said  that  all  these 
points  were  fully  considered  before  the 
Admiralty  came  to  a  decision. 

Mr.  MUNRO  FERGUSON  (Leith 
Burghs)  said  the  difficulty  which  many 
Members  felt  in  agreeing  to    this  Vote 


was  not  merely  with  regard  to  the  dis- 
tribution of  the  Fleet  and  the  abandon- 
ment  of   certain  coaling  stations,   but 
the  absence  of  control  on  the  part  of 
Parliament   over   this    Works    Vote    in 
connection  with  expenditure  under  Loans 
Acts.    The  control  of  Parliament   was 
purely    fictitious;     there    wan    no    real 
control.    They  did  not  even  know  where 
certain  branches  of  expenditure  were  to  be 
found — whether  they  would  be  met  out 
of  yearly  revenue  or  out  of  loans.    A 
longer  statement  from  the  Civil  Lord  to 
the  Admiralty  would  not  put  the  matter 
altogether  right.    Parliament  would  not 
have  any   real  control  over    the  money 
spent   under   loans   unless    effect   were 
given  to  the  pious  opinion  of  the  Civil 
Lord   in   favour   of   having   the   entire 
works  expenditure  properly  estimated  and 
laid  before  Parliament,  so  that  it  could 
be  considered  as  a  whole.    These  Loans 
Acts   could   not   be   entirely   dispensed 
with.    If   the   works   at    Bosyth    were 
proceeded  with  the  expenditure  would 
doubtless  come  under  an  Act  of  this 
,kind.    He  was  not  urging  the  expendi- 
ture at  Rosyth  because   it   represented 
a  certain  advantage  to  Scotland ;    he 
believed  that  on  the  whole  the  Admiralty 
were  taking  a  right  course ;  but,  if  the 
works  were  continued,  there  would  be 
a  continuance  of  the  hopeless  confusion 
which  now  existed,  and  he  regretted  that 
there  had  been  no  member  of  the  Cabi- 
net   present   to   observe   the   profound 
dissatisfaction  which  existed  in  the  House 
with    the    present   system   of   granting 
Supply  to  the  Admiralty  without  any 
proper   Parliamentary  control   over   its 
expenditure    He  believed  that  the  best 
way   of   controlling   expenditure   would 
be  by  a  Joint  Committee  of  the  Treasury 
and  the  House  specially  charged    with 
the  work.    There  ought  to  be  a  special 
Committee  formed  for  that  purpose.    If 
they    were  satisfied  that  tiie  country 
was  getting  value  for  its  money,  which 
he  did  not  believe  was  so  in  all  cases, 
these  debates  would  be  very  much  cur- 
taUed.     He  had  always  supported  the 
Navy  proposals    of   the    Government, 
but  he  felt  very  much  the  responsibility 
of  joining   and   acquiescing  in  the  ex- 
penditure of  these  huge  sums  without 
adequate  control.    It  was  the  fashion 
now    to    accuse    Parliament    of  being 
extravagant,    but,  in   regard   to  Votes 
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]ike  this,  the  Government  were  encourag- 
ing extiavagance  by  not  giving  the  House 
adequate  means  of  securing  efi&ciency 
and  economy  in  the  expenditure  of  the 
country.  There  was  extravagance  in 
not  having  modem  machinery  in  some  of 
the  dockyards. 

♦Mr.  ARTHUR  LEE  :  May  I  say  that 
we  are  remedying  that  under  this  very 
loan  expenditure? 

Mr.  MUNRO  FERGUSON  said  that 
he  joined  in  a  vote  against  one  of  the 
churches  in  this  Act  not  long  ago  because 
he  thought  that  church  was  not  needed, 
and  because  he  thought  the  existing 
accommodation  was  adequate  for  the 
religious  discipline  of  the  troops.  He 
thought  also  that  the  expenditure  upon 
barracks  had  been  extravagant.  At  any 
rate,  he  thought  those  who  were  respon- 
sible for  this  enormous  expenditure  when 
economy  was  so  urgently  required  were 
not  justified  in  agreeing  to  this  system  of 
presenting  public  accounts  without  enter- 
iug  a  strong  protest  against  it.  In  no 
country  in  the  world  did  they  find  so  un- 
businesslike a  control  over  finance  as 
they  did  under  this  particular  Vote.  He 
thought  if  they  had  a  strong  Committee 
they  would  be  able  to  evolve  some  sound 
system  of  finance. 

'  Mr.  JOHN  HOWARD  (Kent,  Faver- 
sham)  said  he  desired  to  ask  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty  two  Questions.  In  the 
first  place  had  the  Admiralty  decided 
to  remove  the  School  of  Gunnery  from 
Sheerness  to  Chatham  ;  and,  secondly, 
he  wished  to  know  when  the  Torpedo 
School  to  take  its  place  was  going  to  be 
started  at  Sheerness  ? 

Mr.  black  (Banffshire)  said  a  two- 
fold complaint  had  been  made  of  the 
present  system  of  the  Admiralty,  and 
the  Civil  Lord  had  given  the  Committee 
an  assurance  that  the  system  complained 
of  would  not  be  repeated.  He  asked 
what  hindered  the  introduction  of  the 
Naval  Works  Loan  Bill  at  an  earlier 
period  of  the  session,  and  prevented 
the  Bill  being  considered  on  previous 
occasions.  There  appeared  to  be  some 
doubt  in  the  mind  of  the  Admiralty 
regarding  their  policy  towards  naval 
works.     He  hoped  that  the  Government, 

Mr.  Munro  Ferguson. 


having  been  squeezed  by  a  landlord  in 
Rosyth,  would  not  now  be  bullied  by 
their  supporters  into  abandoning  what 
was  considered  an  advantageous  policy, 
viz.*  the  establishment  of  a  naval  base 
in  the  northern  parts  of  these  islands, 
and  concentrating  the  base  of  the  Fleet 
in  these  islands  instead  of  its  being 
scattered  all  over  the  world.  He  should 
not  like  it  to  go  abroad  that  they  ob- 
jected to  the  general  policy  of  estab- 
lishing a  naval  base  at  Rosyth.  Their 
objection  to  the  policy  of  the  Admiralty 
in  this  instance  was,  first,  that  they  paid 
far  too  much  money  for  the  site,  and 
secondly,  that  they  bought  the  site  far 
too  early,  and  in  advance  of  their  require- 
ments. The  justification  advanced  by 
the  Government  for  paying  the  high 
price  of  eighty  -  five  years  purchase 
was  that  there  was  a  feuing  value  of  the 
land.  He  had  been  there  personally 
and  investigated  the  matter,  and  he 
found  that  the  total  feuing  value  was 
to  be  measured  by  one  year's  purchase. 
The  Government  had  paid  two  and  a- 
half  times  as  much  as  they  would  have 
paid  had  the  matter  gone  to  arbitration. 

The  hon.   Member  for  Inverness  had 
referred  to  Naval  R3serve  batteries  and 
the  Civil  Lord  had  told  them  that  the 
matter  was  under  the  consideration  of 
the  Admiralty.    He  hoped  that  before 
the  debate  was  concluded  they  would 
have  some  indication  from  the  Admir- 
alty as  to  their  policy  with  regard  to  the 
Naval  Reserves.    It  was  a  branch  of  the 
service  which  it  was  very  desirable  to 
encourage.    It   enabled    persons    skilled 
in  handling  ships  and  in  seafaring  mat- 
ters to  train  during  the  time  they  were 
not  engaged  in  their  occupations,  so  that 
they  had  in  this  system  the  best  form 
of   civilian  contribution    to  the  Navy. 
He   hoped    that   the    Admiralty  would, 
in  establishing  Naval  Reserve   batteries 
in  the  future,  follow  the  seafaring  popu- 
lation.   In  one  case  the  Admiralty  had 
failed  to  do  this,  but  it  was  to  be  desired 
that  future   batteries   should   be   estab- 
lished in  the  centre  of  a  seafaring  and 
fishing  population.    He  noticed  that  a 
sum  of  £6,000  was  put  down  for  dredging 
at  Wei-hai-Wei.    That    expenditure  was 
surely    a     little    premature    as    matters 
at  present  stood  in  the  Far  East.    He 
understood   that  our  tenure   there   wa§ 
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somewhat  pr^arious,  and  that  when 
matters  settled  down  at  the  end  of  the 
present  war  there  would  be  room  for  con- 
siderable readjustment  in  the  Eastern  Seas. 
He  hoped  that  some  satisfactory  reason 
would  be  forthcoming  for  this  expenditure 
at  Wei-hai-Wei,  because  he  understood 
that  the  place  had  been  practically 
abandoned  for  naval  purposes.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Leith  Burghs  had 
referred  to  the  item  for  churches  on 
these  Estimates.  He  hoped  to  have 
some  assurance  that  these  churches 
would  not  be  allowed  to  go  from  the 
control  of  the  Admiralty;  and  that 
they  would  be  left  free  for  occupation 
by  any  religious  bodies  that  found  it 
necessary  to  use  them,  and  would  not  be 
set  apart  for  the  exclusive  use  of  any  one 
communion. 

Sir  JOHN  COLOMB  asked  whether 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  was  pre- 
pared to  give  the  Committee  the  items 
of  the  reductions  due  to  the  change  of 
naval  policy.  The  proposals  in  regard 
to  Esquimault  and  Halifax  disclosed 
to  his  mind  most  clearly  that  the  Ad- 
miralty were  shutting  their  eyes  entirely 
to  the  development  of  sea  war  power 
in  the  United  States.  This  disclosed 
a  grave  state  of  things.  He  thought 
the  hon.  Grentleman  would  find  that  the 
Admiralty  were  deliberately  leaving  out 
of  contemplation  the  contingency  that 
might  arise  owing  to  the  fact  that  at 
present  the  increase  of  naval  war  power 
was  going  on  in  the  United  States  and 
not  in  Europe. 

Mr.  BENN  (Devonport)  said  it 
seemed  to  him  that  they  should  not  pass 
this  Vote  unless  they  had  a  littile  more 
information  as  to  the  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment with  regard  to  shipbuilding.  If 
there  was  to  be  a  fundamental  change 
of  policy  with  regard  to  shipbuilding, 
that  was  to  say,  if  the  shipbuilding  yards 
were  to  be  turned  into  repairing  shops, 
that  change  would  afEect  the  works  for 
which  they  were  asked  to  vote  money 
at  this  moment. 

The  DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN :  T  think 
that  should  come  up  on  another  Vote. 

Mr.  BENN  said  one  of  the  items  in 
the  present  Vote  had  to  do  with  the 


foundations  for  machines,  and  that  was 
the  very  point  to  which  he  was  directing 
the  attention  of  the  Committee.  If 
the  policy  which  was  foreshadowed  in 
Lord  Selbome's  Memorandum  obtained, 
it  must  largely  affect  the  nioney  they 
were  asked  to  vote  with  regard  to  these 
works.  His  concern  arose  out  of  the 
statement  by  Lord  Selborne  that  the 
first  business  of  the  Royal  dockyards 
was  to  keep  the  Fleet  in  repair,  and 
that,  accordingly,  the  amount  of  new 
work  allotted  to  these  dockyards  should 
be  subordinated  to  these  matters.  The 
Committee  ought  to  know  before  they 
voted  this  money  whether  the  policy 
of  the  Government  was  to  maintain 
these  yards  as  shipbuilding  yards  as 
heretofore. 

The  DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN  :  I  think 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  remarks  must  come 
on  another  Vote. 

Mr.  WHITLEY  moved  a  reduction 
of  £510,  which  was.  the  amount  pro- 
posed to  be  spent  on  Wei-hai-Wei. 
There  was  also  on  the  Estimates  an  item 
of  £6,000  for  works  to  be  carried  out  at 
that  place.  He  thought  it  was  time  that 
this  make-believe  was  put  a  stop  to.  Of 
course  they  all  knew  that  Wei-hai-Wei 
had  been  an  immense  mistake.  The  Gov- 
ernment had  acknowledged  it.  It  was  at 
first  intended,  they  were  told,  to  be  used 
as  a  great  fortified  station  in  the  Far 
East,  and  it  was  to  be  a  set-off  against 
the  taking  of  Port  Arthur  which  the 
Grovernment  had  allowed  to  go,  but  to 
which  result  they  largely  contributed 
by  the  withdrawal  of  the  British  ships 
then  at  Port  Arthur.  He  did  think 
it  was  time  to  remove  all  expenditure  at 
Wei-hai-Wei  from  the  Estimates.  They 
had  been  told  once  or  twice  that  this 
was  to  be  used  as  a  health  resort  in  the 
Far  East — a  bathing  establishment  for 
officers  or  something  of  that  kind.  Of 
course  they  all  knew  what  that  meant. 
It  was  an  easy  way  for  the  Government 
to  let  themselves  down  and  to  prevent 
them  confessing  the  huge  mistake  they 
had  made.  Now  they  had  practically 
given  up  this  policy  of  bluff.  Rosyth 
was  practically  the  same  thing.  The  Gov- 
ernment went  in  for  Rosyth  in  response 
to  certain   German    newspapers    which 
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were  making  a  great  fuss.  Now  the 
Government  had  got  over  their  fit  of  the 
blues  and  were  going  in  for  a  more  reason- 
able policy  in  naval  matters.  Therefore 
let  them  make  a  clean  sheet  and  remove 
this  kind  of  thing  from  the  Estimates. 
The  sum  of  £510  was  not  large,  and  it 
could  not  do  much  good.  There  was 
one  man  at  Wei-hai-Wei  at  £1  per 
week.  He  did  not  know  whether  he 
was  an  Englishman  or  a  Chinaman,  or 
whether  living  was  particularly  cheap 
in  that  part  of  the  British  Empire,  but 
it  was  very  small  remuneration.  Why 
could  not  the  Government  have  the 
courage  to  strike  oft  the  item  and  ac- 
knowledge that  it  was  a  great  mistake 
to  make  such  a  flourish  of  trumpets. 
It  was  practically  annexing  a  slice  of 
China,  and  who  knew  how  much  that 
had  to  do  in  bringing,  about  the  Boxer 
trouble  and  the  present  war  in  the  Far 
East  as  well.  It  was  certainly  lending 
a  hand  in  the  scramble  that  began  for 
territory  in  China  at  that  time.  Now 
that  they  had  abandoned  their  original 
policy  there  they  ought  to  take  the  item 
cS   the   Estimates. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  Item  A  (Salaries  and  Allowances 
of  Superintending  Officers  and  others)  be 
reduced  by  £510."— (Mr.  Whitley.) 

R  Mb.  BRIGHT  (Shropshire,  Oswestry) 
said  it  could  not  be  supposed  that  Wei- 
hai-Wei  was  a  strength  to  the  Empire. 
If  it  was,  they  must  spend  more  money 
on  it.  There  had  been  too  much  or  too 
little  spent  on  it  during  the  time  they  had 
had  it.  He  thought  the  Government 
might  be  congratulated  on  the  fact  that 
these  Estimates  were  £1,000  less  than 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  ifi  reply 
to  a  Question  said  they  would  be.  What 
was  the  use  of  spending  any  money  at 
all  on  this  place  ?  Nobody  supposed 
that  it  could  be  made  a  really  strong 
place  by  the  expenditure  of  a  few  thousand 
pounds  a  year.  The  particular  Vote 
which  they  were  objecting  to  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  was  in  regard  to  <]Lredging, 
the  amount  to  be  spent  being  £6,000. 
He  should  like  to  know  to  what  depth 
the  dredging  was  to  be  undertaken 
and  what  advantage  was  to  be  gained 
by  it.  Was  it  for  naval  or  commercial 
purposes  ?     He    understood    that    as    a 
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commercial  port  it  was  hopeless  because 
there  were  no  railways  to  it.  If  it  was 
important  as  a  great  matter  of  policy 
to  retain  Wei-hai-Wei,  then  it  would  be 
necessary  to  spend  millions,  but  to  spend 
small  items  for  which  we  got  no  return 
was  a  pure  waste  of  money.  He  hoped 
the  Committee  by  voting  for  the  Amend- 
ment would  protest  against  this  frittering 
away  of  the  public  resources. 

*Mr.  ARTHUR  LEE  said  the  hon. 
Member  for  Halifax  had  asked  why  the 
station  at  Wei-hai-Wei  was  maintained. 
The  whole  question  of  the  policy  with 
regard  to  Wei-hai-Wei  had  been  fully 
debated  in  the  House  on  many  occa- 
sions.  There  had  been  a  change  of 
policy  with  regard  to  that  place  in  one 
respect  only.  It  was  no  longer  to  be 
maintained  as  a  fortified  naval  base,  but 
it  was  being  maintained  as  a  sanatorium 
for  use  by  the  Fleet  on  the  China  station. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Halifax  made  fun 
of  that,  but  he  would  not  make  fun  of 
it  if  he  had  ever  lived  on  that  station 
and  realised  the  necessity  for  a  healthy 
anchorage  for  the  Fleet  during  the 
worst  season  of  the  year.  It  was  a 
place  also  where  exercises  could  be 
carried  out  on  shore.  The  men  went 
there  for  rifle  practice.  It  had  been 
of  the  greatest  possible  value  to  the 
health  of  the  Fleet  on  that  station,  as  had 
been  shown  by  the  reduction  of  the 
number  of  men  on  the  sick  list.  No 
new  works  were  going  on  there,  but  it 
was  found  desirable  to  maintain  the 
dredging. 

Mr.  bright  :  What  depth  is  to  be 
dredged  ? 

*Mr.  ARTHUR  LEE :  I  cannot  say  the 
exact  depth  at  the  moment. 

Mr.  bright  :  What  advantage  is  to 
be  derived  from  the  dredging  ? 

♦Mr.  ARTHUR  LEE:  There  are 
cruisers  and  other  ships  which  must 
have  a  sufficient  depth  of  water. 

Mr.  WHITLEY  said  there  were  several 
other  items  on  the  Votes  for  Wei-hai-Wei. 
Could  the  hon.  Gentleman  tell  the  Com- 
mittee what  was  the  total  expenditure, 
capital  and  annual,  for  that  place  % 
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*SiB  CHARLES  DILEE  said  no  one 
could  deny  for  a  moment  tlie  value  of 
a   health  station  for  the  Fleet  in  the 
Far  East.    There  were  two  such  stations 
in  the  Mediterranean  on  foreign  terri- 
tory,   and    we   had    a    naval    hospital 
in  a  third   place,   also    foreign.      Wei- 
hai-Wei  was  Chinese  territory  and  was 
only    acquired    on    lease    so    long    as 
Fort  Arthur  was  occupied  by   Kussia. 
At  the  time   of  its   acquisition  it  was 
pointed    out    that    Wei-hai-Wei     was 
subject  to  torpedo  attack  and  that  it 
could  not  be  made  a  war  station  but  a 
peace  station.    Now,  Port  Arthur  was  not 
likely  to  be  retained  by  Kussia,  and  it 
seemed  to  him  that  Wei-hai-Wei  should 
not  be  detained  in  our  hands.    It  was 
totally  unnecessary  and  should  be  re- 
turned to  China.      In  his  opinion,  we 
ought  to  make  arrangements  with  the 
Chinese  Gt)vemment  to  secure  the  use 
of  it  in  time  of  peace  as  a  health  resort, 
the  same  as  we  did  in  regard  to  our  Medi- 
terranean stations  in  Turkish  territory. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said  that  the 
Grovernment  had  now  given  up  Wei-hai- 
Wei  as  a  naval  station  and  had  kept  it 
as  a  sanatorium.  What  had  dredgers  to 
do  with  a  sanatorium  ?  Moreover,  for 
years  past,  large  vessels  had  used  Wei- 
hai-Wei,  and  dredging  was  therefore  un- 
necessary. All  the  accommodation  that 
was  required  there  was  for  the  men 
ashore.  The  only  use  to  which  Wei-hai- 
Wei  could  be  put  in  any  sense  was  as  a 
port  to  which  to  bring  invalids.  Had  the 
Government  got  to  the  bottom  of  their 
mind  in  regard  to  whether  they  were 
going  to  make  of  Wei-hai-Wei  a  Chinese 
Plymouth  ?  The  only  purpose  for  which 
they  required  dredging  was  to  give  that 
perfect  accommodation  for  large  battle- 
ships which  was  required  at  a  naval  base. 
He  was  very  glad  indeed  at  the  change 
in  the  policy  in  regard  to  Wei-hai-Wei 
as  they  understood  it.  He  was  only 
surprised  that  some  one  did  not  move  a 
reduction  in  the  Vote  for  Bosyth,  for  there 
they  did  not  know  fully  the  policy  of  the 
Government.  But  in  regard  to  Wei-hai- 
Wei  they  knew  what  the  Government 
policy  was. 

Mb.  COURTENAY  WARNER  (Staf- 
fordshire, Lichfield)  said  he  could 
not   quite  understand  why   we  should 


be  dredging  a  sanatorium  at  Wei-hai- 
Wei,  and  some  answer  was  necessary. 
Last  year  it  was  said  that  it  had 
been  decided  to  hold  Wei-hai-Wei  as 
a  peace  and  health  resort  where  the  Fleet 
could  go  in  hot  weather;  for  exercise 
of  the  crews  on  shore  ;  where  6,000  tons 
of  coal  could  be  kept ;  and  where  a  hos- 
pital and  canteen  could  be  established. 
They  could  quite  understand  that.  He 
believed  that  there  was  not  the  least 
difficulty  in  sending  a  battleship  now 
into  Wei-hai-Wei  Harbour.  The  only 
difficulty  was  that  the  whole  Fleet  could 
not  go  in  there  and  anchor ;  and  perhaps 
that  was  the  object  of  the  dredging. 
Why  this  waste  of  money?  Had  the 
harbour  silted  up  ?  and  was  this  ex- 
penditure of  £6,000  to  be  incurred  every 
year  on  an  unfortified  base  ? 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) 
said  that  by  arrangement  with  China  it 
was  agreed  that  we  should  give  back 
Wei-hai-Wei  to  that  country  and  only 
hold  it  as  long  as  Russia  held  Port  Arthur. 
They  knew  that,  as  the  result  of  the  war, 
Russia  would  not  hold  Port  Arthur ; 
and  therefore  the  Government  were 
wasting  money  in  any  expenditure  on 
Wei-hai-Wei.  He  thought  that  before 
the  Vote  was  taken  the  Committee  ought 
to  have  some  sort  of  explanation  on  that 
point. 

Mb.  MOONEY  (Dublin  County,  S.) 
said  there  were  several  sub-heads  '*  all 
over  the  place"  about  Wei-hai-Wei. 
Could  the  hon.  Gentleman  say  what  the 
annual  and  capital  cost  of  this  sana- 
torium would  be  1 

♦Mb.  ARTHUR  LEE  said  he  could 
not  answer  that  Question  because  it 
would  not  be  in  order,  as  these  other 
Votes  were  not  under  discussion.  All 
he  could  say  was  that  Wei-hai-Wei 
was  being  maintained  as  a  sanatorium 
for  the  exercise  of  the  men  of  the 
China  Fleet  when  they  were  ashore,  and 
for  rifle  practice.  It  was  necessary  to 
dredge  the  anchorage  to  accommodate 
the  Fleet  when  it  went  into  the  harbour. 
If  it  was  the  policy  of  the  Government 
at  the  conclusion  of  the  war  in  the  Far 
East  to  hand  back  Wei-hai-Wei  to  China, 
this  expenditure  would  cease. 
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Mr.  CHARLES  DEVLIN  (Galway)  said 
that  the  Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  was 
wandering  completely  away  from  the 
subject.  There  was  on  the  Vote  a  sum 
of  £510  for  a  civil  engineer  atWei-bai* 
Wei.  The  Civil  Lord  said  that  the  Vote 
for  Wei-hai-Wei  was  £6,000  for  dredging, 
but  why  was  there  this  £510  for  a  civil 
engineer  !  Was  that  civil  engineer  at- 
tached to  the  dredger,  or  was  he  attached 
to  the  sanatorium,  or  was  he  dredging 
baths  for  the  sailors  of  the  Fleet? 
The  Committee  was  entitled  to  an  ex- 
planation regardi^  this  ezpenditurei* 
He  arrived  at  the  House  that  day  anxious 
to  support  the  Government ;  but  under 
the  circumstances  he  could  not  vote 
for  money  which  was  thrown  away  on 
dredging  at  MV  ei-hai- Wei,  although  it 
was  badly  required  elsewhere.  It  would 
be  interesting  to  know  what  the  civil 
engineer  was  engaged  in  out  there.   . 


*Mr.  ARTHUR  LEE  said  that  the  hon. 
Member  oould  not  have  heard  his  state- 
ment. 

Mb,  CHABLES  DEVLIN  said  it  was 
because  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  state- 
ment that  he  intended  to  vote  against 
the  Government. 

Mb.  black  said  that  the  Committee 
should  have  more  information  as  to  why 
£6,000  was  being  spent  on  a  dredger 
at  Wei-hai-Wei  which  was  apparently 
employing  a  hundred  men. 

Mb.  MOONEY  said  that  evidently  the 
Civil  Lord  to  the  Admiralty  had  no  infor- 
mation with  reference  to  the  increase  in 
the  Vote.  Surely  further  information 
was  required. 

Question  put. 
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Goschen,  Hon.  George  Joachim 
Goulding,  Edward  Alfred 
Greene,  Sir  EW(B'rySEdm'nds 
Greene,  Henry  D.  (Shrewsbury 
Gunter,  Sir  Robert 
Hamilton,  Marq.of  (L^nd'ndery 
Harris,  F.  Leverton(Tynem'th) 
Hay,  Hon.  Claude  George 
Heath,  SirJames(Stafford8.NW 
Heaton,  John  Henniker 
Helder,  Augustus 
Henderson,  Sir  A.(Stafford,W.) 
Hope,  J.F.(Sheffield,Bright6ide 
Hoult,  Joseph 
Houston,  Robert  Paterson 
Ho  ward,John(  Kent,Fa  versham 
Hozier,  Hon.  James  HenryCecil 
Hudson,  George  Bickersteth 
Hunt,  Rowland 
Jameson,  Major  J.  Eustace 
Jebby  Sir  Richard  Claverhouse 
Kenyon,  Hon. Goo.T. (Denbigh) 
Kimt>er,  Sir  Henry 
King,  Sir  Henry  Seymour 
Laurie,  Lieut. -General 
Law,  Andrew  Bonar  (Glasgow) 
Lawrence,  Sir  Joseph(Monm*th 
Lawrence,  Wm.  F.  (Liverpool) 
Lawson,  John  Grant(  Yorks.NR 
Lee,  Arthur  H(  Hants., Fareham 
Legge,  Col.  Hon.  Heneage 
Lcveson-Gower,  FrederickN.S. 
Lockwood,  Lieut. -Col.  A.  R. 
Long,  CoLCharles  W.(fi<vesham 
Long,Rt.  Hn.  Walter(Bristol,S) 
Lonsdale,  John  Bro¥mlee 
Lowe,  Francis  William 
Loyd,  Archie  Kirkman 
Lucas,  Col.  Francis  (Lowestoft 
Lyttelton,  Rt.  Hon.  Alfred 
M' Arthur,  Charles  (Liverpool) 
Mlver,Sir  Lewis(  Edinburgh  W. 
Majendie,  James  A.  H. 
Martin,  Richard  Biddulph 
Maxwell,  RtHnSirHE.(Wigt'n) 
Maxwell,  W  J.H.(Dumfirie8shire 
Meysey -Thompson,  Sir  H.  M. 
Mitchell,  William  (Burnley) 
Montagu,  G.  (Huntingdon) 
Moore,  William 
Morgan,David  J.  ( Walthamstow 
Morpeth,  Viscount 
Morrell,  George  Herbert 


Morton,  Arthur  H.  Aylmer 
Mount,  William  Arthur 
Mowbri^,  Sir  Robert  Gray  C. 
Muntz,  Sir  Philip  A. 
Murray,  Col.  Wyndham  (Bath) 
Myers,  William  Henry 
O'Neill,  Hon.  Robert  Torrens 
Palmer,  Sir  Walter  (Salisbury) 
Peel,  Hn.  W.  Robert  Wellesley 
Percy,  Earl 

Platt-Higgins,  Frederick 
Pretynmn,  Ernest  George 
Purvis,  Robert 
Pym,  C.  Guy 
Randies,  Jobn  S. 
Rasch,  Sir  Frederic  Came 
Ronshaw,  Sir  Charles  Bine] 
Renwick,   George 
Ridley,  S.  Forde 
Ritclde,Rt.Hon.Cha8.Thom80n 
Robeitson,  Herbert  (Hackney) 
RoUeston,  Sir  John  F.  L. 
Rollit,  Sir  Albert  Kaye 
Ropner,  Colonel  Sir  Robert 
Rutherford,  John  (Lancashire) 
Rutherford,  W.  W.  (Liverpool) 
Sackville,  Col.  S.  G.  Stopford 
Sadloi,  Col.  Samuel  Alexander 
Sassoon,  Sir  Edward  Albert 
Scott,  Sir  S.  (Marylebone,  W.) 
Seely,  Charles  Hilton  (Lincoln) 
Seton-Kair,  Sir  Henry 
Sharpe,  WUliam  Edward  T. 
Shaw-Stewart,  Sir  H.(Renfrow) 
Sloan,  Thomas  Heniy 
Smith,  Hon.  W.  F.  D.  (Strand) 
Spear,  John  Ward 
Stanley,  Hon.  Arthur(0rro8kirk 
Stanley,  EdwardJas.(Somer8et) 
Stanley,  Rt.  Hon.  Lord( Lanes.) 
Stewart,  Sii-  Mark  J.  M'Taggai  t 
Stirling-Maxwell,  Sir  John  M. 
Stock,  James  Henry 
Strutt,  Hon.  Chailes  Hedley 
Talbot,  Lord  E.  (Chichester) 
Taylor,  Austin  (East  Toxteth) 
Tomlinson,  Sir  Wm.  Edw.  Al. 
Tuff,  Charles 

Tufnell,  Lieut..Col.  Edward 
Tuke,  Sir  John  Batty 
Vincent,  Col.Sir  C.EH(Sbeffield 
Walker,  CoL  William  Hall 
Walrond,  Rt.  Hn.SirWUUamH. 
Warde,  Colonel  C.  E. 
Webb,  Colonel  William  George 
Welby,  Lt-Col.A.C.E.(Taunton 
Welby,  Sir  Charles  G.  E.  (Notts. 
Wharton,  Rt.  Hn.  John  Lloyd 
Whiteley,  H.(  Ashton  und.Lyne 
Whitmore,  Charles  Algernon 
Williams,  Colonel  R.  (Dorset) 
Wilson,  A.  Stanley  (York,  E.R. 
Wilson,    John    (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd,  Sir  W.  H.(Yorks, 
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Wodehouse,  Rt.Hn.E.R.(Bath) 
Wolff,  GusUv  WUhelm 
Wortley,  Rt.  Hon.  C.  B.  Stuart 
Wrightson,  Sir  Thomas 
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Wylie,  Alexander 
Wyndham»  Rt.  Hn.  George 
Wyndham-Quin,  Col.  W.  H. 
Younger,  William 


Tbllbbs  for  thb  Nobs — Sir 
Alexander  Aoland-Hood  and 
Viaoount  Valentia. 


Mb.  COURTENAY  WARNER  drew 
attention  to  a  reduction  on  Item  C, 
the  item  dealing  with  the  official 
residences  in  Gibraltar.  Originally  it 
was,  he  said,  intended  to  spend 
£10,500  on  theae  official  residences,  but 
the  officials  ha\ring  been  done  away 
with  the  official  residences  were  not  now 
required.  £2,000  of  the  money  had  not 
been  spent,  but  the  hon.  Gentleman  in 
respect  to  this  said  the  Admiralty  could 
not  leave  these  houses  with  their  roofs  oft 
but  would  have  to  finish  them  before 
selling  them  off.  Seeing  that  82  per  cent, 
of  the  money  had  been  spent  he  was  in- 
clined to  think  it  was  not  so  much  a 
matter  of  roofs  as  of  decoration,  which 
his  experience  told  him  it  was  better  to 
leave  undone  until  the  houses  were  sold. 
He  did  not  see  what  object  would  be 
gained  by  spending  this  money,  and 
thought  that  this  item  should  be  struck 
off  the  Estimates,  therefore  he  begged  to 
move  the  reduction  of  the  Vote,  Item 
C.  by  £2,000. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
«*  That  Item  0  (Dockyards  Abroad)  be 
reduced  by  £2,000."— (Mr.  Courtenay 
Warner.) 

♦Mr.  ARTHUR  LEE  said  there  was 
nothing  more  to  be  said  about  this 
matter  than  had  already  been  said, 
except  that  the  Government  were 
under  contract  obligations.  They  had 
entered  into  a  contract  which  involved 
this  money  being  spent  on  these  houses, 
and  he  did  not  suppose  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man desired  them  to  default. 

Mr.  courtenay  WARNER  said 
that  if  that  was  so  he  would  not  press  the 
reduction.  He  nevertheless  considered 
it  was  a  most  improper  way  of  arranging 
matters,  and  he  thought  the  Government 
ought  not  to  have  placed  themselves  in 
the  position  of  having  to  pay  for  work 
from  which  they  could  not  possibly 
derive  any  benefit. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 


Mr.  WHITLET  iaid  he  had  put  a 
notice  of  Motion  on  the  Paper  to  reduce 
Item  D.  by  £550.  This  sum  was  asked 
for  for  the  purpose  of  the  cold-meat 
store  at  Gibraltar.  The  Committee  was 
cognisant  of  the  scandal  in  reference 
to  this  cold-meat  store,  the  short  history 
of  which  was  that  the  Admiralty  started 
out  to  build  an  ammunition  store  at  an 
estimated  cost  of  £20,000.  When  nearly 
completed  they  discovered  that  the 
building  was  in  the  first  place  well  within 
the  range  of  any  enemy  that  might  come 
along,  and  in  the  second  it  was  too  damp 
to  store  ammunition  in.  They  then 
proceeded  to  turn  it  into  a  cold-meat 
store  at  a  cost  of  £47,000.  It  was  ad- 
mitted by  the  Admiralty  that  it  had 
been  a  mistake  from  beginning  to  end, 
and  under  the  circumstances  he  moved 
that  the  item  might  be  struck  out  of  the 
Votes. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
*'That  Item  D  (Viotualling  Tarda)  be 
reduced  by  £550."— (Mr,  WhiOey.) 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  asked  whether 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  did  not 
propose  to  give  some  explanation  with 
regard  to  this.  He  pointed  out  that  a 
few  days  ago  the  House  had  had  to  listen 
to  a  lecture  from  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Islington,  who  had  told  them 
that  discussions  in  this  House  had  no 
effect  on  the  Estimates.  He  denied  .that 
that  was  the  case.  It  was  Votes  such  as 
those  that  they  were  discussing  that  the 
Committee  ought  to  turn  their  attention 
to  with  the  view  of  reducing  that  expendi- 
ture. The  effect  of  the  discussions  in 
the  House  was  felt  by  the  officials 
who  prepared  these  Estimates.  It  was 
more  effectively  felt  under  the  old  system 
before  the  new  rules  were  brought  into 
operation,  but  even  now  he  had  not  the 
slightest  doubt  that  the  dread  of 
exposure  of  carelessness  or  corruption 
of  any  kind  which  led  to  large  sums  of 
money  being  wasted  in  this  way  greatly 
affected  the  officials  who  prepared  these 
Estimates.  It  was  on  these  large  Votes  that 
the  leakages  took  place  and  not  upon  the 
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small  and  necessary  increases  such  as  they 
had  discussed  recently  for  the  ventilation 
of  the  House.  It  was  absurd  to  say  that 
a  small  ioctease  for  ventilation  or  even  the 
drainage  of  the  House  went  to  swell  the 
Estimates.  It  was  the  Military  and 
Naval  Estimates  that  were  to  be  blamed 
for  these  preventable  ii. creases,  and  it  was 
an  amazing  thing  to  him  that  after  the 
statement  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Halifax 
the  officials  of  the  Admiralty  should 
make  no  attempt  to  give  any  explanation. 
It  was  well  known  that  enormous  waste 
took  place  under  this  Vote,  because  it  was 
an  inevitable  law  that  when  one  spent 
borrowed  money  there  was  an  infinitely 
greater  amount  of  carelessness  as  to  the 
obligations  that  were  undertaken  than 
would  be  the  case  if  the  works  had  to  be 
paid  for  year  by  year  according  to  what 
was  done.  That  was  the  main  argument 
of  those  who  opposed  this  policy  of  Loan 
Bills  when  it  was  first  introduced  ten 
years  previously.  He  thought  hon.  Mem- 
bers representing  the  Admiralty  had  no 
right  to  allow  the  Committee  to  go  to  a 
division  without  replying  to  such  criti- 
cisms as  those  made  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Halifax. 

♦Mr.  ARTHUR  LEE  said  he  did  not 
gather  that  the  Deputy-Chairman  had 
actually  put  the  Question  with  regard 
to  the  specific  matter  under  consideration. 

Mb.  DILLON  said  the  Deputy-Chair- 
man  had  actually  put  the  Question  and 
he  rose  to  draw  attention  to  the  fact. 


*Mb.  ARTHUR  LEE  said  he  did  not 
understand  so.  This  Vote  had  been  on 
the  Estimates  for  years  and  this  dis- 
cussion had  taken  place  for  several  years. 
It  was  one  of  those  matters  carried  out 
not  by  the  Admiralty,  but  by  the  War 
Office  under  the  dual  system,  and  the 
Admiralty  were  not  in  possession  of  the 
details  of  the  progress  of  the  wotks,  nor 
had  the  Admiralty  any  control  over  the 
progress  of  the  work. 

Mb.  KEARLEY  (Devonport)  said  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat 
down  had  made  the  most  extraordinary 
speech  that  had  ever  been  made  in 
this   House    by   an    Admiralty   official. 
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When  the   hon.   Gentleman  joined   the 
Admiralty   he  thought   he   would  be  a 
credit  to  the  Department,   but  if  that 
was  the  only  reply  he  could  make  to  a 
serious  criticism  of  this  sort  the  sooner 
the     hon.      Gentleman     resigned      his 
position   the    better   it   would    be.      It 
was   not  fair   that  they  should  be  re- 
ferred to  some  other  Department  which 
was    not   before    them   at   the   present 
moment.    It  was  a  scandal  for  them  to 
be  told  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  in  that 
cavalier  way  that  they  had  better  wait 
for  the  War  Office  Vote.     That  was  not 
treating  the  House  in  the  way  it  ought  to 
be  treated.    The  hon.  Grentlenian  did  not 
appear   competent   to   deal   with   these 
discussions,  for  when  he  was  asked  a  very 
simple  question  about  the  depth  of  the 
dredging  he  replied  that  he  thought  it 
would  be  deep  enough  to  take  a  battleship. 
Did  the  hon.  Member  know  the  draught 
required  for  a  battleship  ?     He  generally 
tried  to  avoid  making  a  personal  attack 
and  he   was  sorry  if  his  warmth  had 
carried  him  away  on  this  occasion,  but 
it  excited  his  indignation  to  hear  the  hon 
Member  stand  up  in  the  House  and  in 
that  cavalier  way  say  if  they  wanted  to 
know  that  he  would  refer  them  to  the 
Army  Votes. 

Mr.  COURTENA  Y  WARNER  thought 
the  Admiralty  ought  to  know  some- 
thing about  the  way  this  money  had 
been  spent.  The  hon.  Member  re- 
presenting the  Admiralty  said  they 
did  not  know  anything  about  it, 
because  the  money  had  been  speiit 
by  the  War  Office,  but  it  was 
Admiralty  money  and  it  was  the 
business  of  the  Admiralty  to  know 
how  the  money  had  been  spent.  The 
representatives  of  the  Admiraltv  ought  to 
take  more  interest  in  questions  which  had 
been  pressed  upon  them  and  they  ought 
to  control  their  own  expenditure.  The 
Admiralty  were  paying  £32,000  of  this 
sum  and  the  War  Office  £26,000,  and  he 
wished  to  know  why  the  Admiralty  were 
paying  the  lion's  share  of  this  money. 
Apparently  the  Civil  Lord  was  not  aware 
of  that,  because  he  said  they  were  paying 
half  and  half.  They  wanted  this  ex- 
penditure explained.  There  had  been  a 
great  waste  of  Grovernment  mone}  and 
they  wished  to  know  what  reason  there 
was  for  continuing  this  waste. 

2  G 


823 


Navy 


{COMMONS} 


Estimates,  190^6. 


824 


Mr.  DALZIEL  (Kirkcaldy  Burghs) 
said  he  did  not  think  they  ought  to  go  to 
a  division  with  onlv  the  statement  thev 
had  had  from  the  Civil  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty. His  experience  in  Parliament 
had  been  that  a  Minister  got  his  Votes 
quicker  if  he  gave  the  fullest  information. 
The  hon.  Member  must  recognise,  however, 
that  the  fullest  information  had  not  been 
given  in  reply  to  the  Questions  put  to  him. 
They  blamed  him  for  not  having  the 
representative  of  the  War  Office  present 
to  explain  this  expenditure.  It  was 
obviously  a  War  Office  question  al- 
though it  had  not  been  explained  how 
the  whole  matter  had  been  arranged. 
A  large  portion  of  this  money  was  for 
an  ammunition  store,  and  he  wished  to 
know  who  was  officially  responsible 
for  the  expenditure  of  this  money  in  the 
first  instance,  which  had  been  spent 
without  any  adequate  result.  It  was 
admitted  that  a  large  amount  of 
money  had  been  spent  by  the  Admiralty 
in  a  useless  fashion,  because  what  was 
once  an  ammunition  store  was  going  to 
be  turned  into  a  meat  store.  What  was 
the  explanation  as  to  the  War  Office  not 
being  represented  in  order  to  give  the 
information  asked  for. 

Mr.  PRETYMAN  said  that  this  was 
reaUy  a  War  Office  matter,  and  he 
thought  it  was  a  good  principle  that  each 
Department  should  be  responsible  for 
its  own  acts.  As  he  did  not  wish  to 
make  a  second-hand  explanation  when 
they  might  have  it  first-hand  he  had 
sent  for  the  Financial  Secretary  to  the 
War  Office  and  hoped  that  he  would  give 
the  Committee  an  explanation  of  the 
point.  But  in  any  case  they  would  have 
an  opportunity  of  discussing  the  matter 
on  the  War  Office  Votes. 

Mr.  DALZIEL  said  the  Committee 
readil}^  accepted  the  explanation  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  but  in  a  matter  of  this 
kind  he  could  not  give  a  guarantee  that 
it  would  be  discussed  on  a  future  occa- 
sion. The  odds  were  that  this  particular 
question  would  not  be  raised  at  all  on 
the  Army  Estimates.  The  explanation- 
was  not  satisfactory,  and  he  hoped  the 
representative  of  the  War  Office  would 
arrive  soon  and  give  fuller  information. 


Mr..  DILLON  said  the  Admiralty  were 
pacing  their  share  of  the  cost  of  the  work, 
and  therefore  the  hon.  Gentleman  ought 
to  have  informed  himself  in  .regard  to 
all  the  items  in  the  Estimates  so  as  to 
be  able  to  explain  to  the  House,  on  his 
own  responsibility,  the  peculiar  circum- 
stances in  connection  with  this  Estimate. 
He  thought  it  would  be  generally  ad- 
mitted that  this  system  of  wo^ks  under- 
taken jointly  by  the  War  Office  and  the 
Admiralty    with    divided    responsibility 
ought  to  be  stopped.     Nothing  was  more 
calculated  to  cause  confusion  and  waste 
than  to  have  work  such  as  the  Com- 
mittee were  now  discussing  under  the 
joint    control    of    these    Departments. 
There  was  no  real  reason  to  render  such 
joint  responsibility  necessary.     He  had 
taken  the  trouble  to  get  the  War  Office 
Estimates,   and  the  peculiarity  of  this 
Vote    increased    enormously    when    the 
Estimates  of  the  two  Departments  were 
compared.     In  the  Navy  Estimates  the 
total  cost  of  this  cold-meat  store  was  put 
down   at   £47,300,    a   most   astonishing 
figure  for  a  cold-meat  store,  and  in  a 
note  it  was  stated  that  the  Admiralty's 
share  was  £32,000  and  the  War  Depart- 
ment's share  £26,000,  making  a  total  of 
£58,000.    In   the   Army   Estimates,   on 
the  other  hand,  the  item  was  described 
as  the  conversion  of  the  North  Gorge 
magazine  into  a  frozen-meat  store,  and 
the  cost  was  given  at  £48,700,  or  £1,000 
more  than  was  entered  in  the  Navy  Vote. 
A  note  was  added  saying  that  half  the 
cost  would  be  borne  ly  the  Admiralty. 
That  was  totally  at  variance  with  the 
statement  in  the  Navy  Estimates. 

The  FINANCIAL  SECRETARY  to 
THE  WAR  OFFICE  (Mr.  Bromley 
Davenport,  Cheshire,  Macclesfield)  said 
he  did  not  anticipate  that  this  question 
would  be  raised,  otherwise  he  should 
have  been  there,  and  he  woirid  have  in- 
formed himself  more  carefully  than  be 
had  been  able  to  do  as  to  ail  the  facts. 
He  might  remind  the  Committee  that 
the  corresponding  figures  would^appear 
in  the  Army  Estimates,  and  that  there 
would  be  another  opportunity  of  discuss- 
ing the  matter. 

Mr.  DALZIEL  :  You  cannot  (guarantee 
that. 
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Mr.   BROMLEY  DAVENPORT  said  |  the  Navy  Estimate  gave  it  as   £47,200 
le  was  not  quite  sure  whether  the  com-  |  for  the  construction  of  the  magazine, 
plaint  was  that  the  original  cost  of  the  | 
•construction  of  this  store  was  unneces-  I      Mr.    BROMLEY    DAVENPORT  :     I 


•aarily  high  or  whether  it  was  that  the 
<cost  of  its  conversion  was  too  high. 

Mr.  DILLON  said  his  point  was  that 
the  cost,  even  if  it  were  for  the  construc- 
tion of  the  building,  was  extra '>rdinary 
:and  required  explanation  ;  secondly,  that 
if  it  were  for  its  conversion  it  was  pre- 
posterous ;  and,  thirdly,  that  the  fi-rures 
of  the  two  Estimates  did  not  correspond. 

Mr.  BROMLEY  DAVENPORT  said 
t;he  word  "  conversion  "  was  misleading. 
The  expenditure  was  for  the  building  of 
lie  whole  work,  and  very  costly  work  too. 
The  building  was  originally  intended  for  an 
■ammunition  store,  but  while  the  work  was 
proceeding  it  was  ascertained  that  the 
place  was  likely  to  be  too  damp  for  that 
purpose,  and  accordingly  it  was  con- 
demned. The  building  involved  an  im- 
mense amount  of  excavation  and  tun- 
nelling, and  everybody  who  knew  any- 
thing about  work  of  that  land  kiiew  that 
it  was  impossible  to  estimate  the  cost 
•exactly.  Ab  a  matter  of  tiict  it  was  found 
that  there  were  fissures  in  the  rocks 
which  allowed  water  to  come  in  and 
i^hioh  involved  a  great  deal  of  pumpiQg ; 
and  there  was  a  variety  of  other  causes 
why  the  building  cost  a  great  deal  more 
than  was  originally  estimated.  He 
agreed  as  to  the  undesirability  of  two 
Departments  being  responsible  for  one 
work,  but  in  this  case  the  only  Depart- 
ment responsible  was  the  War  Office. 
The  only  way  in  which  the  Admiralty 
«came  into  the  matter  was  that,  as  they 
-were  to  have  a  share  in  the  use  of  the 
building,  it  was  agreed  that  they  should 
bear  half  the  cost.  As  to  the  variation 
in  the  figures,  there  was  no  real  disagree- 
ment between  the  two  sets  of  Estimates. 
The  total  cost  of  the  building  was  £47,800. 
.'{Opposition  cries  of  "  £48,700."]  Yes, 
but  in  the  Navy  Votes  other  figures 
were  given,  because  other  subsidiary  ser- 
vices were  included  which,  in  the  Army 
Estimates,  were  shown  quite  separately. 

Mr.  DILLON  said  that  the  War  Office 

estimate  gave  the  sum  as  £48,700  for  the 

reconversion   of  the    magazine,    whereas 


thought    it    was    in    the    Estimates    at 
£47,800  ;  ani  I  can  sse  no  variatioa. 

Mr.  DILLON :  How  can  the  hon. 
Member  say  that  ? 

[Here  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo 

left  his  seat,  walked  down  the  gangway, 

i  crossed   the   floor,  and   laid   before   the 

I  hon.  Member  for  Macclesfield  the  White 

'  paper.] 

Mr.  BROMLEY  DAVENPORT  said 
he  was  extremely  sorry  not  to  be  in  a 
position  to  deal  with  this  matter  as  he 
would  like  to  do,  but  there  would  be 
another  opportunity  of  doing  so.  He, 
however,  assured  the  hon.  Member  that 
there  was  no  variation  in  the  figures 
whatever,  except  in  respect  of  subsidiary 
services.  The  total  amount  of  expendi- 
ture on  this  building  would  be  divided 
equally  between  the  two  Departments. 
He  did  not  contest  that  the  building 
was  very  expensive,  but  it  was  of  a  char- 
acter which  it  was  impossible  to  judge 
of  beforehand. 

Mr.  DALZIEL  said  they  were  all  glad 
i  of  the  intervention  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
even  at  that  late  hour,  but  he  was  not  at 
all  satisfied  with  the  explanation  which 
he  had  given.  He  thought  the  Com- 
mittee, before  this  Vote  was  allowed  to 
pass,  were  entitled  to  information  as 
to  the  War  Office  official  who  was  re- 
sponsible for  the  extraordinary  blunde  • 
of  recommending  the  building  of  a 
magazine  on  an  unsuitable  site.  Who 
made  the  inquiry?  Who  sanctioned  the 
expenditure  ?  Explanation  of  every  item 
which  came  before  the  Committee  was 
shelved.  He  suggested  that  the  Com- 
mittee should  adjourn  until  after  the 
dinner  hour  to  allow  the  hon.  Gentlema.i 
to  get  information  on  this  matter. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  was  very  anxious 
that  the  War  Office  should  have  the  full 
credit  for  this  blunder ;  and  he  did  not 
think  the  Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
was  very  anxious  to  divide  the  glory 
with  him.  On  every  side  the  Committee 
saw  an  enormous  waste  of  money,  and 
they  had  no  information  to  justify  this 
vast    expenditure.    The    hon.    Member 
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for  Ring's  Lynn,  who  went  out  to  Gibral- 
tar as  a  special  representative  of  the 
Government,  might  have  had  time  to 
look  into  this  matter.  If  so,  would 
he  give  the  Conmiittee  some  guidance  ? 

Mr.  PRETYMAN  said  he  quite  appre- 
ciated the  observations  which  had  been 
made  as  to  the  enormous  expenditure  on 
this  building ;  but,  in  palliation  or 
justification  of  that  expenditure,  he 
desired  to  remind  the  Committee  that  the 
cold  stores  had  been  built  on  such  a 
scale  as  to  provide  for  the  whole  require- 
ments of  the  garrison,  both  naval  and 
military,  in  the  event  of  the  isolation 
of  the  fortress.  Half  the  cost  would 
be  borne  by  the  respective  services. 

Mb.  GODDARD  (Ipswich)  said  he 
thought  they  ought  to  have  an  assurance 
from  the  Admiralty,  in  view  of  what 
had  already  taken  place,  that  the  building, 
when  completed,  would  be  really  suitable 
for  the  purpose  for  which  it  was  now 
intended. 

*Mr.  bill  (Staffordshire,  Leek)  said  he 
had  seen  these  stores,  and  could  assure  the 
Committee  that  it  was  the  opinion  of 
everybody  connected  with  the  Army 
and  Navy  at  Gibraltar  that  stores  better 
placed  and  better  fitted  for  the  purpose 
could  not  possibly  have  been  devised. 
The  stores  were  so  situated  that  they 
were  absolutely  protected  from  any 
hostile  Power.  No  better  refrigerating 
stores  could  be  possibly  provided. 

Mb.  COURTENAY  WARNER  said 
he  was  glad  to  learn  from  the  hon. 
Gentleman  that  the  stores  were  so 
good.  That  was  some  consolation  for 
all  the  money  that  was  being  spent 
on  them.  The  Estimate  which  had 
been  submitted  was,  however,  admittedly 
wrong.  It  was  now  acknowledged  to 
be  obsolete  and  was  by  no  means  a 
clear  statement.  Apart  from  that,  he 
wished  to  know  who  was  responsible  for 
recommending  the  place  as  suitable  for 
a  magazine. 

And,  it  being][half-past  Seven  of  the 
clock,  the  Chairman  left  the  Chair  to 
make  his  Report  to  the  House. 

Mr.  Dakid, 


The  Clerk  at  the  Table  informed  the- 
House  of  the  unavoidable  absence  of  the 
(llhairman  of  Ways  and  Means  from 
the  remainder  of  this  day's  Sitting,, 
owing  to  indisposition. 

Whereupon  Mr.  Jeffreys,  the  Deputy- 
Chairman,  took  the  Chair  as  Deputy* 
Speaker,  pursuant  to  the  Standing  Order. 

Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit  again 
this  evening. 


EVENING  SITTING, 


SUPPLY  [7th  Allotted  Day]. 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

[Mr.  Jeffreys  (Hampshire,  N.)  In  the 
Chair.] 

NAVY  ESTIMATES,  1905-6. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed* 
'*  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £1,905,200, 
be  granted  to  His  Majesty,  to  defray  the 
Expense  of  Works,  Buildings,  and  Repairs 
at  Home  and  Abroad,  including  the 
cost  of  Superintendence,  Purchase  of 
Sites,  Grants  in  Aid,  and  other  charges 
connected  therewith,  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March,  1906.'^ 

Mr.  WHITLEY  said  he  rose  to  renew 
his  Motion  for  the  reduction  of  item  D. 
by  £550.  He  was  afraid  the  explanation 
that  had  been  given  so  far  was  not  satis- 
factory, and  did  not  in  any  way  clear 
up  the  mystery  of  the  cold -meat  store, 
which  was  originally  intended  not  for 
a  cold-meat  store  but  an  ammunition, 
store.  This  item  had  been  on  the 
Votes  for  some  years  and  it  had  increased 
year  by  year.  Originally  it  was  £30,000,. 
now  it  was  £48,000,  and  they  had  no 
assurance  that  they  had  yet  seen  the 
end  of  this  expenditure.  He  thought,, 
under  these  circumstances,  he  was  justified 
in  taking  the  sense  of  the  Committee 
with  regard  to  the  waste  and  extravagance 
which  had  taken  place. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,. 
*'That  Item  D  (VictuaUing  Yards)  be 
reduced j^by  £550.  "—(ifr.  WhiOey.) 


w.  .1         >& 


«29 


Navy 


{18  May  1905}  Estimates,  1905-6. 


830 


Colonel  LOCK  WOOD  (Essex,  Epping) 
:said  this  question  interested  him  as  a 
ratepayer.     It  appeared  that  the   War 
Office  thought  they  would  like  to  make  a 
:8tore  for  ammunition,  and  they  proceeded 
to  spend  a  large  sum  of  money  in  digging 
^  hole  in  the  Rock  for  that  purpose. 
Then    suddenly    they    discovered    that 
the  place  was  absolutely  unfit  for  the 
purpose,  and  so,  seeking  for  some  excuse 
by  means  of  which  they  could  justify 
their  expenditure,   they   said,  '*Let   us 
turn  it  into  a  cold-meat  store."     And 
•on  the  cold-meat  store  they  spent  more 
money.    He    did    not    agree    with    the 
hon.  Member  for  Mayo  that  the  amount 
•of  money  spent  upon  it  was  an  unheard 
of  amount  to  spend  for  such  a  purpose, 
because  one  could  spend  any  amount 
for  a  cold-meat  store.    The  real  question 
was  whether  it  was  necessary  to  turn 
this  ammunition  store  into   a  cold-meat 
-store.    He  thought  hon.  Grentlemen  oppo- 
^te  were  fairly  justified  in  the  stand  they 
had'  taken.      The   question  they  raised 
was  a  fair  question.    He  should  like  to 
know  who  suggested  to  the  War  Office 
that    this    place    was    suitable    for    an 
4unmunition    store,    and    who    was    re- 
sponsible for. the  system  of  dual  control, 
which  he  understood  had  been  condemned 
by    the    Public    Accounts    Committee. 
He  hoped  the  debate  which  had  taken 
]^lace  would  be  the  death  blow  to  that 
system  of  control,  for  which  neither  was 
responsible  but  in  regard  to  which  both 
ihe  Army  and  the  Navy  had  to  pay  its 
•quota     towards     the     expenditure     on 
^ny  works   that  were  undertaken.     He 
could  not  see  that  any  reasons  had  been 
Ijiven  by  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
for  this  cold-meat  store,  which  was  not 
finished  and  never  would  be.  All  the  hon.  i 
Member  had  said  was  that  he  was  not 
responsible  for  it  and  that  he  had  no  ex- 
j>lanation  to  give.     The  Secretary  to  the 
War  Office,  who  had  been  sent  for  in  a 
hurry,  also  confessed  that  he  knew  nothing 
^bout  it  and  could  not  explain  it.     The 
Gentlemen  who  represented  Government 
Departments  surely  ought  to  know  some- 
thing about  the  Votes  they  had  to   de- 
fend. 

Mb.  MORRISON  (Wiltshire,  Wilton) 
said,  80  far  as  he  could  gather,  what  hon. 
Members  objected  to  was  that  there  should 
be  a  cold-meat  store  provided  in  Gibral- 


tar, but  if  they  had  been  to  Gibraltar 
they  would  see  that  if  there  was  one  thing 
wanted  more  than  another  it  was  a  cold- 
meat  store.  The  men  would  not  eat  what 
was  called  hard  rations;  they  objected 
to  tinned  meats  and  so  forth,  and  it  was 
very  necessary  that  there  should  be  some 
means  of  preserving  fresh  food. 

Sir  FREDERICK  BANBURY  (Cam- 
berwell,  Peckham)  said  that  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  had  shown  a  legitimate  in- 
terest in  the  Vote  now  before  the  House. 
Though  undoubtedly  it  was  a  useful 
function  for  the  House  of  Commons  to 
criticise  the  Estimates,  at  the  same  time 
those  who  criticised  ought  to  be  prepared 
to  show  not  only  that  there  had  been 
an  error  but  the  way  in  which  that  error 
might  be  remedied.  It  was  very  easy 
to  criticise,  but  not  quite  so  easy  to  carry 
out  great  works  and  undertakings  such 
as  the  erection  of  this  cold- meat  store. 
If  anyone  was  to  blame  for  what  had 
taken  place  it  was  the  old  system  of  dual 
control — a  system  which  neither  the 
Army  nor  the  Navy  was  responsible  for 
and  which  they  could  not  repudiate.  This 
matter  had  received  the  attention  of  the 
Public  Accounts  Committee,  and  the  ex- 
planation was  that,  as  usual,  when  one 
Department  did  work  for  the  other 
the  result  was  unsatisfactory.  It  would 
be  well  that  each  Department  should  pro- 
vide for  its  own  wants. 


Mr.  BROMLEY  DAVENPORT  agreed 
that  was  desirable,  but  there  were  occa- 
sions when  work  had  to  be  done  for  both 
services.  In  this  instance  a  cold  store 
was  required  for  joint  naval  and  military 
use,  and  a  joint  committee  which  con- 
sidered the  question  as  to  whether  they 
should  have  an  entirely  new  building  or 
adapt  a  building  originally  intended 
for  an  ammunition  store  decided  upon 
the  latter,  and  did  this  in  order  to  save 
the  di^erenoe  in  expenditure  between 
£55,000  and  £40,000.  The  Estimate  was 
exceeded,  which  was  unfortunate,  but 
not  unusual  in  contracts  of  this  kind,  but 
still  a  considerable  saving  was  effected. 
The  discrepancy  between  the  Army  and 
Navy  figures  was  explained  by  the 
latter  Estimates  having  been  submitted 
before  the  actual  amount  was  ascertained. 
The  sum  was  not  excessive  considering 
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that  the  store  was  intended  to  serve  for 
the  whole  Gibraltar  garrison  in  the  event 
of  a  siege  of  unknown  duration,  that  it 
was  bomb  proof,  and  that  unexpected 
difficulties  were  met  with  in  rook  excava- 
tions and  water  pumping. 

Mr.  RENWICK  (Newcastle-on-Tyne) 
said  he  was  grateful  to  hon.  Members 
opposite  for  having  given  the  Committee 
an  opportunity  for  discussing  this  Vote. 
He  was  glad  that  for  once  they  had 
found  the  military  authorities  and  the 
naval  authorities  working  in  harmony, 
a  thing  which  they  did  not  find 
often  in  the  past.  In  other  days,  when 
one  service  commenced  a  useless  work  and 
finally  abandoned  it,  it  was  left  to  go  to 
rack  and  ruin.  Now  they  found  that 
when  a  work  was  finished  and  found  to 
be  unsuitable  for  the  purpose  for  which  i 
it  was  erected  the  heads  of  these  great  | 
spending  Departments  formed  a  joint 
committee  and  endeavoured  to  turn 
the  work  to  some  use.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Wilton  appeared  to  be  the  only 
Member  who  had  seen  this  cold  store,  and 
in  his  opinion  the  expenditure  on  it  had 
been  justified.  For  his  part,  he  thought 
the  best  way  of  dealing  with  this  Vote 
was  to  adjourn  it,  and  that  the  Admiralty 
should  put  a  man-of-war  at  the  service  of 
the  House  in  order  that  the  House  might 
inspect  this  work  and  judge  for  them- 
selves. Knowing  something  of  the  cost  of 
refrigerating  machinery  and  of  excava- 
tions for  cold  storage,  he  submitted  that 
£48,000  was  not  an  excessive  price  for 
the  accommodation  here  provided.  It 
was  absolutely  necessary  that  the  naval 
and  military  forces  should  be  supplied 
with  fresh  food,  and  if  a  vote  were  i 
taken  he  should  follow  the  lead  of  the  | 
hon.  Member  for  the  Leek  Division  who 
had  actually  seen  the  place. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  RUTHERFORD  (Liver- 
pool, West  Derby)  pointed  out  that  there 
had  been  already  voted]  for  this  work 
£47,300,  and  it  was  now  proposed  to  add 
for  machinery  and  roUirg  stock  £8,900  and 
r  800,  making  in  all  £58,000.  But  it  had 
been  stated  that  the  building  de  novo 
would  cost  only  £50,000 ;  consequently 
he  failed  to  understand  why  £58,000  was 
required.  Another  point  that  ought  to 
be  explained  was  why  only  £550  was 
expected  to  be  spent  during  the  whole  j 

Mr,  Brotnley  Davenport. 


of  the  financial  year,  seeing  that  in  the 
financial  year  ended  March  31st,  1904, 
no  less  than  £20,700  was  estimated  to  be- 
spent.  He  agreed  that  cold  storage- 
was  absolutely  necessary  at  Gibraltar ;. 
the  astonishing  thing  was  that  it  had 
not  been  provided  long  since.  Nothing, 
was  more  calculated  to  keep  the  Grovem- 
ment  out  of  difficulties  with  contractors, 
than  that  the^  should  provide  cold 
storage  for  themselves.  According  to  a 
foot-note,  the  work  was  being  carried  out 
solely  by  the  War  Office,  so  that  the 
dual  control  to  which  objection  had  been 
taken  did  not  exist,  and  hon.  Members 
ought  to  have  withheld  their  criticisms 
until  the  War  Office  Votes  were  under 
discussion. 

♦Mr.  BILL  remarked  that  there  had 
t  een  a  system  of  cold  storage  at  Gibraltar 
for  some  time,  but  it  had  been  confined 
to  hulks  in  the  bay,  and  consequently" 
would  have  been  altogether  useless  ii^ 
time  of  war.  Now  that  Gibraltar  'was^ 
the  head-quarters  of  a  great  Imperial 
Fleet  adequate  cold  storage  was  absolutely 
necessary,  and  if  hon.  Members  had  had 
an  opportunity  of  visiting  the  place 
they  would  not  criticise  the  present 
proposal. 

Captain  ELLICE  (St.  Andrews  Burghs> 
asked  what  had  become  of  the  ammuni- 
tion store  for  which  the  Estimate  wa^^ 
originally  put  down. 

Mr.  MOONEY  said  the  only  point> 
the  representative  of  the  War  Office  had 
made  clear  was  that  the  Estimate  was 
altogether  wrong  and  ought  to  be  with- 
drawn.  On  the  hon.  Member's  own 
showing  there  was  a  discrepancy  of 
£1,400  between  the  Army  Estimate  and 
the  Navy  Estimate  for  the  same  work^ 
but  on  neither  of  them  did  the  moiety 
to  be  paid  by  the  War  Office  amount  to 
£26,000  as  stated  by  the  Army  authori-^ 
ties.  The  Committee  ought  to  be  told 
upon  what  other  Estimate  that  sum  wa» 
based.  The  protests  of  the  Opposition 
were  directed  not  against  the  provision 
of  cold  storage  at  Gibraltar,  but  against 
the  delay  aod  the  misleading  Estimates. 
Who  was  the  genius  who  informed  th& 
War  Office  that  this  site  was  the  best, 
possible  for  an  ammunition  store,  over- 
looking the  facts  that  tons  of  water  came 
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into  it  daily,  and  that  it  was  within  range 
of  any  fire  that  might  be  directed  again^^t 
it  by  an  opposing  force  1  The  reasons 
which  made  the  site  unsuitable  for  an 
anmiunition  store  had  equal  force  in 
the  matter  of  cold  storage.  The  dis- 
cussion had  revealed  a  most  unsatis- 
factory state  of  affairs.  The  Civil  Lord 
had  admitted  that  he  knew  nothing 
whatever  about  the  details  of  the  Vote 
he  was  asking  the  Committee  to  sanction, 
and  the  War  Office  representative  whose 
assistance  had  been  called  in  was  equally 
ignorant  in  the  matter. 

Mr.  DILLON  said  the  discrepancy 
between  the  two  Estimates  was  more 
serious  than  he  had  supposed,  and  it  was 
nothing  short  of  a  public  scandal  that 
such  figures  should  be  placed  before 
Parliament.  The  total  cost  was  put 
down  at  £48,700,  while  the  amount 
already  voted  was  £38,500,  and  the  esti- 
mated expenditure  during  the  current 
financial  year  was  £21,650,  making  a 
total  of  not  £48,000,  but -£60,000.  It 
should  be  noted,  moreover,  that  this  was 
merely  for  the  "  conversion." 

Mr.  SOARES  (Devonshire,  Barnstaple) 
thought  the  Committee  ought  to  press 
for  information  as  to  what  had  become  of 
the  ammunition  store. 

The  deputy-chairman  ruled  that 
the  Committee  could  not  discuss  the 
question  of  the  ammunition  store  on 
this  Vote. 

Mr.  DALZIEL  asked  whether  the 
Government  were  going  to  treat  the  de- 
bate with  silent  contempt.  For  a  long 
time  the  Committee  were  unable  to  get 
any  information  on  the  subject  under 
discussion,  and  when  at  last  they  managed 
to  secure  his  attendance  the  representa- 
tive of  the  War  Office  was  unable  to  give 
any  satisfaction  whatever.  He  had  ad- 
mitted that  the  money  was  voted  in  the 
first  instance  for  an  ammunition  store, 
and  that  the  site  had  been  found  to  be 
unsuitable  for  the  purpose.  The  Com- 
mittee were  entitled  to  know  whether 
the  expenditure  was  really  necessary,  and 
whether  the  official  who  advised  the 
Government  with  regard  to  the  ammuni- 
tion store  was  still  in  the  employment 
of  the  Department.  He  hoped  they  would 


have  some  furthei  explanation  of  the 
figures  placed  before  the  Committee  before 
the  Estimate  was  passed.  The  representa- 
tive  of  the  War  Office  had  just  made  a 
remarkable  statement.  He  told  them  that 
by  turning  this  ammunition  store  into  a 
meat  store  they  were  making  preparations 
in  case  there  happened  to  be  a  siege 
of  Gibraltar.  [An  Hon.  Member  :  Why 
not  ?]  He  would  tell  the  hon.  Member 
opposite  why  not.  The  Prime  Minister 
told  them  the  other  day  that  a  siege 
of  Gibraltar  was  absolutely  impossible  ; 
therefore  the  opinion  of  the  Financial 
Secretary  to  the  War  Office  was  opposed 
to  that  of  the  Prime  Minister.  He 
hoped  the  representative  of  the  War 
Office  wQuld  undertake  that  in  future 
a  full  investigation  should  take  place 
before  such  a  heavy  expenditure  was 
incurred.  He  wished  to  have  some 
assurance  that  in  the  future  these  Estimates 
would  be  put  forward  in  a  business- 
like way.  This  kind  of  dual  responsibility 
for  expenditure  ought  to  be  brought 
to  an  end,  for  it  was  a  system  which  had 
been  strongly  condemned  by  the  Public 
Accounts  Committee,  and  why  was  it 
allowed  to  continue.  Dual  responsibility 
in  these  matters  always  meant  the 
squandering  of  pubhc  money. 

Mr.  BROMLEY  DAVENPORT  said 
in  reply  to  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Mayo  that  £48,700  was  the  total  amount, 
and  that  expenditure  was  divided 
between  the  Army  and  the  Navy. 

Mr.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON  asked 
what  was  the  total  cost  to  the  Admiralty 
of  their  share  of  this  item.  The  work 
had  been  estimated  wrongly,  and  he 
wished  to  know  what  the  cost  was  going 
to  be  on  the  corrected  Estimate. 

♦Mr.  ARTHUR  LEE  was  understood 
to  say  that  the  amount  would  be  £26,000. 

Mr.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON  said 
that  was  £3,000  more  than  the  Estimate, 
and  he  wished  to  know  why  that  figure 
had  not  been  puD  in  the  proper  column. 

Mr.  MOONEY  said  (hat  greater  con- 
fusion had  now  been  caused  because 
another  figure  had  been  given.  I  said 
that  half  was  to  be  paid  by  ihc  Admiralty 
and  half  by  the  War  Oiffice,  but  if  they 
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multiplied  that  total  by  two  it  gave 
them  £52,000,  an  amount  which  was  not 
mentioned  in  the  Estimate.  He  wished 
to  know  how  those  representing  the 
Government  made  out  that  £26,000  was 
half  of  £48,000. 

Mr.  BROMLEY  davenport  ex- 
plained that  the  figure  referred  to  by 
the  hon.  Member  contained  certain  sub- 
sidiary services  as  well,  but  £48,700  was 
the  cost  of  providing  this  cold  store. 

Mr.  DALZIEL  asked  if  the  sum  men- 
tioned was  all  that  would  be  required  in 
connection  with  this  mattter. 


Mr.  BROMLEY  DEVONPORT  said 
he  was  not  concerned  with  the  Navy 
Estimates,  but  he  knew  that  half  of 
£48,000  would  be  contributed  in  all  by 
the  Admiralty  partly  last  year,  partly 
this  year,  and  partly  during  the  next 
four  years.  The  total  amount  provided 
by  the  Admiralty  would  be  £24,000. 

Mr.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON  said  he 
.^ad  not  heard  a  whisper  of  explanation 
in  regard  to  the  Question  he  put  as  to  the 
amount  that  would  be  required  from  the 
Admiralty  to  complete  this  work.  Why 
had  the  amount  not  been  put  in  the  last 
colunm  ? 


Mr.  PRETYMAN  admitted    that    it 
was    a    complicated    matter    and    most 
difficult  to  understand.    It  was  due  to 
the  Estimate  having  been  increased  two 
or  three  times  by  one  Department  and 
having  to  be  paid  by  two  other  Depart- 
ments.   It  was  an  unfortunate  system, 
but  absolutely   unavoidable.       [Opposi- 
tion cries  of  "  No ! "]    At  any  rate  no 
hon.  Member  had  suggested  any  other 
method    of    dealing    with    it.     It    was 
obvious   that   it   would   be   cheaper   to 
build  one  store  than  two,   and  better 
that  it  should  be  built  by  one  Depart- 
ment than  by  two.     If  any  hon.  Member 
would  suggest  a  better  way  than  that 
he  should  be  glad  to  hear  of  it.     He 
hoped  the  Committee,  having  discussed 
Mr.  Mooney. 


the  matter  for  more  than  two  hours, 
would  now  agree  to  the  Vote. 

♦Mr.  McCRAE  said  he  did  not  think 
that  the  explanation  given  by  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  was  the 
right  one.  If  he  looked  carefully  at 
the  figures  he  would  find  that  that 
could  not  be  the  explanation.  The 
difference  in  the  Estimate  according 
to  the  statement  made  by  the  Financial 
Secretary  to  the  War  Office  was  £1,500, 
but  the  difference  pointed  out  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Dundee  was  £1,350 
for  the  Army  share,  and  that,  being  only 
half,  would  bring  it  up  to  £2,700. 

Mr.  PRETYMAN  said  the  Civil  Lord 
would  have  the  matter  fully  gone  into, 
and  he  would  furnish  an  explanation  in 
detail. 


Mr.  DILLON,  who  was  received  with 
Ministerial  cries  of  "  Divide,"  said  the 
hon.  Members  who  desired  to  shout  him 
down  had  conducted  for  an  hour  after 
9  o'clock  a  sham  debate  in  order  to 
waste  time.  That  kind  of  thing  was 
absolutely  intolerable.  He  did  not  agree 
that  this  system  of  dual  control  was 
unavoidable.  Works  of  the  kind  under 
consideration  should  be  constructed  and 
paid  for  by  either  the  Admiralty  or  the 
War  Office,  instead  of  by  both*  What 
did  it  matter  to  the  taxpayer  whether 
the  War  Office  or  the  Admiralty  paid 
the  money.  All  they  wanted  was  that 
the  work  should  be  properly  controlled. 
To  hear  a  Minister  declare  that  it 
was  impossible  to  do  away  with  the 
system  of  dual  control  in  a  matter  of  this 
kind  was  absurd. 


Mr.  SOARES  said  that  as  the  Vote 
was  entirely  incorrect  he  desired  to  know 
if  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  would 
place  the  whole  of  the  facts  before  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  the 
Prime  Minister,  who  was  the  President 
of  the  Imperial  Defence  Committee. 
Perhaps  in  future,  if  his  suggestion 
were  acted  upon,  they  might  have  these 
matters  conducted  upon  a  more  business- 
like  basis. 
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The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes,  101, 
Noes,  151.    Division  List  No.  164.) 


Abraham. William  (Cork,  N.E.) 

Abraham,  William  (Rhondda) 

Ainsworth,  John  Stirling 

Allen,  Charlea  P. 

Barlow,  John  Emmott 

Barry,  E.  (Cork,  8.) 

Benn,  John  Williams 

Blaok,  Alexander  William 

Bolond,  John 

Bright,  Allan  Heywood 

Brown,  George  M.  (Edinburgh) 

Caldwell,  James 

Campbell,  John  (Armagh,  8.) 

Caaston,  Richard  Knight 

Channing,  Francis  Aluton 

Clancy,  John  Joseph 

(yVean,   Eugene 

Cremer,  William  Randal 

Dalziel,  James  Henry 

Delany,  William 

Devlin,  Charle8Ramsay(Galway 

Dewar,  John  A.  (Invemess-sh. 

Dilke,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Charles 

DiUon,  John 

Doogan,  P.  C. 

Douglas,  Charles  M.  (Lanark) 

Duncan,  J.  Hastings 

Edwards,  Frank 

Ellice,Capt.  EC(S  Andrw'sBghs. ) 

Evans,  Samuel  T.  (Glamorgan) 

Ere,  Harry  Trelawney 

Tfrench,  Peter 

Findlay,  Alezander(Lanark,N  E 

Flavin,  Michael  Joseph 

Foster,  Sir  Walter  (Derby  Co.) 


AYES. 

Grey,  Rt.Hon.Sir  E.  (Berwick) 
Hemphill,  Rt.  Hon.  Charles  H) 
Henderson,  Arthur  (Durham) 
Higfa&m,  John  Sharp 
Hope,  John  Deans  (Fife,  West 
Jolmson,  John 
Joyce,  Michael 
Kearley,  Hudson  E. 
Kilbride,  Denis 
Lamont,  Norman 
Law,HughAIez.(Donegal,  W. ) 
Lawson,  Sir  Wilfrid  (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt,  Francis 
Leese,  Sir  Joseph  F.(Acorington 
Lewis,  John  Herbert 
Lundon,  W. 
Lyell,  Charles  Henry 
&^Neill,  John  Gordon  Swift 
MacVeagh,  Jeremiah 
M*Crae,  G«orge 
M'Hugh,  Patrick  A. 
M'Kean,  John 
M'Killop,  W.  (Sligo,  North) 
Murphy,  John 
Nannetti,  Joseph  P. 
Newnes,  Sir  George 
Nolan,  Joseph  (Louth,  South) 
O'Brien,  Patrick  (Kilkenny) 
O'Brien,  P.  J.  (Tipperary,  N.) 
O'Connor,  James  ( Wicklow,W.) 
O'Connor,  John  (Kildare,  N.) 
O'Donnell,  John  (Mayo,  S.) 
O'Dowd,  John 
O'Mara,  James 
O'Shaughnessy,  P.  J. 


Parrott,  William 
Pirie,  Duncan  V. 
Power,  Patrick  Joseph 
Reddy,  M. 

Richiurds,  Thomas  (W.Monm'th 
Rickett,  J.  Compton 
Roberts,  John  H.  (Denbishs.) 
Robertson,  Edmund  (Dundee) 
Roe,  Sir  Thomas 
Schwann,  Charles  E. 
Shackleton,  David  James 
Shaw,  Thomas  (Hawick,  B.) 
Slack,  John  Bamford 
Smith,  Samuel  (Flint) 
Soares,  Ernest  J. 
Spencer,  Rt.Hn  C.R(Northants 
Stanhope,  Hn.  Philip  James 
Sullivan,    Donal 
Taylor,  Theodore  C.  (Radcliffe) 
Thomas,  DavidAlfred(Merthy'r 
Wallace,  Robert 
Walton,  Joseph  (Barnsley) 
White,  George  (Norfolk) 
White,  Luke  (York,  E.  R.) 
Whiteley,  George  (York,  W.R.) 
Whitley,  J.  H.  (Halifax) 
Wilson,  John  (Durham,  Mid.) 
Wilson,  John  (Falkirk) 
Woodhouse,  Sir  J  T(Huddersrd 
Young,  Samuel 

Tbllbbs  roR  THB  Aybs — Mr. 
Goddard  and  Mr.  Mooney. 


Agnew,  Sir  Andrew  Noel 
Anson,  Sir  William  Reynell 
Arkwright,  John  Stanhope 
Amold-Forster,Rt.Hn.Hugh;0- 
Arrol,    Sir    William 
Atkinson,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Bailey,  James  (Walworth) 
Bain,  Colonel  James  Robert 
Balcarres,  Lord 

Balfour,  Rt.  Hn.  A.  J  (Manc'r.) 
Balfour,  Oapt.  C.  B.  (Hornsey) 
Balfour,RtHnGeraldW.(Leeds) 
Balfour,  Kenneth  R.  (Christch. 
Banbury,  Sir  Frederick  George 
Bartley,  Sir  George  C.  T. 
Bentinck,  Lord  Henry  C. 
Bignold,    Sir    Arthur 
BiU,  Charles  « 
Brotherton,  Edward  Allen 
Brymer,  WilH&m  Ernest 
.    Bull,  William  James 
Carson,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Edw.  H. 
Cavendish,  V.C.  W.  (Derbyshire 
Cayzer,  Sir  Charles  William 
Chamberlain,  RtHn.J.  A.(Worc. 
Chapman,  Edward 
Clive,  Captain  Percy  A 
Ooates,  Edward  Feetham 


NOES. 

Cochrane,  Hon.  Thos.  H.  A.  E. 
Colston,  Chas.  Edw.  H.  Athole 
Compton,  Lord  Alwyne 
Craig,  Charles  Curtis  ( Antrim,S. 
Cross,  Alexander  (Glasgow) 
Crossley,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Savile 
Dalrymple,  Sir  Charles 
Davenport,  William  Bromley 
Dickson,Charles  Scott 
Doughty,  Sir  George 
Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 
Doxford!,  Sir  WiDiam  Theodore 
Duke,  Henry  Edward 
Dyke,Rt.  Hn.  Sir  William  Hart 
Fellowes,  RtHn.  Ail wynEd ward 
Fergusson,RtHn.Sir  J.(Manc'r 
Fielden,  Edward  Brocklehurst 
Finch,  Rt.  Hon.  George  H 
Finlay,Sir  R.B.(Inv'm'asB'ghs) 
Flannery,  Sir  Fortescue 
Forster,  Henry  William 
Foster,Phaip  S.(  Warwick,S.  W. 
Gardner,  Ernest 
Godson,  Sir  Augustus  Frederick 
Gordon,  Hn.  J.  E.  (Elgin&Naim ) 
Gordon,  Maj  Evans  (T'rH'mlets 
GoTst,  Rt.  Hon.  Sb  John  Eldon 
Goschen,  Hon.  Greorge  Joachim 


Gray,  Ernest  (West  Ham) 
Greene,  W.  Raymond  (Cambs.) 
Grenfell,  William  Henry 
Gretton,  John 
Groves,  James  Grimble 
Hamilton,Marq.of(L'nd'nderry 
Harris,  F.  Leverton  (Tynem'th) 
Hay,  Hon.  Claude  George 
Heaton,  John  Henniker 
Helder,  Augustus 
Henderson,  Sir  A.  (StaflFord,W.) 
Hermon-Hodge,  Sir  Robert  T. 
Hope,  J.  F  (Sheffield,  Brightside 
Hoult,  Joseph 
Houston,  Robert  Paterson 
Howard,  J.  (Kent,  Faverpham 
Hudson,  George  Biokersteth 
Hunt,  Rowland 
Jebb,  Sir  Richard  Claverhouse 
Kenyon,  Hn.GeorgeT  (Denbigh 
Keswick,  William 
King,  Sir  Henry  Seymour 
Laurie,  Lieut-General 
Law,  Andrew  Bonar  (Glasgow) 
Lawrence,  Sir  Joseph  (Monm'th 
Lawrence,  Wm.  F,  (Liverpool) 
Lawson,  John  Grant(  Yorks.N.  R 
Lee,  Arthur  H(Hant8.,Fareham 
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Legge,  Col.  Hon.  Heneagc 
l^ckwood,  Lieut. -Col.  A.  R. 
Long,  Rt.Hn.Walter(Bri8tol,  S. 
Lonsdale,  John  Brownlee 
Low^,  Francis  William 
Loyd,  Archie  Kirkman 
Lucas,  Col.  Francis  (Lowestoft 
Lyttelton,  Rt.  Hon.  Alfred 
Iklacdona,  John  Gumming 
M* Arthur,  Charles  Liverpool 
M'lver,  Sir  Lewis  (EdinburghW 
Majendie,  James  A.  H. 
Martin,  Richaid  Biddulph 
Maxwell,  W.J.H  (Dumfriesshire 
Montagu,Hn.  J.  Scott  (Hants.) 
Morgan,  DavidJ(Walthamstow 
Morpeth,  Viscount 
Morrell,  George  Herbert 
Morrison,  James  Archibald 
Mount,  William  Arthur 
Mowbray,  Sir  Robert  Gray  C 
Murray,  Charles  J.  (Coventry) 
O'Neill,  Hon.  Robert  Torrens 
Percy,  Earl 


{COMMONS} 

PilkinKton,  Colonel  Richard 
Piatt- Higgins,  Frederick 
Plummer,  Sir  Walter  R. 
Pretyman,  Ernest  Greorge 
Purvis,  Robert 
Randies,  John  S. 
Rasch,  Sir  Fredeiio  Came 
Renshaw,  Sir  Charles  Bine 
Renwick,  George 
Ritohie,Rt.  Hon .  Chas-Thomson 
Roberts,  Samuel  (Sheffield) 
Ropner,  Colonel  Sir  Robert 
Rutheiford,  John  (Lancashiie) 
Rutherford,  W.  W.  (Liverpool) 
Sadler,  Col.  Samuel  Alexander 
Sassoon,  Sir  Edward  Albert 
Shaipe,  William  Edward  T. 
Smith,  Hon.  W.  F.  D.  (Strand) 
Spear,  John  Ward 
Stanley,  Rt.  Hn.  Loid  (Lanes.) 
Stirling-Maxwell,  Sir  John  M. 
Stock,  James  Henry 
Stroyan,  John 
Strutt,  Hon.  Charles  Hedley 
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Tomlinson,  Sir  Wm.  Edw.  M. 
Tuff,  Charles 
Tuke,  Sir  John  Batty 
Vincent,  Sir  Edgar  (Exeter) 
Walker,  Col.  Wilham  Hall 
Walrond,  Rt.Hn.SirWilUamH- 
Warde,  Colonel  C.  E. 
Webb,  Colonel  William  George- 
Welby,  Lt.-CoL  ACE  (Taunton 
Wentwo&*th,  Brace  C.  Vernon 
Wharton,  Rt.  Hon.  John  Lloyd 
Whitmore,  Charles  Algernon 
Williams,  Colonel  R.  ( Dorset > 
Wilson,  John  (Glasgow) 
Wolflf,  Gustav  Wilhelm 
Wortley,  Rt.  Hon.  C.  B.  Stuart 
Wylie,  Alexander 
Yei  burgh,  Robert  Armstrong 
Younger,  William 

Tkllxbs  tor  thb  Nobs — Sir 
Alexander  Aoland-Hood  and 
Viscount  Valentia. 


Original  QueBtion  again  proposed. 

Mr.  WHITLEY  moved  that  the  Vote 
should  be  reduced  by  £15,000,  which, 
he  said,  was  part  of  a  total  sum  already 
partly  voted  for  a  residence  for  the  Com- 
mander-in-Chief at  Chatham.  There  was 
an  item  of  £7,000  on  the  Estimates  last 
year  in  connection  with  this  matter, 
and  he  took  the  opportunity  of  pro- 
testing then  against  the  extravagant 
nature  of  this  expenditure.  An  addi- 
tional sum  of  £1,500  was  now  put  down 
for  furniture,  and  he  supposed  that 
£3,000  would  probably  be  required  alto- 
gether before  the  furnishing  was  completed , 
bringing  the  total  cost  of  this  residence 
up  to  £28,000.  When  the  matter  was 
under  discussion  last  year  they  had  the 
interesting  admission  from  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Great 
Yarmouth  that  it  was  necessary  to  have 
a  magnificent  palace  of  this  sort  because 
it  was  desirable  that  the  Commander-in- 
Chief  should  entertain  society.  He  should 
have  thought  that  an  admiral  could  be 
better  employed  than  in  attending  social 
functions.  The  providing  of  a  smaller 
house  for  him  would  have  been  more 
satisfactory  in  saving  the  money  of  the 
taxpayers.  He  understood  that  there 
was  already  a  good  house  for  the 
Commander-in-Chief  at  Sheerness,  and 
that,  apart  from  its  position,  nothing 
better  could  be  desired.  It  was  because  it 
had  been  decided  to  remove  the  official 
residence  from  Sheerness  to  Chatham 
that  this  large  amount  was  asked  for. 


He  protested  against  the  building  of 
houses  of  this  sort  even  for  high  officers. 
It  meant  that  no  man  without  a  private 
income  could  undertake  offices  which 
implied  entertaining  and  widespread  hos- 
pitality. In  the  past  the  Navy  more 
than  the  Army  had  been  free  from  that 
kind  of  snobbery.  He  was  sure  nothing 
was  more  detrimental  to  efficiency  than 
having  high  posts  barred  to  men  who- 
had  to  live  on  their  pay.  In  this  case 
there  was  an  allowance  of  £450  a  year  for 
servants  in  order  to  keep  up  the  establish- 
ment. An  admiral  with  a  pay  of  £3,000 
a  year  was  not  in  a  position  to  keep  up  & 
house  of  this  sort. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed^ 
''That  Item  E  (Naval  Barracks  and 
General  Fleet  Services)  be  reduced  by 
£15,000.  ''--{Mr.     Whitley.) 

Mr.  SHACKLETON  (Lancashire, 
Clitheroe)  said  he  wished  to  associate- 
himself  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Halifax 
in  protesting  against  the  extravagance  of 
building  palaces  for  officers  connected 
with  the  Nav}^.  He  thought  the  House 
scarcely  realised  the  amount  of  money 
which  was  being  spent  in  this  way.  Some- 
of  those  who  Uved  in  houses  of  five  or 
six  rooms  thought  that  a  little  more 
discretion  might  be  exercised  in  regard 
to  houses  for  officers  of  the  Army  and 
Navy.  The  sum  of  £25,000iiwhich  the 
house  for  the  Commander-in-Chief  was  to- 
cost  was  equal  to  the  amount  required 
to  build  100  houses  of  six  rooms  each  in 
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a  town  in  Lancashire.  The  amount  now 
asked  for  furniture  was  out  of  all  reason, 
and  yet  he  believed  that  it  would  not  be 
sufficient  to  furnish  the  house,  and  that 
another  item  would  appear  in  the  Vote 
next  year  for  the  same  purpose.  He 
wished  the  House  and  the  country  to 
know  what  they  were  paying  for.  How 
many  rooms  were  there  in  the  place,  and 
what  were  they  going  to  be  used  for  ? 
The  hon.  Member  for  Halifax  had  stated 
that  the  Commander-in-Chief  could  not, 
without  a  private  income,  maintain  the 
position  expected  of  him.  He  was  afraid 
another  result  of  this  extravagant  ex- 
penditure would  be  that  the  salary  must 
be^kept  up  in  order  that  the  Commander- 
in-Chief  might  be  able  to  entertain  and 
live  in  a  style  commensurate  with  the 
character  of  his  dwelling-house.  The 
Government  were  piling  on  expenses  in 
this  way,  while  the  country  was  groaning 
under  the  unemployed  and  the  terrille 
strain  which  the  inhabitants  of  the  large 
towns  had  to  undergo  in  providing  work 
for  poor  people.  He  thought  the  time 
had  come  when  some  economy  should  be 
practised.  It  was  absolutely  unneces- 
sary that  the  country  should  spend  any- 
thing like  £25,000  on  a  house  for  any 
official. 


Mr.  MOONEYsaidit  seemed  to  him  that 
the  Estimate  they  were  now  considering 
was  one  of  extraordinary  extravagance.  At 
present  the  salary  and  allowances  of  the 
Commander-in-Chief  amounted  to  £3,320. 
He  would  ask  the  Civil  Lord  whether 
he  thought  that  a  man  in  the  position 
of  an  admiral,  and  with  such  an  income, 
could  keep  up  a  house  which  was  to  cost 
£25,000,  and,  on  account  of  his  official 
position,  do  a  certain  amount  of  enter- 
taining. He  beUeved  the  Commander- 
in-Chief  ought  to  have  an  official  residence, 
but  there  was  no  reason  why  he  should 
have  a  palace.  He  objected  to  the 
waste  of  money  in  building  an  extrava- 
gantly expensive  establishment.  There 
had  been  complaints  as  to  the  want  of 
officers  for  the  Army  owing  to  the  fact 
that  they  could  not  five  on  their  pay. 
The  Navy  had  not  suffered  from  want 
of  officers  for  the  same  reason,  but  if 
positions  were  to  be  created  which  could 
only  be  held  by  gentlemen  having  private 
means  apart  from  official    salary,  that 


condition  would  sink  downwards,  and 
the  Navy  would  come  to  be  in  the  same- 
position  in  that  matter  as  the  Army. 
What  was  the  reason  for  removing  the 
official  residence  from  Sheer  ness  to- 
Chatham  ?  Would  £25,000  meet  the  total 
cost  in  connection  with  the  residence,, 
or  would  additional  sums  be  required 
later  on  ?  •  Was  the  £25,000  for  bricks, 
and  mortar,  or  did  it  include  an  ex- 
travagant price  paid  for  the  land  on 
which  the  house  was  built  ? 


♦Mr.  ARTHUR  LEE  explained  that 
the  £25,000  represented  not  merely 
the  estimate  for  building  a  residence 
for  the  Commander-in-Claef,  but  also 
large  offices  for  the  accommodation  of 
hia  retinue  and  staff,  offices  in  which 
the  whole  work  of  his  office  would  be 
done.  It  was  desirable  that  the  Com* 
mander-in-Chief  should  be  at  the  centre 
of  his  work  rather  than  at  Sheerness, 
twenty  miles  down  the  river.  The 
furniture  was  not  charged  to  this  Vote. 
The  reference  to  it  was  put  here  for 
information. 

Mr.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON:  It 
does  not  appear  an3rwhere  else. 

The  DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN:  In  any 
ca'se  it  does  not  appear  in  this  Vote,  and 
it  would  be  out  of  order  to  discuss  it  now. 


Mr.  WHITLEY :   \Vhat  is  to  become 
of  the  Sheerness  house  f 


*Mr.  ARTHUR  LEE  :  I  am  not  yet 
in  a  position  to  say,  because  it  will  be  a 
year  or  a  year  and  a -half  before  the  new 
house  is  ready. 

Mr.  swift  MACNEILL  (Donegal,[;S.) 
hoped  the  working  classes  of  the  country 
would  take  note  of  the  fact  that  £25,000 
was  being  spent  on  the  housing  of  an 
Admiralty  official  at  a  time  when  the 
Government  could  not  afford  a  meal  for 
poor  half-fed  children.  He  hoped  that 
would  sink  deep  into  the  hearts  of  work- 
ing men,  and  that  they  would  remember 
it  at  the  ballot.  It  could  be  perfectly 
well  seen  that  the   Navy   was  run  or 
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class  principles,  the  poor  being  robbed 
for  the  payment  of  highly- placed  people. 

♦Mb.  ARTHUR  LEE  :  The  Commander- 
in-Chief  pays  for  his  own  furniture. 

Mr.  swift  MACNEILL:  What  is 
the  £1,500  for  ? 

*Mr.  ARTHUR  LEE  :  For  fixtures. 

Mr.  WHITLEY  asked  whether  it  was 
possible  for  the  Commander-in-Chief  to 
Uve  in  this  house  on  the  pay  he  receiver^. 

♦Mr.  ARTHUR  LEE  said  it  was  con- 
sidered a  suitable  size  for  the  Commander- 
in-Chief  with  the  salary  provided  for  him. 

Mr.  SOARES  asked  how  much  was 
being  spent  on  accommodation  for  the 


Commander-in-Chief,  and  how  much  on 
accommodation  for  the  staff. 


♦Mr.  ARTHUR  LEE  said  the  accom- 
modation was  all  under  one  roof,  and, 
although  he  could  not  apportion  the  cost, 
he  could  state  that  a  large  portion  of  the 
building  consisted  of  offices  for  the  accom- 
modation of  the  staff. 

Mr.  MOONEY  asked  how  much  was 
paid  for  the  land. 

♦Mr.  ARTHUR  LEE  said  nothing  was 
paid  for  the  land,  because  the  house  was 
built  on  Government  land. 


Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes,  95  ; 
Noes,  151.    (Division  List  No.  165.) 


Abraham,  William  (Gork,N.£.) 

Abraham,  William  (Rhondda) 

Ainsworth,  John  Stirling 

Allen,  Charles  P. 

Barlow,  John  Emmott 

Barry,  E.  (Cork,  S.) 

Benn,  John  Williams 

Black,  Alexander  William 

Boland,  John 

Bright,  Allan  Heywood 

Brown,  George  M.  (Edinburgh) 

Caldwell,  James 

Campbell,  John  (Armagh,  S.) 

Oanston,  Richard  Knight 

Channing,  Francis  Allston 

Oean,  Eugene 

Oremer,  William  Randal 

Delany,  William 

Devlin,  Ghas.  Ramsay  (Galway 

Dewar,  John  A.  ( Inverness- sn. 

Dilke,  Rt.  Hn.  Sir  Charles 

Dillon,  John 

Doogan,  P.  C. 

Duncan,  J.  Hastings 

Edwards,  Frank 

Evans,  Samuel  T.  (Glamorgan) 

Eve,  Harry  Trelawney 

Ffrench,  Peter 

Findlay,  Alex.  (Lanark,  N.E.) 

Flavin,  Aiichael  Joseph 

Foster,  Sir  Walter  (Derby  Go.) 

Goddard,  Daniel  Ford 

Grey,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  E.(Berwick) 


AYES. 

Harwood,  George 

Hemphill,  Rt.  Hn.  Charles  H. 

Higham,  John  Sharp 

Johnson,  John 

Joyce,  Michael 

Kearley,  Hudson,  £. 

Kennedy,  V.  P.  (Gavan,  W.) 

Kilbride,  Denis 

Lament,  Norman 

Law,  Hugh  A.  (Donegal,  W.) 

Lawson,  Sir  Wilfrid  (Cornwall) 

Layland-Barratt,  Francis 

Lewis,  John  Herbert 

Lundon,  W. 

Lyell,  Charles  Henry 

MacNeill,  John  Gordon  Swift 

MacVeagh,  Jereiniah 

M*Crae,  George 

M'Fadden,  Edward 

M*Hugh,  Patrick  A. 

M'Kean,  John 

M'KiUop,  W.  (Sligo,  North) 

Mooney,  John  J. 

Murphy,  John 

Nannetti,  Joseph  P 

Nolan,  Joseph  (Louth,  South) 

O'Brien,  K.  (Tipperary  Mid.) 

O'Brien,  Patrick  (Kilkenny) 

O'Brien,  P.  J.  (Tipperary,  N.) 

O'Connor,  John  (Kildare,  N.) 

O'DonneU,  John  (Mayo,  S.) 

O'Dowd,  John 

O'Mara,  James 


O'Shaughnessy,  P.  J 

Parrott,  William 

Pirie,  Duncan  V. 

Power,  Patrick  Joseph 

Reddy,  M. 

Richards,  Thomas  (WMonm'tU 

Rickett,  J.  Gompton 

Roberts,  John  H.  (Denbighs.) 

Robertson,  Edmund  (Dundee) 

Roche,  John 

Roe,  Sir  Thomas 

Schwann,  Charles  E. 

Shaw,  Thomas  (Hawick,  B.) 

Slack,  John  Bamford 

Soares,  Ernest  J. 

Spencer, Rt.Hn.G.R  (NorUiants 

Stanhope,  Hn.  Philip  James 

Sullivan,  Donal 

Taylor,  Theodore  G.  (Radcliffe) 

Thomas,DavidAlfred(  Merthyr) 

Wallace,  Robert 

White,  George  (Norfolk) 

White,  Luke  (York,  E.  R.) 

Whiteley,  George  (York,  W.R.) 

Whitley,  J.  H.  (Halifax) 

Wills,  ArthurWalter8(N.Dorset 

Wilson,  John  (Durham,  Mid.) 

Woodhouse,  SirJT.(Hudder8rd 

Youne,  Samud 

Tellebs  foe  the  Ayes — Mr 
Shackleton  and  Mr.  Hender- 
son. 


Agnew,  Sir  Andrew  Noel 
Anson,  Sir  William  Reynell 
Arkwright*  John  Stanhope 

Mr.  Swift  MacNeill. 


NOES. 

Amold-Forster,Rt.Hn.  Hugh  0 
Arrol,  Sir  William 
Atkinson,  Rt.  Hon.  John 


Bailey,  James  (Walworth) 
Bain,  Colonel  James  Robert 
Balcarres,  Lord 
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Balfour,  Rt.  Ho.  A.  J.(]V£anch*r 
Balfour,  Capt.  C  B.  (Homaey) 
BaIfour,RtHn  Gerald W.( Leeds 
Balfour,  Kenneth  R.(Chri8tch. 
Banbury,  Sir  Frederick  George 
Hartley,  Sir  George  C.  T. 
Bentinck,  Lord  Henry  G. 
Bignold,  Sir  Arthur 
Bin.  Charles 

Boscawen,    Arthur   Griffith 
Brodrick,  Rt.  Hon.  St.  John 
Brotherton.  Ed^a.d  Allen 
Brymer,  William  Ernest 
Bull,  William  James 
CirlUe,  William  Walter 
Carson,  Rt.  Hn.  Sir  Edw.  H. 
Civendish.  V.C.W( Derbyshire) 
Ciyzer,  Sir  Charles  William 
Chamberlain,  RtHn.  J.A(Worc. 
Chapman,  Edward 
Coates,  Edward  Feetham 
Cochrane,  Hon.  Thos.  H.  A.  E. 
Colomb,  RtHon.Sir  John  C.R. 
Colston,  Chas.  Edw.  H.  Athole 
Compton,  Lord  Alwyne 
C-orbett,  A.  Cameron  (Glasgow) 
Craig,  Charles  Curtis  (An trim, S. 
Crossley,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Savile 
Dalrymple,  Sir  Charles 
Davenport,  William  Bromley 
Dickson,  Charles  Scott 
Doughty,  Sir  George 
Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 
Doxford,  Sir  William  Theodore 
Duke,  Henry  Edward 
Fellowes,  Rt  Hn.  Ailwyn  Edw. 
Fergusson,  Rt.Hn.SirJ(Manc'r 
Fielden,  Edward  Brooklehurst 
Finch,  Rt.  Hon.  George  H. 
Finlay;  SirR.B.(Inv*messB'ghB 
Fisher,  William  Hayes 
Fitzgerald,  Sir  Robert  Penrose 
Flannery,  Sir  Fertescue 
Forster,  Henry  William 
Foster,  P.  S.  (Warwick,  S.W.) 
Gardner,  Ernest 
€k>dson.  Sir  Augustus  Fredk. 
Gordon,Hn.J.E.(  Elgin  &Naim) 
Gordon,  Maj.Evan8(T'rH'mlets 
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Mowbray,  Sir  Robert  Gray  C 
Muiray,  Chailes  J.  (Coventry) 
O'Neill,  Hon.  Robert  Torrena 
Percy,  Earl 

PilkingtoD,  Colonel  Richard 
Platt-Higgins,  Frederick 
Plummer,  Sir  Walter  R. 
Pretyman,  Ernest  George 
Purvis,  Robert 
Randies,  John  S. 
Rasch,  l?ir  Frederic  Came 
Renshaw,  Sir  Charles  Bine 
Renwick,  George 
Ritchie,  Rt.Hn.Chas.  Thomson 
Roberts,  Samuel  (Sheffield) 
Rolleston,  Sir  John  F.  L. 
Ropner,  Colonel  Sir  Robert 
Rutherford,  John  (Lancashire^ 
Rutherford,  W.  W.  (Liverpool 
Sadler,  CoL  Samuel  Alexander 
Sassoon,  Sir  Edward  Albert 
Sharpe,  William  Edward  T. 
Smith,  Hon.  W.  F.  D.  (Strand) 
Stanley,  Rt.  Hn.  Lord  (Lanes.) 
Stewart,  Sir  M.  J.  M'Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell,  Sir  John  M. 
Strutt,  Hd.  Charles  Hedley 
Talbot,  Lord  E.  (Chichester) 
Tomlinson,  Sir  Wm.  Edw.  M. 
Tuff,  Charles 

Vincent,  Sir  Edgar  (Exeter) 
Walker,  Col.  WiUiam  HaU 
Walrond,  Rt.  Hn.  Sir  Wm.  H. 
Warde,  Colonel  C.  E. 
Webb,  Colonel  William  George 
Welby,Lt.-Col.A.C.E.(Tauuton 
Wentworth,  Bruce  C  Vernon 
Whitmore,  Charles  Algernon 
Wilson,  John  (GUsgow) 
Wolff,  Gustav  Wilhelm 
Wortley,  Rt.  Hn.  C.B.  Stuart 
Wylie,  Alexander 
Yerburgh,  Robert  Armstronf^ 
Younger,  William 


Gorst,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  John  Eldon 
Gray,  Ernest  (West  Ham) 
Greene,Sir  EW  (B*ry  SEdm'nds 
Grenfell,  William  Henry 
Gretton,  John 
Groves,  James  Grimble 
Hamilton,Marq.  of ( Londonderry 
Harris,  F.  Leverton  (Tynem*th 
Hay,  Hon.  Claude  George 
Heath,  Sir  Jas.  (Staffords.N.W 
Heaton,  John  Henniker 
Helder,  Augustus 
Henderson,  Sir  A.  (Stafford,  W. 
Hermon- Hodge,  Sir  Robert  T. 
Hope,  J.F.  (Sheffield,Brightside 
Hoult,  Joseph 

Howard,  J.  (Kent,  Faversham) 
Jebb,  Sir  Richard  Claverhouse 
Kennaway,  Rt.ECn.Slr  John  H. 
Kenyon,  Hn.  Geo.  T.  (Denbigh) 
Keswick,  William 
King,  Sir  Henry  Seymour 
Lambton,  Hn.  Frederick  Wm. 
Laurie,  Lieut. -General 
Law,  Andrew  Bonar  (Glasgow 
Lawrence,  Sir  Joseph(Monm'th 
Lawrence,  Wm.  F.  (Liverpool 
Lawson,  John  Grant  ( YorlosNR 
Lee,  Arthur  H.  (Hants,Fareham 
Legge,  Col.  Hon.  Heneage 
Lockwood,  Lieut-Col.  A.  R. 
Long,  RtHn.Walter  (Bristol,S 
Lonsdale,  John  Brownlee 
Lowe,  Francis  William 
Loyd,  Archie  Kirkman 
Lucas,  CoL  Franci8(Lowestoft) 
Lyttelton,  Rt.  Hon.  Alfred 
A&cdona,  John  Gumming 
M'^rthur,  Charles  (Liverpool) 
M'lver,  Sir  LewisK  Edinburgh  W 
Majendie,  James  A.  H. 
Martin,  Richard  Biddulph 
Maxwell,  W.  J.  H  (Dumfriesshire 
Montagu,  Hn.  J.  Scott  (Hants) 
Morgan,  David  J(Waltham8tow 
Morpeth,  Viscoimt 
Morrell,  George  Herbert 
Morton,  Arthur  H.  Aylmer 
Mount,  William  Arthur 


TXLLKRS    FOR    THS    NoBS — Sir 

Alexander  Aoland-Hood  and 
Viscount  Valentia. 


Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £336,400, 
be  granted  to  His  Majesty,  to  defray  the 
Elxpenses  of  the  Admiralty  Office,  which 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  during 
the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March, 
1906." 

Mr.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON  said  he 
understood  that  they  were  to  have  a  dis- 
cussion on  the  discarded  ships.  It  was 
rather  late  that  night  to  enter  upon  such 
a  discussion,  and  he  hoped  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the  Admir- 
alty would  not  take  this  Vote  that  night. 


Mr.  pretyman  said  he  had  no  in- 
tention of  taking  the  Vote  that  night, 
and  he  moved  that  Progress  be  reported., 

Mr.  swift  MACNEILL  moved  to 
reduce  the  Vote  for  the  salary  of  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  by  £100,  in 
order  to  raise  the  question  of  flogging  and 
"  ragging  "  in  the  Navy.  Hon.  Members 
who  profe&sed  to  be  gentlemen  ought  to 
treat  him  with  ordinary  courtesy  when 
he  spoke  on  a  question  of  humanity. 
Although  this  practice  of  flogging  in|thc 
Navy  had  been  suspended  since  1884  by 
an  order  of  the  Admiraltv,  the  Lords  of 
the  Admiralty  could,  by  a  stroke  of  the 
pen,  revive  it,  and  to-day  in  every  King's 
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ship,  as  part  of  the  equipment,  there 
vfhQ  a  cat-o'-nine-tails.  Flogging  had 
"been  abolished  in  the  Army  for  twenty-five 
years,  but  youths  in  the  Royal  Navy 
under  eighteen  were  subject,  for  the 
rii^malleBt  and  most  trivial  offence,  after 
a  summary  trial,  to  castigation  with 
twenty -four  strokes  hy  a  birch  which 
htid  been  steamed  over  the  coppers  to 
make  it  hard.  The  strokes  were  ad- 
ministered on  the  bare  flesh,  in  pre<«ence 
of  all  the  other  boys  on  hoard  ship, 
iind  the  youth  was  immediately  after- 
wards removed  to  a  cell  below  water- 
mark  and  kept  for  twenty-four  hours. 
These  youths  could  be  flogged  because 
they  could  not  swim  properly,  because 
their  boots  were  not  properly  polished, 
because  there  was  a  speck  of  dirt  on 
their  clothes,  or  because  their  manner 
•did  not  seem  to  be  seemly  to  their 
-superior  officer.  He  had  had  letters 
from  parents,  from  clergymen,  and  from 
•deserters  from  the  Navy  on  the  subject ; 
and  he  asked  for  a  Commission  or  a 
"Committee  to  investigate  the  whole 
:8ubject.  He  insisted  that  it  was  in- 
tolerable that  birching  of  that  kind  on 
the  King's  ships  should  be  continued  ; 
:and  he  appealed  to  the  working  men 
representatives  in  the  House  to  help 
him  in  this  matter,  because  they  were 
returned  by  the  fathers  of  the  children 
who  were  the  subjects  of  this  degrading 
punishment.  He  could  not  help  think- 
ing that  the  new  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  could  not  better  signalise 
his  entrance  into  office  than  by  abolishing 
the  system  of  flogging  in  the  Navy,  as 
it  had  been  abolished  in  the  Army. 
Whenever  Nelson  had  a  particularly 
refractory  sailor  he  sent  him  to  Admiral 
Collingwood,  who  never  flogged,  and  the 
Bailors  delighted  in  him. 

The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretarv  to 

■ 

the  Admiralty  stated  in  answer  to  a 
<2uestion  in  March  last  that  birching 
was  a  better  form  of  punishment  for 
boys  in  the  Navy  than  in  the  Army.  He 
traversed  that  statement  in  the  most  dis- 
tinct way.  England  was  the  only  nation 
in  the  world  that  retained  corporal 
punishment  in  the  Nav}.  Boys  of 
sixteen  years  of  age  were  accepted  in 
the  French  training  ships  and  they  were 
liable  to  corporal  punishment  in  no 
fhape  or  form.     Even  in   the   Russian 

Mr.  Swift  MacNetll^ 


Navy  flogging  had  been  abolished. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty  had  made  a  still  more 
astonishing  statement  when  he  said 
that  flogging  in  the  Army  had  been 
abolished  because  there  were  no  boys 
there.  Had  the  hon.  Gentleman  ever 
seen  a  fife  and  drum  band  ?  The 
hon.  Gentleman,  who  himself  had  been 
an  officer  in  the  Army,  knew  that  there 
was  no  such  thing  as  flogging  in  the 
Army,  and  he  must  recollect  that  in 
1903  a  colonel  of  the  Guards  had  been 
placed  on  half  pay  for  countenancing, 
or  at  least  winking  at,  a  case  of  "  ragging  " 
amongst  the  junior  officers. 

The  DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN  said  that 
the  Vote  under  discussion  referred  to  the 
Navy  and  not  to  the  Army. 

Mr.  swift  MACNEILL  said  he  had 
only  referred  to  that  case  by  way  of 
illustration,  and  to  show  that  the  man 
who  permitted  "ragging  "  in  the  Army  had 
been  dismissed.  If  flogging  in  the  Army 
had  been  abolished  why,  then,  permit  it 
in  the  Navy  ?  He  maintained  that  boys 
who  had  been  subject  to  being  bullied 
or  flogged  either  had  their  spirit  broken, 
or  it  trained  them  to  exercise  tyranny 
afterwards  over  those  who  might  beoome 
subject  to  them.  They  had  heard  that 
day,  in  reply  to  a  Question,  what  had 
occurred  on  board  H.M.S.  "  Kent." 
There  were  twenty-five  midshipmen  on 
board  that  ship,  and  one  of  their  number 
who  had  been  condemned  by  a  mock 
Court-martial  to  be  flogged  with  the 
scabbard  of  a  dirk,  which  was  a  well- 
known  punishment  in  the  gun  room, 
declined  to  submit,  and  said  that  he  would 
make  it  serious  work  if  he  was  subjected 
to  it.  The  middy  was  alone  and  sur- 
rounded by  the  gang  of  gentlemen  who 
were  bullying  him,  and  he  used  his  re- 
volver on  them  and  wounded  one  or  two 
of  his  comrades.  Why  had  there  not 
been  an  investigation  in  that  case  ? 
Were  the  Admiralty  afraid,  if  the  whole  of 
the  facts  and  circumstances  of  that  revolt 
were  brought  to  light,  they  would  show 
that  the  boy's  conduct  in  fighting  against 
such  a  system  was  praiseworthy  ?  What 
had  become  of  that  boy  ?  They  had 
been  told  that  his  parents  had  removed 
him.    Had   they   removed    him   at  the 
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suggestion  of  the  Admiralty  or  not  ?  j  that  properly  and  judiciously  inflicted. 
Did  the  commanders  know  that  this  |  without  undue  severity,  it  was  a  great 
system  of  cruelty  in  the  gun  room  was  ,  deal  better  than  detention  for  growing 
practised  ?     There  was  a  speech  of  the  i  boys.     But  it  must  be  properly  inflicted 


Civil  Lord  which  always  went  to  his 
heart,  in  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  said 
that  every  boy  carried  in  his  kit  an  ad- 


and  must  not  be  unduly  frequent  or  be 
inflicted  for  offences  which  did  not  merit 
it.     During  the  Easter  recess  he  was  on 


miral's  baton  ;  but  he  knew  it  was  per-  i  board  the  Irish  training  ship  "  Emerald  " 
iectly  certain  that  he  also  carried  in  his  and  asked  an  officer  who  had  been  on 
kit  the  possibility  of  a  flogging  with  the  ;  board  the  ship  for  a  year  how  many  of 
<jat-o'-nine-tails.  The  Navy,  on  which  those  birchings  had  been  recently  inflicted 
so  much  money  was  expended,  was  fenced  and  he  said  there  had  not  been  one  since 
around  with  class  influence ;  and  from  |  he  had  been  in  the  ship.  He  did  not 
the  higher  ranks  the  sons  of  the  poor,  no  i  think  the  hon.  Gentleman  served  his 
matter  how  able  they  might  be,  were  '  case  by  the  extreme  heat  of  his  language 
absolutely  excluded.  and    by    his    exaggeration.     The    hon. 

'  Member  referred  to  cruelty  and  bullying. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  i  'J'^^^  ^'^  incoDBistent  with  the  fact  that 

*'  That  Item   A   (Salarie-,   Wager,   and  '  f  f  "^'^I'^f  ^^.  ^^^  ^"f^"!  ^^'^^'^  t^^^'* 

AJlowances)  be  reduced  by  nOO."-(Mr.  ;  ^«  J"''"^  «^*^«'  '"^  commission  or  in  the 

StoiH  MacNeill )  i  ^*"^^  ^^^  more  self-respecting  and  more 

respected  than  the  oflicers  and  the  men 

'  of    the    Royal    Naw.     His    statement 
Mr.  AINSWORTH( Argyllshire)  said  he    ^^^^  ^^^^^  ^^^^  ^^  ^'^^^  .^  ^^^  p^^^^j^ 

i^^ished  to  refer  to  the  practice  of  moormg    ^^^  ^^  ^^^^^^^^  ^^^  ^-^^  ^^^  ^^^^^^^ 
obsolete  warships  m  the  waters  of  the    ^^^^^    ^^^    personnel   entered   as  boys,  , 
^  ^^®'  this  particular  form  of  punishment  fell 

I  in.     With  regard  to  what  went  on  in 
♦Mr.  PRETYMAN  said  he  would  pre-  ,  the  gun  room,  there  should  be  no  sort 
fer  to  reply  on  the  subject  under  dis-    of  informal  Court-martial  or  any  severe 
•cassion.     It  had  been  discussed  at  great  |  unauthorised     punishment    upon     mid- 
length  on  a  previous  occasion,  and  there  |  shipmen  ;   and  the  Admiralty  had  taken* 
was  no  need  for  him  to  repeat  the  argu-  ;  the  steps  of  which  he  had  informed  the 
ments  he  then  used.    The  hon.  Member    House  in  order  that   any  such  practice 
had   declaimed    with   ardour   upon    the    should  cease, 
possibility    of    flogging    being    inflicted ' 
upon  men,  but  it  was  impossible  that  it       There   was   no  justification  for   com- 

could  ever  be  revived.  plaint    as     to    entrance   to    the  Navy. 

Every   application    for   nomination    re- 

Mr.  swift  MACNEILL :    Why  not    ceived   at   the  Admiralty  was  accepted 

repeal  the  Act  ?  in  the   first  instance   unless   there   was 

exceptional  reason  to  the  contrary, 
♦Mr.  PRETYMAN  said  the  hon.  '  All  the  boys  who  had  received  these 
Member  was  aware  that  it  would  lead  preliminary  nominations  were  inter* 
to  a  waste  of  Parliamentary  time.  As  to  viewed  by  an  interview  committee  pre- 
the  punishment  of  boys  by  birching —  <  sided  over  by  a  naval  officer  of  high  rank, 
though  corporal  punishment  was  a  thing  \  This  committee  was  kept  in  absolute 
to  be  avoided — there  could  be  no  doubt,  ignorance  of  any  recommendations  which 
and  it  was  an  opinion  general  in  the  Navy,    might  be  made  in  favour  of  any  boy.    All 
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they  had  before  them  was  the  statements 
of  the  parent  and  the  schoolmaster  or 
other  person  who  had  been  entrusted 
with  the  boy's  education.  They  inter- 
viewed the  boys  and  classified  them 
according  to  the  opinion  they  formed 
of  their  brightness  and  fitness,  and  on 
that  classification  nominations  were  given. 
He  thought  it  would  be  admitted  that 
any  possible  objections  there  might  be  to 
the  present  system  were  enormously  less 
than  the  obvious  and  serious  objections 
there  were  to  subjecting  boys  of  twelve 
or  thirteen  years  of  age  to  the  ordeal  of  a 
competitive  examination.  Under  the 
present  system  there  was  no  competitive 
examination  whatever.  There  was  only 
a  qualifying  and  a  medical  examination, 
and  every  boy  who  passed  them  was 
qualified.  There  must  always  be  a 
certain  number  of  boys  who  failed  to 
qualify,  and  therefore  a  few  more  nomina- 
,  tions  were  given ;  but  they  were  nomin- 
ations on  the  selection  and  classification 
of  a  Committee  who  were  absolutely 
guarded    against    any    social    influence 

whatever. 

• 

Mk.  AINSWORTH  said  he  desired  to 
call  attention  to  the  danger  attending 
the  presence  of  obsolete  warships  in  the 
Clyde.  The  present  arrangement  was 
objected  to  by  all  the  yachting  clubs  in 
Glasgow. 

Mr.  JOHN  WILSON  (Glasgow,  St. 
RoUox)  said  that  these  ships  were  abso- 
lutely a  danger  to  navigation,  and{he 
would  urge  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
to  take  the  matter  into  consideration. 

Mr.  BENN  said  he  feared  that  the 
Eoyal  dockyards  were  being  turned 
into  mere    repairing  shops,  andj^would 

Mr.  Pretyman. 


urge  the  importance  of  keeping  up  the 
shipbuilding  capacities  of  the  dock- 
yards. There  was  a  possibility  that 
under  the  guise  of  economy  the  dock- 
yards were  being  starved.  He  wished 
to  know  whether  the  extreme  number 
of  discharges  from  the  dockyards  was 
attributable  to  a  new  policy.  It  was  a 
very  grave  matter  for  his  constituency. 

• 

Sir  JOHN  COLOMB  asked  whether 
it  was  the  fact  that  the  naval  manoeuvres 
had  been  cancelled  for  the  present  year. 

♦Mr.  pretyman  said  that  it  had 
been  decided  to  withdraw  the  manoeuvres,, 
which  were  to  have  been  world-wide. 
When  they  were  arranged  the  active 
naval  war  that  was  now  being  fought 
was  not  foreseen. 

And,  it  being  Midnight,  the  Chairman 
left  the  Chair  to  make  his  Report  to  the 
House. 

Resolution  to  be  reported  upon  Monday 
next ;  Committee  also  report  Progress  ; 
to  sit  again  upon  Monday  next. 


ADJOURNMENT. 

The  parliamentary  SECRE- 
TARY OF  THE  TREASURY  (Sir  A^ 
AoLAND-HooD,  Somersetshire,  Welling- 
ton) stated  that  after  the  Committee  on 
the  Finance  Bill,  the  first  business  taken 
would  be  the  Naval  Volunteers  (Land) 
BiU  and  the  Dogs  Bill. 

Question,  "That  this  House  do  now 
adjourn  "— (/StV  A.  Adand-Hood)  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Adjourned  at  eeven^minutes  after 
Twelve  o'clock. 
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HOUSE    OF    LORDS. 
Friday,  I9th  May,  1905. 
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TRIVATE    BILL    BUSINESS. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  acquainted  the 
House,  That  the  Clerk  of  the  Parliaments 
had  laid  upon  the  Table  the  Certificate 
from  the  Examiners  that  the  Standing 
Orders  have  not  beeu  complied  with  in  re- 
spect of  the  Petition  for  additional  provi- 
sion in  the  followmg  Bill :— Welling- 
borough and  District  Tramroads  Elec- 
tricity Supply  [h.l.].  The  same  was 
ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

^  Wellingborough  and  District  Tram- 
roads  and  Electricity  Supply  Bill  [h.l.]. — 
(Petition  for  additional  provision).  Ex- 
aminer's Certificate  of  non-compliance 
witii  the  Standing  Orders  referred  to  the 
Standing  Orders  Committee  on  Tuesday 
next. 

Nottingham  Corporation  Bill  [h.l.]. 
Reported  from  the  Select  Committee, 
witn  Amendments. 

Birmingham  Corporation  Bill.  Report 
from  the  Select  Committee,  That  the 
Committee  had  not  proceedei  with  the 
oonsideration  of  the  Bill,  the  opposition 
thereto  having  been  withdrawn ;  read, 
and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table.  The 
orders  made  on  May  11th  discharged, 
and  Bill  committed. 


^  Heckmondwike  Improvement  Bill. 
*^  Read  2%  and  committed.  The  Committee 
.,4*  to  be  proposed  by  the  Committee  of 
•?   Selection. 
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Weybridge  and  Walton-upon-Thames 
Electric  Supply  Bill ;  Chelsea  Electricity 
Supply  Bill.    Read  3*,  and  passed. 

Wrexham  Gas  Bill.  Read  3*,  with  the 
Amendments,  and  passed,  and  returned 
to  the  Commons. 

Administrative  County  of  London  and 
District  Electric  Power  Company  Bill 
[H.ii]  ;  Metropolitan  Electric  Supply 
Company  (Various  Powers)  Bill  [h.l.]; 
lilandrindod  Wells  Urban  District 
^Council   Bill    [h.l.]  ;      Newcastle-upon- 

VOL,  CXLVL    [Fourth  Sbwes.] 


Tyne  Corporation  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Welling- 
I  borough  and  District  Tramroads  and 
Electricity  Supply  Bill  [h.l.];  Acton 
Sewage  Bill  Leave  given  to  the  Select 
Committee  not  to  sit  on  Monday  next 
till  half-past  Twelve  o'clock. 

Great  Northern  Railway  Bill.  Report 
from  the  Select  Committee,  That  th« 
Committee  had  not  proceeded  with  the 
consideration  of  the  Bill,  the  opposition 
thereto  having  been  withdrawn;  read, 
and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table.  The 
orders  made  on  the  11th  of  May  dis- 
charged, and  Bill  committed. 

McConneirs  Divorce  BDl  [h.l.]. 
Minutes  of  evidence  and  proceedings 
before  this  House  on  the  Second  Reading, 
together  with  the  documents  deposited, 
returned  from  the  Commons. 

Education  Board  Provisional  Orders 
Confirmation  (Liverpool,  etc.)  Bill  [h.l.]  ; 
Education  Board  Provisional  Order 
Confirmation  (London  No.  2)  Bill  [h.l.]. 
Committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  Tuesday  next. 

Education  Board  Provisional  Ordei 
Confirmation  (London  No.  1)  Bill  [h.l.]. 
Committed.  The  Committee  to  be 
proposed  by  the  Committee  of  Selection. 

Arbroath  Water  Order  Confirmation 
Bill.  Brought  from  the  Commons  and 
read  P ;  to  be  printed ;  and  (pursuant  to 
the  Private  Legislation  Procedure 
(Scotland)  Act,  1899),  deemed  to  have 
been  read  2*  (The  Lord  Kintore  (E. 
KirUore)),  and  reported  from  the  Com 
mittee.    (No.  79.) 

Local  Government  (Ireland)  Provisional 
Order  (No.  1)  Bill  (No.  80);  Local 
Government  Provisional  Orders  (No.  4) 
Bill  (No.  81);  Local  Government  Pro- 
visional Orders  (No.  5)  Bill  (No.  82). 
Brought  from  the  Commons  and  read  1" ; 
to  be  printed;  and  referred  to  the 
Examiners. 

Hitchin  and  District  Gas  Bill ;  Croydon 
Corporation  Bill;  Ealing  Corporation 
Bill ;  Education  Board  Provisional  Order 
Confirmation  (London  No.  1)  Bill  [h.l.J  ; 
Stockport  Corporation  Bill;  Bristol 
Corporation  Bill;  Great  Western  Rail- 
way  (New  Railways)  Bill ;  Great  Western 
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Kailwav  (Additional  Powers)  Bill;  Gas 
and  Water  Ordor.^  Confinnation  (No.  1) 
Bill  [h.l.];  London  Gas  Bill.  Report 
from  the  Committee  of  Selection,  That 
the  following  Lords  be  proposed  to  the 
House  to  form  the  Select  Committee  for 
the  consideration  of  the  said  Bills ;  viz. — 

D.  Wellington,  M.  Winchester,  E.  Rosse, 

E.  Gainsborough,  L.  Newton  (chair- 
man); agreed  to;  and  the  said  Lords 
appointed  accordingly.  The  Committee 
to  meet  on  Thursday  next,  at'  Eleven 
o'clock ;  and  all  petitions  referred  to  the 
Committee,  with  leave  to  the  petitioners 
praying  to  be  heard  by  counsel  against 
the  Bills  to  be  heard  as  desired,  as  also 
counsel  for  the  Bilh. 

Newcastle-upon-Tyne  Corporation  Bill 
[h.l.];  Acton  Sewage  Bill;  Welling- 
borough and  District  Tramroads  ard 
Electricity  Supply  Bill  [h.l.].  Report 
from  th«>  Committee  of  Selection,  That 
the  Lord  Ranfurly  {E,  Ranfurly)  be  pro- 
j  osed  to  the  House  as  a  member  of  the 
Select  Committee  on  the  said  Bills  in  the 
place  of  the  Lord  Ravensworth;  read, 
and  agreed  to. 

Metropolitan  and  Great  Central  Rail- 
way Companies  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Southport, 
Birkdale,  and  West  Lancashire  Water 
Board  Bill  [h.l.];  Formby  Township 
Bill  [h.l.];  Humber  Conservancy  Bill 
[h.l.].  Report  from  the  Committee  of 
Selection,  That  the  Viscount  Ridley  be 
proposed  to  the  House  as  a  member 
of  the  Select  Committee  on  the  said  Bills 
in  the  place  of  the  Earl  of  Yarborough ; 
read,  and  agreed  to. 


ministering  poor  relief  in  certain  large^ 
town  parishes  of  Sc9tland. 

EDUCATION  (SCOTLAND). 
Reports,  statistics,  etc.,  on  Continua- 
tion Classes  (Scotland),  1903-1904. 

TRINITY  COLLEGE,  DUBLIN,  ESTATES 
COMMISSION. 

Report  of  the  Commissioners. 

Appendix   and    minutes   of  evidence^ 
with  appendices  and  maps. 

Presented  (by  Command),  and  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  Table. 

MEDWAY  CONSERVANCY. 

Statement  of  receipts  and  expenditure- 

bjr  the  Conservators  for  the  year  ended 

March  25th,  1905.    Delivered  (pursuant 

to  Act),  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table.. 

LICENSED  HOUSES. 
Petition  for  early  closing  of ;  of  Read- 
ing   and    District  Temperance  Council- 
read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 

FEE  FUND  OF  THE  HOUSE  OF  LORDS. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  acquainted  the 
House,  That  the  Clerk  of  the  Parliaments 
had  laid  on  the  Table  the  Annual 
Account  of  the  Fee  Fund  of  the  House  of 
Lords.  The  same  was  ordered  to  lie  on 
the  Table,  and  to  be  referred  to  the  Select 
Committee  on  the  House  of  Lords 
Offices. 

POOR  RELIEF  (SCOTLAND). 

Report  to  the  Local  Government  Board 
lor   Scotland     on    the   methods  of  ad- 


POLLING  DISTRICTS  (COUNTY 
COUNCILS)  BILL  [h.i.]. 

POLLING  ARRANGEMENTS 
(PARLIAMENTARY  BOROUGHS)  BILL 

[H.L.]. 

Read  3*    (according    to    order),    and 
passed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons. 

Hoiue  adjourned  at  twenty-five- 
minates  before  Five  o'clock, 
to  MonHay  next,  a  qaarter 
before  Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE  OF    COMMONS. 
Friday,  Idth  May,  1905. 


The  House  met  at  Twelve  of  the  Clocks 


MR.  SPEAKER'S  ABSENCE, 

The  House  being  met,  the  Clerk  at  the^ 
Table  informed  the  House  of  the  un- 
avoidable absence  of  Mr.  Speaker,  owing 
to  continued  indisposition. 

Whereupon  Mr.  James  William 
LowTHER,  the  Chairman  of  Wa^ffl  and 
Means,  proceeded  to  the  Table,  and,  after 
Prayers,  took  the  Chair  as  Deputy- 
Speaker,  pursuant  to  the  Standing  Order^ 
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PRIVATE    BILL    BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  [LORDS]  (STANDING 
ORDERS  APPLICABLE  THERETO  NOT 
COMPLIED  WITH). 

Mr.  Dbputy  -  Speaker  laid  upon  the 
Table  Report  from  one  of  the  Examiners 
ol  Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  That,  in  the 
case  of  the  following  Bill,  originating  in 
the  Lords,  the  Standing  Orders  which  are 
applicable  thereto  have  not  been  com- 
plied with,  vias. : — Great  Central  Railway 
Bill  [Lords], 

Ordered,  That  the  Report  be  referred 
to  the  Select  Committee  on  Standing 
Orders. 

PROVISIONAL  ORDER  BILLS  (STANDING 
ORDERS  APPLICABLE  THERETO  COM- 
PUED  WITH). 

Mr.  Deputy  -  Speaker  laid  upon  the 
Table  Report  from  one  of  the  Examiners 
of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  That,  in  the 
case  of  the  following  Bills,  referred  on  the 
First  Reading  thereof,  the  Standing 
Orders  which  are  applicable  thereto  have 
been  complied  with,  viz.: — Local  Govern- 
ment (Ireland)  Provisional  Orders  (No. 
4)  Bill;  Local  Government  Provisional 
Orders  (No.  10)  Bill. 

Ordered,  That  the  Bills  be  read  a 
second  time  upon  Monday  next. 

Highland  Railway  BiU.  Read'  the 
third  time,  and  passed.    [New  Title.] 

Leeds  and  Liverpool  Canal  Bill  [Lords] ; 
Metropolitan  District  Railway  BUI 
[Lords];  Orphan  Working  School  and 
Alexandra  Orphanage  Bill  [Lords].  Read 
the  third  time,  and  passed,  with  Amend- 
ments. 

Great  Northern,  Piccadilly,  and 
Brompton  Railway  (No.  1)  Bill.  As 
amended,  considered;  Clauses  added; 
Amendments  made ;  Bill  to  be  read  the 
third  time. 

Electric  Lighting  Provisional  Order 
(No.  2)  Bill ;  Local  Government  (Ireland) 
Provisonal  Order  (No.  1)  Bill;  Local 
Government  Provisional  Orders  (No.  4) 
Bill;  Local  Government  Provisional 
Orders  (No.  5)  BiU.  Read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 


Electric  Lighting  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  I)  Bill;  Electric  Lighting  Pro- 
visional Order  (No.  3)  Bill.  As  amended, 
considered;  to  be  read  the  third  time 
upon  Monday  next. 

RAILWAY  BILLS  (GROUP  No.  6). 

Mr.  Kearley  reported  from  the 
Commlttea  on  Group  No.  6^  of  Railway 
Bills;  That,  for  the  convenience  of 
parties,  the  Committef^  had  adjourned 
till  Tuesday  next,  at  half-past  Eleven  of 
the  clock.     Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

PRIVATE  BILLS  (GROUP  E). 

Sir  Henry  Aubret-Flbtoher  reported 
from  the  Committee  on  Group  E  of 
Private  Bills ;  That  the  parties  opposing 
the  London  Building  Acts  (Amendment) 
Bill  had  stated  that  the  evidence  of 
Lieutenant-Colonel  Charles  Fox,  Com- 
manding Officer,  London  Salvage  Corps, 
of  63,  Watling  Street,  E.C.,  was  essential 
to  their  case ;  and,  it  having  been  proved 
that  his  attendance  could  not  be  pro- 
cured without  the  intervention  of  the 
House,  he  had  beea  instructed  to  move 
that  the  said  Lieutenant-Colonel  Charles 
Fox  do  attend  the  said  Committee  ou 
Tuesday  next,  at  Eleven  of  the  clock. 

Ordere(',  That  Lieutenant-Colonel 
Charles  Fox  do  attend  the  Committee  on 
Group  E  of  Private  Bills  on  Tuesday 
next,  at  Eleven  of  the  clock. 

BOOTLE  CORPORATION  BILL. 

The  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means, 
in  pursuance  of  Standing  Order  No.  83 
relating  to  Private  Bills,  informed  the 
Hous3  that,  in  his  opinion,  the  Bootle 
Corporation  Bill,  though  unopposed, 
ought  to  be  treated  as  an  opposed  BilL 
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HOUSE  OF  COMMONS  (PROCEDURE). 

Petition  of  B.  C.  Wolstenholme  Elmy, 
and  others,  for  alteration;  to  lie  upon 
the  Table. 

LICENSED       PREMISES        (HOURS  •  OP 

CLOSING). 

Petition  from  King's  Lynn,  for  altera- 
tion of  law ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 
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PUBLIC  LIBRARIES  ACTS  (EXTENSION) 

BILL. 

Petitio.1  from  Westminster,    against ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


the  Militia  on  the  1st  day  of  January, 
1900. 

"  (2)  The  number  of  Militia  units  and 
the  number  of  officers  and  men,  excluding 
the  Militia  Reserve,  who  served  outside 


PUBLIC  LIBRARIES  BILL.  ^.     tt   •.  j  ^-      j  .  .-       v  x 

_^.^.        -         ,uTx-^  .X     the  Umted  Kmgdom  at  any  time  between 

Petition   from  Westminster,    agamst;    Ofttoh«r      1899.     and    Jiiti«     1902.    di«. 


to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

WAGES  BOARDS  BILL. 

Petition  from  Londo:i,  against ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 


POOR  RELIEF  (SCOTLAND). 

Cipy  presented,  of  Report  to  the 
Local  Government  Board  for  Scotland  on 
the  methods  of  administering  Poor 
Relief  in  certain  large  town  parishes  of 
Scotland  [by  Command] ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

EDUCATION  (SCOTLAND)    (CONTINUA- 
TION CLASSES). 

Copy  presented,  of  Reports,  Statistics, 
etc.,  on  Continuation  Classes  (Scotland), 
1903-4  [by  Command] ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

TRINITY  COLLEGE.    DUBLIN,    ESTATES 

COMMISSION. 

Copy  presented,  of  Report  of  the 
Commissioners  [by  Command];  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

TRINITY  COLLEGE,  DUBLIN,  ESTATES 
COMMISSION. 

Copy  presented,  of  Appendix  to  Re- 
port of  the  Commissioners,  Minutes  of 
Evidence,  with  Appendices  and  Maps  [by 
Command] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

PAPER  LAID  UPON  THE  TABLE  BY  THE 
CLERK  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Medway  Conservancy.  Copy  of  State- 
ment of  Receipts  and  Expenditure  of  the 
dopservators  for  the  year  ending  March 
55th,  1905  [by  Act]. 

raLITIA  (SERVICE  OUTSIDE  UNITED 

KINGDOM). 

Address  for  **  Return  showing-:- 

"  (1)  The  number  of  Militia  units  and 
the  number  of  officers  and  men  serving  in 


October,  1899,  and  June,  1902,  dis- 
tinguishing  those  who  served  (a)  in  South 
Africa ;  (b)  at  Mediterranean  or  other 
stations  outside  the  United  Kingdom. 

"  (3)  The  number  of  Militia  Reserve  who 
served  in  South  Africa." — (Mr.  Griffith 
Boscatffen.) 


QUESTIONS   AND   ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED   WITH  THE   VOTES. 


Prosecution  of  Poachers— Interference  of 
Fisheries  Branch  of  the  Irish  Board 
of  Agriculture- 

Mr.  CHARLES  CRAIG  (Antrim,  S.) : 
To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  Fisheries  Branch  of  the 
Agricultural  Board  have  lately  interfered 
with  the  police  in  the  exercise  of  their 
duty,  and  have  prevented  them  from 
prosecuting  four  poachers  near  Dromara, 
county  Down,  who  were  caught  in  the 
act  of  illegally  fishing ;  and  if  so,  will  he 
say  on  what  grounds  was  the  prosecution 
in  this  case  forbidden. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Walter  Long.)  The 
case  referred  to  was  reported  by  t!.e 
police  to  the  Fisheries  Department  of  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  in  the  usual 
way,  but  a  prosecution  was  not  advised 
because  the  evidence  was  not  considered 
strong  enough.  The  police  are  on  the 
alert  in  this  district  to  prevent  and 
detect  breaches  of  the  Fishery  Laws. 

Postal  Facilities  for  Cut  Flowers  firom 
Caherdaniel,  County  Kerry. 

Mr.  BOLAND  (Kerry,  S.) :  To  ask  the 
Postmaster-General  whether  he  has  now 
made  inquiries  into  the  facilities  afforded 
by  the  Post  Office  for  the  forwarding  of 
cut  flowers  from  Caherdaniel,  county 
Kerry ;  and  whether,  seeing  that  this 
district,  though  peculiarly  suitable  for 
this  industry,  is  nineteen  miles  from  the 
nearest  railway  stations,  he  will  secure 
special  facilities  for  the  encouraeemeiit 
of  the  industry. 


861 


Questions, 


[19  May  1905} 


Qutstiono, 


862 


{Answered  by  Lord  Stanley,)  I  have 
had  careful  inquiry  made  as  to  the  postal 
service  to  Caheidaniel,  and  I  find  that 
the  present  service  is  very  expensive  as 
compared  with  the  small  amount  of 
revenue  derived  from  correspondence  for 
Caherdaniel,  and  that  the  cost  of  an 
improved  service  would  be  quite  dis- 
proportionate to  any  increase  of  business 
that  might  be  expected.  In  any  case  it 
would  be  impossible  to  afiord  a)  rapid 
service,  in^  view  of  the  hilly  and  difficult 
nature  of  the  road.  In  these  circum- 
stances I  am  sorry  I  can  hold  out  no 
expectation  of  an  improved  service. 

Payment  of  Salaries  of  National  School 
Teachers  by  Dublin  Sorting  Clerks  and 
Telegraphists. 

Mr.  NANNETTI  (Dublin,  College 
Green) :  To  ask  the  Postmaster-General 
if  he  is  aware  that  sorting  clerks  and 
telegraphists  at  Dublin  have  to  pay  the 
quarterly  salaries  of  national  teachers  in 
addition  to  their  ordinary  duties ;  that 
these  officers,  with  one  exception,  receive 
no  risk  allowance,  and  that  the  amount 
o!  money  paid  over  the  counter  by  each 
officer,  in  sums  ranging  from  20s.  up- 
wards, exceeds.  £1,000 ;  that,  notwith- 
standing the  fact  that  these  payments 
recently  fell  due  on  a  Saturday,  no 
departure  was  made  from  the  rule,  with 
the  result  that  extreme  pressure  pre- 
vailed for  many  hours  ;  and  if  so,  will  he 
say  whether  this  practice  has  received 
his  sanction;  and  will  he  see  that 
provision  is  made  in  future  so  as  to 
avoid  any  cause  of  complaint. 

{Answered  by  Ijord  Stanley.)  I  am 
aware  of  the  arrangement,  which  has 
existed  for  many  years.  Although  the 
work  of  the  counter  staff  is  certainly 
increased  by  this  additional  duty,  I  am 
assured  that,  as  a  whole,  it  is  not  more 
than  they  can  be  reasonably  expected  to 
'perform.  If,  however,  the  officers  con- 
cerned consider  that  they  have  any  real 
cause  for  complaint,  and  will  fully 
represent  the  matter  to  the  Controller, 
inquiry  will  be  made  whether  any  relief 
is  necessary  on  these  occasions. 

Admiralty— Dismissal  of  Mr.  Millard. 

Mr.  LLOYDGEORGB  (Carnarvon 
Boroughs)  :  To  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty    whether    he    will    give    the 


reason  for  the  dismissal  from  the  service 
of  the  Admiralty  of  Mr.  Clement  Millard, 
superintendent  civil  engineer  at  Port- 
land. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  Arthur  Lee,)  Mr. 
Millard  was  dismissed  from  the  service 
of  the  Admiralty  on  account  of  his 
inability  to  discharge  efficiently  the 
duties  of  his  office. 

Begulation  of  Motor  Trai&c  in  Scotland. 

Mr.  OATHCART  WASON  (Orkney 
and  Shetland) :  To  ask  the  Lord- Ad- 
vocate if  any  instructions  were  sent  from 
the  Scotch  Office  to  local  authorities 
with  reference  to  reconsideration  which 
might  be  made  by  them  with  reference 
to  the  regulation  of  motor  traffic,  and 
what  were  the  nature  of  the  same  if  such 
were  sent ;  and  how  many  applications 
have  been  received  from  local  authorities 
in  Scotland,  and  the  number  approved 
and  refused. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  Scott  Dickson,)  The 
Scottish  Office  has  no  power  to  issue 
instructions  in  the  matter;  but  the 
policy  of  the  Department  has  been  not 
to  make  restrictive  regulations  without 
ascertaining  whether  local  authorities 
have  realised  the  considerable  power  of 
control  conferred  by  the  terms  of  the 
first  section  of  the  Act,  and  the  duty 
laid  upon  them  to  erect  sign-posts  at 
dangerous  corners,  cross  roads,  and 
precipitous  places,  where  necessary, 
under  Section  10  of  the  Act,  and  various 
communications  have  been  made  with  a 
view  to  ensuring  that  these  points  have 
been  fully  considered.  Thirty -two 
applications  have  been  received  from 
local  authorities;  on  seven  of  these 
regulations  have  been  issued ;  seven  are 
still  under  consideration ;  the  rest  have 
either  been  refused,  formally  withdrawn, 
or  otherwise  not  proceeded  with. 

Irish  Evicted  Tenants— Applications  for 
Beinstatement  firom  Patrick  ONeill 
and  Denis  0*Connell. 

Mr.  BOLAND:  To  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  the  Estates  Commis- 
sioners have  received  applications  for 
reinstatement  from  Patrick  O'Neill,  of 
Upper  Carhan,  Cahirciveen,  and  Denis 
O^Connell,    of  Laharan    North,5_on  th 
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estate  of  Sir  Daniel  Ross  O'Connell,  near 
Cahirciveen. 

{Ansioered  by  Mr,  Walter  Long.)  An 
application  for  reinstatement  has  been 
received  from  Denis  O'Coniiell,  and  will 
be  considered  in  the  event  of  the  estate 
being  dealt  with  by  the  Estates  Com- 
missioners. No  application  for  reinstate- 
ment  has  been  received  from  Patrick 
O'Neill. 

NegotiatioBfl  for  Porcliase  of  Sir  J.  Qore 
Booth's  Estate. 

Mr.  0  DOWD  (Sligo,  8.) :  To  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  the  negotiations 
between  the  Estates  Commissioners  and 
Sir  Jo?el3m  Gore  Booth,  for  the  purchase 
of  the  latter's  estate  at  Lanagh,  Tubber- 
curry,  county  Sligo,  have  yet  been 
brought  to  a  close ;  and,  if  so,  whether 
the  Estates  Commissioners  have  taken 
any  steps  to  give  elEect  to  the  consent  of 
Edward  Laying,  present  occupier  of  the 
holding  hitherto  held  by  John  Quinn,  to 
surrender  said  holding  for  the  benefit  of 
the  former  tenant;  and,  if  the  negotia- 
tions have  not  yet  been  completed,  will 
the  Chief  Secretary  take  steps  to  have 
them  expedited  so  that  the  arrangements 
between  the  present  and  former  tenants 
may  be  carried  out. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Walter  Long,)  The 
negotiations  between  the  landlord  and 
his  tenants  for  the  sale  of  this  estate 
have  not  yet  been  brought  to  a  close. 
The  efEorts  made  to  settle  the  case  of 
.John  Quinn  have  up  to  the  present  been 
unsuccessful,  and  the  Commissioners 
understand  that  Quinn  has  refused  the 
terms  ofEered  him. 

Manual  Instruction  in  Irish  Schools. 

Mr.  O'MALLEY  (Galway,  Connemara): 
To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  the  Department 
of  Agriculture  and  Technical  Instruction 
has  undertaken  to  make  provision  for 
manual  instruction  in  woodwork  and 
other  subjects  in  connection  with  Irish 
national  schools,  as  stated  in  the 
National  Education  Board's  rales  and 
programmes;  and  whether,  seeing  that 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  and 
Technxal  Instruction  has  stated  that 
they  are  not  in  a  position  to  make  any 


announcement  with  regard  to  this  state- 
ment in  the  National  Board's  programmes 
issued  in  April,  1904,  and  repeated  in  their 
new  code  of  rules  issued  in  April,  1905, 
,  he  will  state  when  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  and  Technical  Instruction 
will  be  in  a  position  to  make  any  state- 
ment with  regard  to  this  announcement, 
or  do  the  National  Education  Board 
purpose  retiring  from  the  responsibility 
of  manual  instruction. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  Walter  I/mg.) 
Negotiations  upon  this  subject  are  i  i 
progress  between  the  Department  and 
the  Commissioners,  and  no  definite 
statement  can  yet  be  made  as  to  the 
arrangements  which  will  be  adopted. 
In  the  meantime,  manual  instruction, 
cookery,  etc.,  continue  to  form  part  of 
the  ordinary  curriculum  in  national 
schools. 

Guy's  and  Waveney  Schools,  Ballymena. 

Mr.  SLOAN  (Belfast,  S.) :  To  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that  a 
grant  has  been  provisionally  sanctioned 
towards  rebuilding  Guy's  Schools,  Bally- 
mena, on  the  necessity  for  which  one 
of  the  Board's  senior  inspectors  has 
reported;  and  whether,  seeing  that  the 
rebuilding  must  be  postponed  pending 
the  decision  of  certain  questions  afiectin^ 
the  endowments  and  change  of  site,  and 
that  for  the  last  year  and  nine  months 
the  ^aveney  School,  Ballymena,  has 
been  supplying  necessary  additional 
accommodation,  he  will  explain  why  the 
application  for  aid  to  this  school  until 
additional  accommodation  was  provided 
elsewhere,  when  the  schools  should  be 
amalgamated,  has  been  refused  by  the 
Commissioners. 

{Ansfwered  by  Mr.  Walter  Long.)    The 
fact   is  as  stated  in  the  first  inquiry. 
The  Commissioners  refused  even  tempor- 
ary recognition  of  the  Waveney  Applicant 
School  because,  in  addition  to  the  fact 
I  that  the  school  was    not    needed,    the 
!  house  and  premises  were  reported  to  be 
'  both  unsuitable  and  insanitary. 

Advances  to  Lord  Dunraven's  Town 
Tenants  in  Croom,  County  Limerick. 

,      Mr.     O'SHAUGHNESSY    (L.merick, 
I  W.) ;  To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
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Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether,  in 
the  event  of  agreement  between  Lord 
Dunraven  and  his  town  tenants  in  Croom, 
county  Limerick,  as  to  the  purchase  price 
of  their  holdings,  the  Estates  Commis- 
sioners will  advance  the  money  under 
the  Land  Act,  1903,  for  the  purchase  of 
the  same,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the 
tenants  on  the  agricultural  part  of  the 
^tate  have  arranged  to  purchase  their 
holdings. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  Walter  Long,)  I  beg 
to  refer  the  hon.  Member  to  the  Answer 
which  I  gave  to  hisQuestion  of  yesterday. f 
The  Estates  Commissioners  will,  I  have 
no  doubt,  deal  with  every  application 
^hioh  may  come  before  them  according 
to  their  opinion  of  what  is,  in  the 
particular  case,  legal  and  just;  but  I 
cannot  possibly  state  beforehand  how 
they  will  decide  any  case. 

Assistant  Clerks  (Abstractor  Glass)— 
Bcoiefits  of  New  Scheme- 

Mr.  NANNETTI:  To  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  what  are  the  actual 
benefits  under  the  new  scheme  accruing 
to  assistant  clerks  (abstractor  class) 
whose  service  is  upwards  of  six  years  but 
^loes  not  exceed  ten  years. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  Victor  Cavendish,) 
Under  the  new  scheme  the  present 
iissistant  clerks  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
Member  receive  an  improved  rate  of 
•overtime  pay. 

M^  NANNETTI:  To  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  it  is  his 
intention  to  extend  the  benefits  of  the 
new  scheme  to  assistant  clerks  (abstractor 
class)  already  in  the  service  by  raising 
their  salaries  to  the  amount  which  they 
w^ould  now  be  entitled  to  receive  if  the 
present  incremental  rate  were  in  existence 
^t  the  commencement  of  their  service. 

{Ansiwered  by  Mr,  Victor  Cavendish,) 
It  is  not  intended  to  give  retrospective 
effect  to  the  terms  of  the  new  scheme. 


SBLECTION  (STANDING  COMmTTEES). 

Mr.  Halsev  reported  from  the  Com- 
mittee  of   Selection;    That    they    had 

T  See  page  768. 


discharged  the  following  Members  from 
the  Standing  Committee  on  Law  and 
Courts  of  Justice,  and  Legal  Procedure, 
in  respect  of  the  Town  Tenants  (Ireland) 
Bill : — Sir  Charles  Dilke  and  Mr.  Jordan ; 
and  had  appointed  in  substitution : — Mr. 
Higham  and  Mr.  Joyce. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


NEW  WRIT. 

New  Writ  for  the  County  of  York 
(North  Riding,  Whitby  Division),  in  the 
room  of  Ernest  Wilham  Beckett,  esquire, 
now  Baron  Grimthorpe. — {Mr,  H.  fV. 
Forster.) 


LAND  VALUES  TAXATION  (SCOTLAND) 

BILL. 

[Second  Reading.] 
Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mr.  AINSWORTH  (Argyllshire)  rose 
to  move  the  Second  Reading  of  this  Bill. 

Mr.  HOZIER  (Lanarkshire,  S.)  called 
attention  to  the  fact  that  forty  Members 
were  not  present. 

House  counted  and  forty  Member* 
being  found  present. 

Mr.   AINSWORTH,   in   moving   the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Bill,  said  that  the 
principles    involvea   had   already    been 
accepted  by  the  House  in  the  Bill  which 
was  introduced  by  his  hon.  friend  the 
Member    for    the    Elland     Division    of 
Yorkshire.     As    to    anything    else,    he 
hoped  to  be  able  to  show  that  it  was 
merely    matter    of    detail.    Two    main 
principles   were   involved   in   this    Bill. 
The  first  was  that  there  should  be  separ- 
ate assessments  for  the  site  value    and 
the  value  of  the  buildings  on  the  site. 
The    other    point    which    was    brought 
specially  to  the  front  in  this  Bill  was  that 
municipalities  should  have  the  power  of 
receiving  income  from  every  species  of 
property    withir     the    municipal    area 
which  was  benefiting  by  municipal  ex- 
penditure in  proportion  to  the  benefit 
received.    He  did  not  think  anyone  would 
say  that  a  principle  of  that  kind  was  in 
any  sense  overstrained  or  unfair,  or  that 
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it  in  any  way  partook  of  confiscation. 
When  proposals  were  made  with  the 
view  of  putting  the  assessments  of  the 
kingdom  on  a  more  satisfactory  footing 
than  at  present  it  was  very  often  re- 
torted that  they  meant  confiscation.  He 
would  deal  shortly  with  the  question  as  to 
how  far  the  provisions  of  this  Bill  affected 
existing  property.  They  were  all  agreed 
that  Parliament  had  always  retained, 
and  always  would  retain,  the  right  of 
arranging  for  taxation  without  regard 
to  any  agreements  entered  into  between 
individuals.  He  did  not  mean  to  advo- 
cate interference  with  agreements  in  any 
socialistic  or  confiscatory  sense,  but  he 
should  like  to  read  to  the  House  a  state- 
ment from  the  Report  of  an  important 
Commission  which  had  considered  the 
subject,  as  showing  the  broad  lines  on 
which  it  ought  to  be  dealt  with.  The 
Royal  Commission  on  the  Housing  of 
the  Working  Classes  in  1884,  in  their  Re- 
port, said — 

**  Your  Majesty's  Commissioners  are  of 
opinion  that  until  some  reform  is  introduced 
widch  shall  secure  contribution  to  local  ex- 
penditure from  other  sources  of  income  re- 
ceived by  residents  in  the  locality,  in  addition 
to  the  present  ratable  property,  no  great 
progress  can  be  made  in  local  improvements." 

These  words  contained  the  whole  point, 
and  what  the  promoters  of  this  Bill  said 
was  that  every  species  of  property  within 
the  municipal  area  deriving  benefit  from 
the  municipality  ought  to  contribute, 
he  would  not  say  an  equal  proportion, 
but  a  reasonable  proportion  of  the 
municipal  assessments.  The  Report 
which  he  had  quoted  was  signed  by 
several  eminent  men,  including  no  less 
authorities  than  the  late  Lord  Salisbury 
and  Lord  Gk>schen.  In  their  final  Report 
the  Royal  Commission  on  Local  Taxa- 
tion said — 

"  It  will  be  observed  that  the  charge  i»  to  be 
made  directly  n|x>n  the  owners  of  site  values 
(as  defined)i  notwithstanding  any  past  or 
future  contracts  to  the  contrary,  and  that  is 
justified  on  the  ground  tliat  it  is  unquestion- 
ably the  Tt^ht  and  duty  of  Parliament  to  say, 
when  it  imposes  any^  public  charge,  upon 
whom,  and  upon  what  interest,  it  desires  tnat 
charge  to  fall.  The  case  of  the  income-tax 
was  quoted  as  a  precedent  for  this  course,  and 
it  was  also  suggested  that  the  imposition  of 
the  education  i-ate  in  1870  was  a  more  violent 
interference  with  the  equities  as  between  the 
parties  to  existing  contracts  than  would  be  the 
scheme  proposed. 

By  way  of  illustration  the  hon.  Member 
instanced  the  case  which  was  common  in 

Mr.  Ain^worth, 


the  municipalities  of  Scotland,  where^ 
either  the  original  superior,  or*  some^ 
other  individual,  had  the  power  of  re- 
ceiving feu  rents  for  building  land. 
How  would  the  principle  which  he  had 
stated  apply  in  a  case  of  that  kind  ?  Let 
it  be  supposed  that  a  perpetual  feu  had 
been  granted,  and  that  the  superior,  or 
other  individual,  was  in  the  enjoyment  of 
the  feu  duty  paid  for  the  land.  The 
owner  of  the  property  benefited  from 
the  municipal  expenditure.  It  was  eas7 
for  the  owner  to  say,  "  If  I  had  chosen 
to  take  £100  down,  instead  of  £3  or  £4: 
a  year  as  feu  rent,  I  should  be  perfectly 
free  from  municipal  charges.  Instead  of 
doing  that  I  have  chosen  to  take  an 
annual  payment  which  carries  with  it 
an  agreement  that  the  feuars  shall  pay 
the  whole  cost  of  present  and  future 
rates.  How  am  I  benefiting  by  the 
municipal  expenditure  in  any  way  ?  *^ 
In  answer  to  that,  he  would  like  to  put  a 
ca^  of  this  kind :  How  many  years- 
purchase  would  land  be  worth  if  put  on 
the  market  now  in  the  case  he  had 
referred  to  where  the  feu  duty  fifty 
years  ago  was  £3  ?  Further,  what  had 
caused  the  increased  capital  value  of  the^ 
land  unless  it  was  the  expenditure  by  the^ 
municipality  in  improving  the  municipal 
area  ?  As  he  had  said,  it  was  not 
proposed  that  the  owners  should  be- 
asked  to  contribute  an  unreasonable^ 
amount  of  assessment,  but  if  exemption 
from  taxation  was  claimed  the  onus 
should  lie  on  the  owners  to  prove  that 
their  property  had  not  benefited,  or  that 
it  was  noc  likely  to  benefit  in  any  way  by 
municipal  extension  or  improvements 
If  the  owner  could  not  do  so,  he  should 
contribute  something,  no  matter  how 
small,  for  those  purposes  for  which  the. 
municipality  existed. 

As    to    interference    with    contracts^ 
he    would    point   out   that   the   Legis- 
lature,    in    dealing    with     matters    of 
this    kind,    involving    interests     which 
had    been    created   a    long    time    ago^ 
was  entitled  to  take  into  consideration 
how  much  the  circumstances  which  justi- 
fied a  contract  at  the  time  it  was  made — 
he  was  speaking  now  of  matters  involving: 
the    public    interest — ^had    altered    and 
varied   since   that   time.     He   instanced 
in  support  of  this  contention  the  pro- 
posal contained  in  the  Damage  to  CropR 
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Bill  which  was  before  the  House  this 
session.  Railway  directors  would  say 
that  when  the  land  for  the  railways  was 
purchased  they  calculated  every  possible 
contingency  in  the  making  of  the  price, 
and  that  the  proprietor  who  was  selling 
the  land  also  took  into  consideration 
every  possible  contingency  when  the 
price  was  fixed.  No  doubt  one  of  those 
contingencies  was  possible  damage  to 
crops  by  sparks  from  passing  trains, 
but  the  object  of  the  Bill  referred  to  was 
to  meet  the  grievance  which  quite  natur- 
ally had  since  grown  up  on  the  part  of 
farmers  and  others.  That  was  a  case 
in  which  circumstances  had  changed, 
and  it  was  proposed  that  Parliament 
should  impose  a  new  liabiUty  on  railway 
companies  in  respect  of  damage  done 
in  the  way  indicated.  In  all  cases  of 
so-called  contract  they  could  never  look 
upon  the  contract  apart  from  the  cir- 
cumstances in  which  it  was  made  as 
compared  with  the  circumstances  of  the 
present  time.  If  the  change  in  circum- 
stances had  resulted  in  the  creation  of 
a  grievance,  it  was  competent  to  get  rid 
of  the  grievance  by  legislation  and  to 
put  the  matter  on  a  proper  basis.  He 
hoped  he  had  said  sufficient  to  show  that 
the  promoters  of  this  Bill  approached 
the  question  without  any  desire  to  apply 
what  could  be  described  as  confiscation. 
They  only  wanted  fair  treatment  on  the 
principles  laid  down,  and  on  lines  on 
which  Parliament  had  often  acted  in 
parallel  cases. 

An  accusation  which  Vas  sometimes 
made  was  that  municipal  authorities  had 
been  spending  too  freely,  that  they  had  got 
to  the  end  of  their  tether,  and  that  they 
were  now  anxious  to  sweep  into  the  net  of 
taxation  everything  they  could  get  hold  of. 
He  should  like  to  refer  to  the  case  of  a 
municipality  in  Scotland  very  much  inter- 
ested in  this  Bill,  and  which  had  a  great  deal 
to  do  with  the  promotion  of  it — ^he  meant 
the  Corporation  of  Glasgow.  He  re- 
minded the  House  that  during  the  last 
fifteen  or  twenty  years  Parliament  had 
been  continually  throwing  increased  obU- 
gations  on  municipal  and  local  authori- 
ties all  over  the  country,  and  that  if 
their  expenditure  had  increased  Parlia- 
ment had  compelled  them  to  spend.  Of 
course,  expenditure  might  be  more  wisely 
controlled  in  some  places  than  in  others. 


He  thought  that  everyone  who  knew  the 
city  of  Glasgow  acknowledged  that  every 
effort  had  been  made  to  carry  out  the 
duties  imposed  upon  them  by  the  Im- 
perial Legislature.     What  were  the  rates 
in  Glasgow  at  the  present  moment  ?   It^ 
would  surprise  the  House  to  know  that 
the  municipal  rates,  excluding  the  water 
rate,  the  poor  rate,  and  the  school  board 
rate,  which  came  under  an  entirely  differ- 
ent category,  were  on  occupiers  from  2s.. 
to  2s.  9d.  and  on  owners  from  lOd.  to  Is. 
Many  hon.  Members  who  knew  something: 
of  the  expenditure  of  large  sums  in  the 
larger  municipaUties  in  different  parts  of 
the  United  Kingdom  must  acknowledge 
that  that  was  a  very  good  result.     It 
was  not  generally  known  in  the  House, 
perhaps  even  to  the   Chancellor  of   the 
Exchequer,  that  the  amount  borrowed 
for  the  municipal  debt  of  the  city  of 
Glasgow  did    not  cost   the   ratepayers,, 
including  the  sinking   fund,   more  than* 
3      per      cent.       The      business      and 
financial   arrangements   of    the   city   of 
Glasgow  were  carried  out  on  as  good  Unes 
as  any  other  municipality  in  the  United 
Kingdom. 

I  He  was  perfectly  aware  that  this  BilF 
went  further  than  the  English  Bill,  but 
Scottish  legislative  proposals  were  alwaysr 
in  advance  of  those  for  the^other  parts  of 
the  United  Kingdom.  It  was  so  in  the  casc- 
of  the  licensing  laws,  local  government,, 
and  education.  The  other  day,  in  this 
House,  when  the  Scotch  Education  Bill 
was  under  discussion,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Camberwell  regretted  that  the  benefits- 
given  to  Scotland  by  that  Bill  were- 
not  extended  to  England,  whereupour 
the  Lord-Advocate  said — 

''It  is  because  you  are   not  educated  up* 
to  it.'* 

Now,  he  hoped  he  might  say  that  that 
was  the  justification  for  the  Bill  before^ 
the  House,  and  that  those  hon.  Members- 
who  came  down  there  with  the  idea  that 
this  was  a  revolutionary  measure,  en- 
bodying  extreme  ideas,  need  not  be 
dismayed.  He  would  like  to  add  that^ 
as  regarded  details,  these  might  be  left 
for  consideration  and  amendment  in. 
Committee.  He  trusted  the  House  would 
allow  the  Bill  to  pass  its  Second  Reading 

as  in  the  case  of  the  English  Bill.    He 

begged  to  move. 
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Mr.  DOBBIE  (Ayr  Burghs)  said  he 
wished  to  second  the  Motion  that  the  Bill 
be  read  a  secoDd  time.  This  Bill,  he 
argued,  was  not  looked  upon  as  in  any 
sense  a  Party  measure.  It  had  behind 
it  a  large  body  of  public  opinion,  and 
particularly  a  large  body  ol  municipal 
opinion.  It  was  also  noteworthy  that 
«very  recently-elected  Scotch  Member 
had  come  pledged  to  support  the  principle 
•embodied  in  this  Bill.  Its  supporters 
believed  that  in  the  principle  they  had 
a  remedy  for  non-employ mept,  as  the 
principle  would  break  down  a  monopoly. 
It  would  also  go  far  to  solve  the 
housing  problem.  The  promoters  of  the 
measure  also  rcUed  on  the  recommenda- 
tion of  the  Royal  Commission  on  the 
Housing  of  the  Working  Classes,  of  1885, 
which  was  in  favour  of  taxation  of  land 
values.  If  they  were  told  that  this  Bill 
went  further  than  the  English  Bill,  he 
would  say  that  the  principle  in  the  Bill 
did  not  deperd  on  whether  the  clause 
making  the  measure  retrospective  passed 
through  Committee  or  not.  The  pro- 
moters stood  for  the  principle  that  the 
time  had  come  when  land  values  should 
be  intercepted  on  the  way  to  the 
pocket  of  the  individual  and  applied  to 
the  expenses  of  the  community  through 
whose  growth  land  values  had  been 
created.  He  believed  that  the  system 
of  perpetual  feus  in  Scotland  was  a 
justification  of  the  argument  put  for- 
ward by  the  advocates  of  the  retrospec- 
tive clause. 

As  an  analogy,  he  referred  to  the 
Crofters  Act.  That  Act  converted  con- 
tracts for  temporary  occupancy  into 
contracts  for  perpetual  occupancy.  It 
prevented  the  landlord  from  getting  the 
rent  of  monopoly  and  compelled  him 
to  take  a  fair  rent  fixed  by  Commis- 
sioners. This  Bill  was  less  drastic  than 
the  Crofters  Act.  The  promot/crs  said 
to  the  landowner,  "  Get  what  ground 
rent  you  can,  but  in  so  far  as  that 
ground  rent  has  been  created  by  the 
community  we  ask  you  to  contribute  a 
quota  of  it  towards  the  expenditure 
incurred  in  developing  the  communities 
interests."  Thid  House  had,  time  and 
again,  applied  the  same  principle.  They 
had  at  present  in  Scotland  a  question 
which  would  shortly  come  before 
this  House.     They    would    be     invited 


shortly  to  consider  the  title  to  church 
lands  and  buildings  in  Scotland, 
which,  so  far  as  the  legal  title  went, 
belonged  absolutely  to  the  members  of 
one  Church.  But  that  would  not  prevent 
Members  opposite  from  inviting  the 
House  to  disregard  that  legal  title, 
and  on  the  ground  of  equity  to"  take 
steps  to  ensure  that  a  large  part  of  that 
property  would  come  back  to  the  larger 
body  whose  members  contributed  to  its 
creation.  The  same  principle  applied 
to  this  clause  of  the  Bill.  While  the 
promoters  were  prepared  to  defend  that 
principle,  they  only  asked  now  that  the 
Bill  should  pass  its  Second  Reading,  and 
that  further  opportunity  for  discussion 
should  thus  be  given  in  Committee. 

He  thought  the  case  for  this  Bill  had 
been  put  better  than  he  could  do  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
West  Birmingham.  Speaking  in  1885,  that 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that — 

"Groundrents  had  grown  out  of  the  prosperity 
and  indastry  of  the  community,  ana  the 
property  had  been  improved  by  local 
expemhture." 

They  might  assume  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  changed  his  opinion, 
and  they  might  forgive  him  for  not 
preferring  the  non-authorised  programme 
of  1885  to  his  informal  programme  of 
to-day.  At  all  events,  it  was  not  for 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to  criticise 
proposals  advocated  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  West  Birming- 
ham as  unintelligent  or  unworkable. 
He  preferred  to  go  for  the  economic 
teaching  to  Adam  Smith  and  John 
Stuart  Mill ;  and  when    they  found,  as 

thev    did     in    Scotland    to-dav,     land- 

»■  »  _ 

owners,  as  John  Stuart  Mill  put  it, 
growing  richer  in  their  sleep,  without 
work,  without  economy,  and  without 
risk,  and  when  on  the  other  hand  they 
found  the  burden  of  local  government 
growing  larger  every  year  on  account 
of  better  and  nobler  ideals  of  housing, 
of  comfort,  and  of  enjoyment,  and  when 
they  found  all  that  burden  falling  on 
the  shoulders  ol  those  least  able  to  bear 
it,  he  hoped  the  House  would  agree  with 
the  municipal  authorities  in  Scotland  in 
saying  that  the  time  had  come  to  face 
and  grapple  with  that  problem.  He 
hoped  the  House  would  perinit  an 
opportunity  of  discussing  the  Bill  in 
Committee.     Hon.  Members  would  then 
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he  able  to  consider  in  detail  a  principle 
which  had  the  approval  of  a  large  section 
of  public  opinion  in  Scotland. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  ti  second 
time." 

♦Sir  HUGH  SHAW-STE  WART  (Ren- 
irew,  E.)  said  that  in  rising  to  move  the 
rejection  of  this  Bill,  he  would  first  take 
leave  to  reply  to  what  he  knew  would 
be  said,  viz.,  that  the  Motion  came  from 
a  Member  who  was  personally  interested 
in  the  rejection  of  the  measure.  But  to 
say  that  a  landowner  was  personally 
interested  in  the  rejection  of  this  Bill  was 
not  by  any  means  to  state  the  full  extent 
of  the  issue,  for  he  should  proceed  to 
show  that  the  interests  of  the  landowner 
and  the  public  interests  were  in  this 
matter  identical. 

He  counted  it  a  privilege  to  take  any 
part  in  this  controversy,  which  aroused 
much  attention,  and  would  arouse  more, 
l3ut  he  should  not  tax  the  patience  of  the 
House  by  resorting  to  quotations  from 
authorities  in  order  to  prove  his  case,  for 
he  held  that  quotations,  while  of  great 
value  in  articles  and  essays,  were  better 
:avoided  in  speeches.  He  should  there- 
fore content  himself  in  this  respect  by 
merely  naming  high  authorities  on  whose 
evidence  he  might  rely,  citing  such 
names  as  Sir  Robert  Giffen,  Mr.  Glad- 
stone, and  the  Report  of  the  Royal  Tom- 
mission  on  Local  Taxation.  He  should  like 
to  mention  also  an  admirable  speech  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  in  the 
recent  debate  on  the  corresponding 
English   Bill. 

Discarding  quotations,  therefore,  he 
would  proceed  to  deal  with  certain 
fallacies  which  existed  in  the  public 
mind  ;  for,  if  he  could  expose  success- 
fully these  fallacies,  he  should  have  gone 
far  to  cut  away  the  chief  supports  from 
this  measure.  The  first  fallacy  was  that  f  eu- 
<lutie8  and  ground  values  were  possessed 
.and  enjoyed  chiefly  by  large  landowners. 
In  reality  feu-duties  were  bought  and 
^old  like  other  stock  in  the  money  market, 
and  were  largely  used  as  safe  investments 
by  individuals  of  small  means,  as  well  as 
by  institutions  such  as  churches,  hospi- 
tals, and  charitable  societies.  So  that 
this  Bill,  by  placing  extra  taxes  on  feu- 


duties  and  ground  values,  would  affect 
not  only  landowners  but  in  large  pro- 
portion the  individuals  and  institutions 
he  had  named. 

The  second  fallacy  was  that  the  land- 
owner who  had  land  to  feu  had  onl>  to 
sit  at  home  and  wait  for  applicants, 
strike  a  bargain,  and  pocket  the  purchase 
money.  In  reality  he  must  first  lay  out 
large  sums  in  plans' for  houses,  gardcms, 
streets,  sewers,  drains,  and  water  supply, 
and,  in  most  cases,  actually  make 
the  streets  and  sewers  and  supply  the 
water  before  a  shilling  came  back  to  him. 
He  had  to  wait  for  a  return  for  his  money. 
It  was  all  the  more  necessary  for  him  to 
set  his  plans  so  that  he  might  get  the 
best  return  for  his  money  when  it 
did  come ;  and  the  better  return 
the  landowner  eventually  got  for  his 
money  the  higher  ratable  value  would 
accrue  to  the  town  and  the  more  per- 
manent would  be  the  improvements  made 
by  the  landowner  who  could  afford  to 
wait.  Further,  it  was  becoming  more 
and  more  recognised  (they  saw  it  in  pro- 
posals for  what  w^re  called  Garden  Cities) 
that  attention  should  be  paid  to  the 
public  demand  for  open  spaces  and 
gardens  intermixed  with  houses  or  cot- 
tages, and  all  who  heard  him  would  agree 
that  gardens  ought  to  be  encouraged 
for  two  reasons :  (a)  they  afforded  valu- 
able and  healthy  breathing  spaces,  (b) 
they  were  a  source  of  good  wages  for  a 
healthy  occupation.  But  if  this  Bill 
passed  a  landowner  would  at  once  have 
to  stop  all  plans  deyised  to  benefit  him- 
self and  the  public  in  this  way ;  he 
would  be  "  taxed  out "  of  useful  projects 
for  open  spaces  ;  and  he  would  be  driven 
to  a  slovenly  system  of  feuing  his  land  as 
quickly  as  possible  to  the  first  building 
speculator  who  came  along,  to  the  loss 
and  detriment  of  the  whole  community. 

But  there  was  a  third  fallacy  in  that 
some  people,  admitting  loss  to  owners 
of  feu-duties,  large  and  small,  admitting 
loss  of  the  most  suitable  plans  for  develop- 
ing towns,  admitting  the  loss  of  open 
spaces,  said  that  immense  pecuniary 
benefits  would  accrue  to  the  town  in  other 
ways.  Well,  they  made  the  statement, 
but  did  they  succeed  in  proving  it  ?  He 
was  sorry  not  to  see  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Edinburgh  in  his  place.     The 
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hon.  Member  lately  stated  that  if  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill  had  been  in  force  when 
he  was  City  Treasurer  a  large     annual 
sum  instead  of  a  small  sum  wouM  have 
been  paid  in  respect  of  several  acres  of 
unbuilt  land    used  for  market  gardens. 
True,  a  nominally  larger  sum  would  be 
raised   by  taxation,  but  he  omitted  to 
balance  against    the    larger    sum    what 
would  have  been  the  additional  annual 
cost  to  the  city  in  respect  of  paving, 
cleaning,    lighting,    and    watching    the 
streets     and    properties     thereon,    and 
these  pretty  large  sums  fell  to  be  de- 
ducted from  the  hon.  Member's  estimate. 
That  proved  that    grossly    exaggerated 
estimates  were  made,  even  by  persons  of 
some  experience,  of  the  income  likely  to 
accrue  to  towns  fro  m  this  tax.   Further,  he 
would  ask  hon.  Members  to  look  at  the 
provisions  of  Clause  7,  dealing  with  de- 
ductions from  assessment.     Could  they 
read  through  these  provisions  and  main- 
tain that  all  these  deductions  could  be 
made  from  each  yearly  assessment  with- 
out immense  labour  and  cost  both  to  the 
burgh  and  to  the  individual  ratepayer  ? 
All  this  cost  must  be  deducted  from  the 
estimated  increase  of  revenue. 

There  was  an  entirely  new  principle 
raised  in  this  Bill.  Local  taxation  had 
never  yet  been  raised  on  capital,  but 
always  on  income ;  was  the  Hoiise  going  to 
introduce  a  new  principle  of  taxation  in  a 
private  Member's  Bill  on  a  Friday  after- 
noon ?  But  why  limit  the  new  principle 
to  investments  in  land  ?  Why  not  en- 
force a  corresponding  tax  on  investments 
in  stocks  and  shares  ?  Why  should  a 
tradesman  when  he  invested  £100  or 
£1,000  in  building-land  be  subjected  to 
this  extra  tax,  and  when  he  invested 
another  £100  or  £1,000  in  stocks  or  shares 
escape  this  tax  ?  The  truth  was  that  they 
were  raising  the  whole  question  of  taxation 
of  real  and  personal  property,  and  they 
could  not  deal  with  this  great  question 
on  a  side  issue.  He  would  also  draw 
the  attention  of  the  House-  to  one  particu- 
lar provision  of  this  Bill,  viz. :  Clause  7 
(/)^which  made  the  principle  of  the  Bill 
retrospective.  Imagine  the  confusion 
that  would  arise  if  this  provision  passed. 
What  a  glorious  opportunity  for  endless 
litigation ! 

How     did     the      representatives     of 
the  Labour  Party    look   on   this    Bill  ? 

Sir  Hugh  Shaw-Stewart. 


Could  they  point  to  any  benefit  likely 
to  come  to  the  great  body  of  the  people 
by  this  costly  experiment.    Would  not 
increased  taxation  mean  increased  rents  ? 
Ought  they  not  rather  to  favour  the  pro- 
motion of  gradual  development  to  suit- 
all   classes    with   a    due    proportion   of 
gardens  and  open  spaces  ?    He  said  he^ 
would  refrain  from  quotations :  but  he 
confessed  he  was  sorely  tempted  to  quote 
from  Mr.  Wallace,  president  of  the  Land 
Nationalisation  Society,  as  to  the  result  of 
taxation  of  land  values  in  America,  and. 
from   the   organ    Justice  of  the  Social 
Democratic  Fedeiation  regarding  similar 
results  in  Paris,  both  of  which  proved 
that  land  needed  in,  or  near  towns,  became 
in  consequence  of  similar  Bills  the  sport 
of  the  jerry-builder — but  he   refrained^ 
in  return  for  the  patience  with  which 
the  House  has  heard  his  remarks. 

He  ended  as  he  began  by  resting  his  case- 
on  the  ground  that  the  interests  of  the 
landowner  and  the  public  interests  were 
identical.    What  was  the  great  need  of 
the  present  day  ?    To  make  the  suitable 
development  of  building  land  for  houses^ 
(whether  villas  or  workmen's  cottages)^ 
open  spaces,  and  gardens,  more  easy  and. 
not  more  difficult,  and  he  said  that  this- 
Bill  would  make  it  more  difficult  by  arti^ 
ficially  raising  the  price  of  land,  as  they 
had  seen  occur  in  the  United  States  and 
Paris.     What  was  the  great  danger  of  the 
present  day  ?    The  temptation  of  burghs- 
and  cities  was  to   embark  on  reckless, 
municipal    expenditure,    and    this    Bill 
would  increase  the  temptation   without 
providing  any  real  increase  of  the  means- 
at  their  disposal.    He  asked  the  House 
to  reject  this  measure  on  the  groimd  that 
it    would    injure    all    public    interests,, 
except  one,  viz.:  an  interest  which  thejr 
all  respected,  and  which  they  could  not 
do  without,  but  which  in  no  way  required^ 
nor    indeed,    expected,    special    favours, 
from   this   House — he   meant   the   legak 
interest. 

Mr.  BAIRD  (Glasgow,  Central)  was  of 
opinion  that  the  subject  of  the  Bill  was- 
too  complicated  and  the  principle  too- 
far-reaching  in  its  character  to  be  dis- 
cussed  and  decided  by  an  empty  House  in- 
an  afternoon.  The  proposal  to  tax  feu- 
duties  and  ground  which  was  the  subject 
of  agitation  when  he  first  stood  for  Parlia- 
ment   had    been    largely   abandoned   iik 
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iavour  of  taxation  of  land  values.     The 
objects  of  the  Bill  were  two-fold.    First, 
to  provide  an  additional  fund  from  which 
xates   might     be    relieved    and    further 
improvements   in  burghs    carried    out; 
^cond,  to  break  down  what  was  called 
land    monopoly,    and    so    to    cheapen 
building  land  and  reduce  rents  in  so  far 
as  the  cost  of  land  entered  into  the  cost 
of  providing  the  houses.    These  objects 
were   probably   popular.    Another   con- 
sideration   was   that    vacant   spaces    in 
towns  and  building  lots  just  outside  the 
towns  were  alleged  to  be  held  up  for  a 
rise  in  price  though  either  not  rated  at 
a11  or   only  at  agricultural  value.     He 
<did  not  justify  such  holding  up,  as  con- 
trary to  public  policy   and  the  interest 
of  landowners  generally,  and  hoped  that 
the  question  might  be  dealt  with  in  some 
other   way.    But,  in   order   to  remedy 
one  injustice,  they  should  not  proceed  to 
inflict  other   injustice   of  a   widespread 
character.    If,  however,  such  land  was 
held  up,  the  probabiUty  was  that  when 
it  came  into  use  the  building    would  be 
more  valuable    and  form  a  subject  for 
liigher  assessment  than  if   it  had  come 
•earlier  into  the  market  and  been  covered 
with  inferior  buildings,  so  that   in  the 
long  run  the  ratepayers  would  not  sufier. 
But  he  should  be  told  that  this  was  not 
tentirely  a  ratepayers'  question,  and  that 
the  landowner  had  no  right  to  the  higher 
value    conferred    on    the    land    by    the 
presence   of   the   community.    This   in- 
i^roduced  the  doctrine  of  unearned  incre- 
•ment  which,  whether  right  or  wrong,  he 
would  not  discuss,  but  which  was  un- 
doubtedly   in  the  Bill.     The   proprietor 
of  a  house  would  have  extreme  difficulty 
in    assessing    the    value     of    the    land 
apart      from      the      building.       These 
ieu- duties    were    a    favourite    form    of 
investment  of  the  funds  of  charitable 
societies.    Churches    and    other    bodies 
who    sought    a    certain    income    with 
^ood    security     would     be      hit     both 
in  capital  and  income  if  this  proposal 
-were      carried    into      effect.    He    con- 
demned   the    provision     for     breaking 
existing  contracts,  remarking  that  those 
who    had    entered    into    such  contracts 
would  be  unable  to  escape,  while  those 
who  desired  to  mitke  such  contracts  in 
the  future  would  probably  find  a^  way  of 
doing    so.    Finally,  he   considered    that 

the   House   should   be   guided   by   the 


Report    of    the    Royal    Commission    on 
Local  Taxation,which  was  against  the  Bill. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"To  leave  out  the  word  *now,'  and  at  the 
end  of  the  Question  to  add  the  words  *  upon 
this  day  six  months.*  '*  —  {Sir  Hugh  Shaic- 
Steicart. ) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  word 
*  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mr.  CROMBIE  (Kincardineshire)  sa  d 
it  was  with  extreme  difiidence  that  he 
ventured  to  intervene  in  this  debate  as 
he  was  not  capable  of  speaking  as  an 
expert  on  the  subject  of  land  values.  He 
was,  however,  compelled  to  speak  because 
of  what  he  might  call  his  Parliamentary 
conscience,  although  he  had  greatdifficulty 
in  deciding  how  to  act  regarding  the  Bill. 
He  might  say  that  he  was  not  at  all 
financially  involved  by  the  measure. 
He  agreed  with  the  main  principle  of 
the  taxation  of  land  values,  and 
he  had  experienced  no  hesitation 
ir  voting  for  the  Bill  introduced 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Elland  some 
weeks  ago  regarding  the  application 
of  that  principle  to  England,  but  he 
doubted  whether  the  introduction  of  a 
Bill  of  this  kind  would  do  much  to  help 
that  principle.  He  was  not  at  all  sure 
that  the  advance,  if  it  could  be  so  called, 
was  not  entirely  in  a  wrong  direction, 
and  if  it  was  a  question  of  being  educated 
up  to  such  a  measure  he  was  afraid  he  had 
not  yet  attained  that  measure  of  education. 

A  great  deal  had  been  said  regarding 
the  sacredness  of  contracts,  but  he  had  no 
hesitation  in  saying  that  no  contract  was 
sacred  from  the  operation  of  Parliament, 
provided  it  b*ecame  a  menace  to  the  public 
good.  The  safety  of  the  people  was  the 
supreme  law,  and  so  far  as  that  went  he 
did  not  think  there  was  any  harm  in 
dealing  with  the  question.  There  was 
no  justification  for  the  taxation  of  feu- 
duties.  Supposing  he  wanted  to  buy  a 
piece  of  land  in  the  neighbourhood  of  a 
town  worth  £1,000  and  went  to  a  land- 
owner who  offered  to  sell  it  to  him  out- 
right. Having  paid  the  landowner  the 
£l,000,supposingthe  latter  went  away  and 
squandered  the  £1,000  in  riotous  living 
they  could  not  get  at  him  any  more.  Bi:t 
if  he  went  to  another  landowner  who  said, 
*  *I  will  not  only  sell  to  you,  tut  will  advance 
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you  the  whole  sum  and  you  will  pay  me 
interest  at  the  rate  of  £40  a  year  and  for 
that  I  shall  have  the  security  of  the  land," 
why  should  they  go  back  upon  tha  bar- 
gain and  tax  what  was  practically  in- 
terest on  a  mortgage.  He  could  not  see 
the  slightest  reason  for  that.  They  were 
told  that  it  was  the  landlord  who 
ought  to  be  mulcted  for  the  public 
good,  but  this  man  was  not  the  land- 
lord, and  the  Bill  was  not  going  to 
mulct  him  for  the  public  good.  Feu- 
duties  were  still  invested  in  by  friendly 
societies,  trades  unions,  and  small  peoplf^, 
and  these  were  the  people  who  would  be 
taxed  and  they  would  not  be  taxed  for 
the  public  good,  because  it  would  be 
simply  transferring  the  tax  from  the 
pocket  of  the  occupier — the  feu -holder — 
to  the  feu  superior.  Therefore,  there 
would  be  nothing  for  the  public  good. 
He  considered  that  was  the  great  evil 
of  the  Bill. 

At  the  same  time  he  admitted 
there  was  a  great  injustice  in  re- 
spect to  feus  which  he  desired  to  see 
remedied,  and  in  that  desire  he  was 
supported  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Central  Glasgow.  If  they  took  a  Scotch 
burgh  they  would  find  a  large  amount 
of  land  outside  the  town  rated  at  its 
agricultural  value,  say  £1  per  acre,  yet 
the  owner  of  that  land  knew  that  to- 
morrow he  could  feu  the  land  for  £10,  £20, 
or  £40  per  acre.  It  was  unfair  that  this 
land  should  not  be  rated  at  its  proper 
value  and  that  the  landowner  should  be 
allowed  to  walk  oft  by  feuing  the  land 
and  no  longer  be  rated.  He  was  in 
sympathy  with  the  principle  of  the 
rating  of  land  values,  but  he  felt  a  great 
difficulty  whether  or  not  he  should  vote 
for  the  principle  without  voting  for  a 
great  deal  of  the  evil  which  was  em- 
bodied in  this  Bill.  If  this  were  a 
Government  Bill  introduced  by  either 
Party  he  should  unhesitatingly  vote 
against  it ;  if  it  were  a  private  Member's 
Bill,  introduced  early  in  the  session  and 
likely  to  pass,  he  should  vot.e  against  it ; 
but  seeing  that  a  Bill  introduced  at 
this  period  of  the  session  was  not  Ukely 
to  pass,  he  should  regard  a  vote  in  favour 
of  it  as  merely  a  vote  in  favour  of  the 
principle  of  taxing  land  values. 

Mr.  WHITLEY  (Halifax)  said  that  as 
reference  had  been  made  to  the  difierence 

Mr,  Crombte, 


between  the  Bill  now  under  consideration 
and  the  measure  read  a  second  time 
recently  relating  to  England  and  Wales « 
it  would  be  well  for  the  House  to  under- 
stand how  the  two  Bills  were  related. 
Although  their  methods  differed  con- 
siderably they  had  their  foundation  in 
the  same  movement.  Three  years  ago  a 
large  conference  of  rating  authorities* 
held  in  London,  declared  with  practical 
unanimity  that  the  principle  of  levying 
a  portion  of  the  rates  upon  land  values> 
was  just  and  equitable,  and  they  deputed 
a  representative  committee  to' draw  ui> 
a  Bill  or  Bills  embodying  the  principle. 
That  committee  soon  found  that  it  was- 
impossible  to  draw  one  Bill  applicable  to 
both  English  and  Scotch  conditions,  and 
therefore  separate  measures  were  drafted 
for  the  two  countries.  Every  candid  man 
would  admit  that  the  conditions  in  Scot- 
land were  ver>  different  from  the  con- 
ditions in  England.  In  Scv^tland  they 
already  had  a  division  of  the  rates  in 
some  degree  between  the  owner  and  the 
occupier,  and  that  was  a  considerable 
justification  for  the  fact  that  the  Scotch 
Bill  went  further  than  the  English  mea- 
sure. He  would  not  argue  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  BiU  simply  on  the  question, 
of  whether  perpetual  feu-duties  ought 
to  be  included  in  or  exempted  from  the 
operation  of  the  Bill.  He  was  glad  to  see 
on  the  Treasury  Bench,  representing  the 
Government,  a  Gentleman  who  had 
already  voted  in  favour  of  the  principle 
of  the  taxation  of  land  values,  and  he 
hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
to-day  give  a  further  declaration  of  hi& 
belief  in  the  principle,  although  he  might 
have  criticisms  to  offer  on  the  extent  or 
the  methods  of  this  particular  measure. 

The  mover  of  the  rejection  of  the  Bill  had 
referred  to  three  fallacies  commonly  held 
in  relation  to  this  matter.  The  first  was. 
that  it  would  be  unjust  to  levy  a  portion 
of  the  rates  on  land  values  because  the 
owner  had  to  spend  a  great  deal  on  drains 
and  streets  before  the  land  could  be 
developed.  But  that  was  an  element  in 
the  valuation,  and  it  was  a  deduction 
which  any  valuer  would  take  into  account 
before  fixing  the  value  of  an  undeveloped 
estate.  The  second  fallacy  was  that  such 
a   proposal  would  tax   gardens  out  of 

existence.    The  very  opposite  would  be 

the  case.' 
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♦Sir  HUGH  SHAW-STEWART  :  It 
has  prevented  the  making  of  gardens  and 
open  spaces  in  America. 

Mr.  WHITLEY  said  the  hon.  Member 
must  be  mistaken,  as  there  was  no  similar 
Act  in  operation  in  America.  He  was 
probably  referring  to  the  Improvements 
Clause,  but  even  that  had  not  had  the 
effect  which  the  hon.  Member  suggested. 
Personallj,  he  was  strongly  convinced 
that  the  application  of  the  principle  of 
this  measure  would  lead  to  a  large  in- 
crease in  the  amount  of  land  attached  to 
houses.  The  price  of  an  estate  in  the 
course  of  its  development  from  agricul- 
tural to  building  land  increased  on  the 
average  no  less  than  seven-fold.  For 
agricultural  purposes  6d.  per  square  ^ard 
might  be  taken  as  an  extreme  price,  but 
that  identical  land,  without  anything 
haying  been  done  to  it,  rose  to  at  least 
3s.  6d.  per  square  yard  before  it  was 
utilised  for  housing  purposes. 

♦Sir  HUGH  SHAW  -  STEWART  : 
Streets  and  sewers  would  have  to  be 
made. 

Mr.  WHITLEY  :  I  am  speaking  quite 
apart  from  streets  and  sewers. 

♦Sir  HUGH  SHAW-STEWART :  But 
\ou  said  nothing  would  have  been  done 
to  the  land. 

Mr.  WHITLEY  said  he  had  abready 
dealt  with  the  point  that  the  necessary 
expenditure  for  the  development  of  an 
estate  was  a  deduction  which  would  be 
taken  into  account,  and  he  was  *  now 
speaking  quite  apart  from  that  par- 
ticular matter.  If  the  efEect  of  the 
passing  of  the  Bill  was  to  render  land 
available  for  building  purposes  directly 
it  left  its  agricultural  value,  a  man  might 
get  for  the  same  price  seven  times  as 
much  land  in  connection  with  his  house, 
or  with  the  same  amount  of  land  there 
would  be  less  cost  and  consequently 
less  rent  to  pay.  As  to  public  open 
spaces,  it  would  tmquestionably  im- 
mensely increase  the  facilities  of  local 
authorities  for  purchasing  and  holding 
open  spaces.  A  gentleman  in  Manchester 
had  recently  advocated  that  a  garden 
belt  should  be  formed  around  English 
cities  before  they  expanded  further  in 


order  that  the  horrible  accumulation 
of  bricks  and  mortar  might  be  prevented. 
But  that  would  never  be  accomplished 
unless  some  such  Act  as  was  now  pro- 
posed were  in  existence,  because  it  woula 
be  absolutely  impracticable  for  local 
authorities  to  purchase  the  necessary'  land. 

The  third  fallacy  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  referred  was  that  a  large 
revenue  woidd  be  derived  fr)m  the 
taxation  of  land  values.  Personally,  he 
had  never  based  his  advocacy  of  this 
principle  purely  or  even  mainly  on  its 
financial  aspects.  It  would  bring  in  a 
certain  new  revenue,  but  not  to  the  ex- 
tent which  some  people  wildly  stated. 
He  held  strongly  that  the  social  ad- 
vantages of  this  reform  would  be  in- 
finitely greater  than  any  financial  benefit. 
It  was  a  proposal,  not  for  creating  a  new 
tax,  but  for  abolishing  a  bad  exemption. 
Why  should  land,  which  more  than  any 
other  property  gained  from  local  ex- 
penditure, be  exempt  from  contributing 
to  local  taxation  ?  Two  men  might 
have  plots  of  land  one  alongside  the 
other.  If  one  man  put  up  a  house  he 
was  immediately  rated  on  the  house  and 
the  land,  but  the  other  man,  if  he  held  his 
land,  although  it  would  be  increasing 
in  value  from  the  expenditure  of  the 
community,  would  be  exempted. 

The  question  had  been  asked  why,  if 
land  was  taxed  on  its  capital  value,  stocks^ 
and  shares  should  not  be  similarly  taxed. 
That  was  a  very  old  argument.  If  it 
was  simply  a  question  of  rating  a  man 
according  to  his  property  or  wealth  the 
one  should  be  rated  as  well  as  the  other. 
But  land  held  a  relation  to  the  com- 
munity which  dwelt  upon  it,  and  which 
could  not  exist  without  it.  If  land  were 
a  monopoly  in  the  hands  of  one  person 
everybody  would  be  advocating  the 
passage  of  such  a  measure  as  he  was  now 
supporting,  and  the  fact  that  the  monopoly 
was  in  the  hands  of  a  large  number  of 
persons — large  in  itself,  but  small  in 
proportion  to  the  whole  commurit)  — 
onl}  mitigated,  and  did  not  in  any  way 
remove  the  evil.  It  was  possible  for 
these  persons  to  extract  a  large 
part  of  the  wealth  created  by  great 
industrial  communities  and  yet  give 
nothing  back  for  the  benefits  they 
had  received.  This  was  the  great 
social  evil  they  were   endeavouring  tr 
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Temove  in  the  proposals  of  this  and  the 
English  BiU. 

He  thought  they  were  justified  .in 
continuing  to  bring  forward  these  pro- 
posals. They  had  had  a  confession 
not  long  ago  from  the  Treasury  Bench 
that  the  Government  had  no  hope  of 
^dealing  with  the  rating  question,  and 
therefore  how  could  the  hon.  Member 
blame  them  for  endeavouring  to  bring 
this  subject  forward  on  a  Friday  after- 
noon. They  had  waited  patiently  for 
ten  years  and  yet  the  Government  had 
made  no  move.  He  hoped  that  the  time 
was  not  far  distant  when  a  move  of  some 
kind  would  be  made  in  the  direction  they 
were  advocating.  They  had  had  a  great 
object-lesson  near  at  hand  during  the 
last  few  weeks  in  the  case  of  East  Ham. 
There  a  great  community  was  groaning 
under  the  burden  of  the  rates,  and  feeling 
it  so  severely  that  they  had  been  com- 
pelled to  throw  off  the  obligations  which 
the  House  had  placed  upon  them.  That 
^district  was  nothing  but  a  swamp  twenty- 
five  years  ago,  and  now  it  was  covered 
with  miles  of  dismal  streets  and  houses 
'Of  one  pattern,  where  the  overflow  of 
London's  population  went  to  sleep  after 
their  day's  work  was  done.  The  com- 
plaint was  that  there  was  not  ratable 
value  enough  to  bear  the  burden  of  the 
local  debt  placed  upon  it.  And  why  ? 
Because  the  great  natural  rate  fund  had 
been  abstracted.  Before  this  vast  area 
•could  be  used  for  sleeping  purposes,  in 
the  interval  between  the  swamp  and  the 
•  erection  of  the  buildings,  the  great  value 
had  been  taken  by  the  owner  of  the 
•swamp,  and  the  kernel  having  been 
taken  away  they  were  left  only  with  the 
husks.  No  conceivable  ratable  value 
-could  meet  the  financial  obligations  of 
the  community.  For  this  they  had  a 
remedy  near  at  hand,  and  that  was  to 
restore  to  the  community  a  part  of  that 
natural  rate  fund  which  had  been  created 
in  land  values  by  the  presence  of  the  com- 
munity. This  was  obvious  from  the 
very  fact  that  every  busy  industrial 
community  raised  the  value  of  the  land 
in  its  neighbourhood,  and  that  indicated 
to  all  reasonable  men  that  there  was  a 
natural  rate  fund  there  which  ought  to 
be  applied  in  large  part  to  the  funda- 
mental needs  of  that  community.  If 
they  could  only  get  that  done  they  would 
4iave  none  of  those  difficulties  and  re-  | 

Mr.  IVkuiey. 


bellions  against  the  obligations  put  upon 
them  by  Parliament. 

He  was  suffering  from  a  bad  cold 
and  did  not  intend  to  inflict  himself 
at  any  length  upon  the  attention  of 
the  House,  but  he  should  like  to 
commend  to  the  Lord  -  Advocate  the 
study  of  a  recent  Blue-book  issued 
by  the  Government.  It  was  called 
"Further  Correspondence  Relating  to 
the  Affairs  of  the  Transvaal  and  the 
Orange  River  Colony,"  and  it  was 
circulated  one  day  last  week.  It  con- 
tained the  Report  of  the  Colonial  Secre- 
tary of  the  Transvaal  and  gave  a  most 
interesting  description  of  what  they  had 
done  in  the  matter  of  rating  there.  It 
described  how  they  had  considered,  with 
the  best  expert  advice  they  could  com- 
mand, the  way  in  which  they  should  set 
up  their  new  rating  system  in  the  re- 
creation of  a  properly  -  governed  com- 
munity, and  this  was  their  conolusion — 

"  The  fundainental  conception  of  the  Bill  wa« 
to  rate  according  to  its  capital  valae  each 
separate  interest  in  land,  exempting  only  those 
due  to  expire  in  ten  years  or  less." 

Now  these  two  measures  became  law 
by  Proclamation  in  July,  1902,  and  so 
they  had  had  three  years  experience  of 
their  working.  They  went  on  to  say  on 
the  next  page  that  already — 

''Tlie  ratine  law  had  actually  stood  the  test 
of  application?' 

A  little  further  on  there  was  an  interest- 
ing reference  to  the  city  of  Glasgow  in 
which  they  stated — 

"  A  noticeable  feature  in  this  Ordinance  is 
the  provision  for  the  I'ecovery  of  rates  modelled 
ou  the  practice  adopted  in  Glasgow,  which  has 
proved  highly  effective  both  in  securing  the 
punctual  payment  of  lutes  and  in  reducing  the 
(^st  of  collection." 

They  were  asking  the  House  that  after- 
noon to  take  a  lesson  in  the  same  school. 
There  was  another  interesting  quotation 
which  bore  most  closely  on  the  point  they 
were  discussing.  This  had  the  imprimatur 
of  Lord  Milner  and  the  very  Government 
which  was  now  represented  on  the  Trea- 
sury Bench,  Therefore  he  hoped  the 
Lord- Advocate  was  not  going  to  deny  to 
a  less-favoured  community  what  al- 
ready as  a  member  of  the  Government 
he  had  consented  to  in  the  new  colony  of 
the  Transvaal.  The  Colonial  Secretary 
of  the  Transvaal  said — 

*'  The  land  within  and  even  l>e3'un«l  a  radius  of 
six  miles  had  acquired  a  high  prospective  value 
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ivom  t»ie  expectetion JhAt  within  a  few  years  [  remedy  wWch   would  find   employment 
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*"  by  Patural   means,   without  too   much. 


portion  of  it  liad  already  been  marked  out  aitd 
.sold  as  townships.  However  wide  this  area 
might  appear  it  was  certain  that  the  land 
acquired  its  high  value  owinu  to  the  proximity 
of  the  town  neai  at  hand.  There  appeared  to 
l)e  nothing  inequitable,  therefore,  in  making 
the  owners  of  these  lands  contribute  to  the 
general  expenses  of  the  community  whose 
industry  aud  enterprise  were  respimsible  for 
nine- tenths  of  the  value  which  these  lands  hai 
acquired." 

In  this  Bill  they  were  not  asking  for  nine- 
tenths  but  only  for  one-tenth  of  that 
yalue.  He  would  make  just  one  other 
reference  to  another  document.  He  was 
challenged  the  other  day  in  regard  to  some 
figures  which  he  gaye  relating  to  the  effect 
of  a  tax  of  this  kind  in  the  colony  of 
New  South  Wales.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Salford  was  good  enough  to  hand  to  him 
the  Report  of  the  Labour  Commission 
to  the  Legislatiye  Assembly  of  New 
South  Wales  for  the  year  1904,  no  doubt 
thinking  that  this  document  would 
destroy  the  facts  on  which  he  had  based 
his  argument.  His  argument  was  that 
the  remoyal  of  the  exemption  of  those 
land  sites  from  muricipal  rating  had  a 
great  effect  in  reducing  the  number  of 
the  unemployed,  and  he  gaye  some  yery 
striking  figures  showing  how  in  New 
South  Wales  the  figures  had  dropped 
after  the  introduction  of  the  measure 
first  to  one-half  and  afterwards  to  one- 
third  of  the  numbers  they  stood  at  pre- 
viously to  the  adoption  of  this  Report. 
He  found  the  document  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Salford,  presented  to  him  to  re- 
move his  ignorance,  only  confirmed  him 
in  his  belief,  because  it  stated  on  the  very 
second  page  that — 

**  In  the  suburbs  the  land  tax  superimposed 
on  uiunicipal  taxation  has  stimulatccl  the 
owners  of  vacant  land  into  doing  something  to 
secure  a  return  for  their  outlay.  During  the 
commercial  depression  whicli  this  State  passed 
thiough  a  few  yeais  ago,  many  people  who 
rented  houses  lound  it  necessary  to  rent  one  or 
two  rooms  only,  or  to  sliare  a  house  with  their 
neighbours.  With  the  recovery  from  the 
general  depression,  families  are  onoe  more 
enabled  to  enjoy  a  house  to  themselves. '' 

That,  of  course,  had  a  double  effect  on 
the  comfort  of  the  population  and 
production  naturally,  and  not  by  any 
artificial  means  of  work  for  the  unem- 
ployed. He  was  not  a  great  believer  in 
any  of  those  State  systems  of  machinery 
for  making  artificial  employment,  but 
he  did  believe  that  here  was  a  great 
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State  officialism,  if  they  took  away  this 
power  of  withholding  land  from  its  best 
use.  In  his  opinion  there  ought  to  be  no 
willing  worker  in  this  country  unemployed 
as  long  as  there  was  land  put  to  anything 
less  than  its  best  use,  and,  if  they  levied 
even  a  small  tax  or  rate  upon  land  which 
was  withheld  from  its  best  use,  in  that 
way  they  would,  better  than  by 
artificial  methods,  bring  work  to  those 
who  were  now  workless,  and  at  the  same 
time  they  would  be  liberating  the  land 
surrounding  all  great  cities,  and 
enabling  the  people  to  live  with  more  air 
about  them  and  more  comfort  inside  their 
houses  than  at  the  present  time. 

SiE  CHARLES  RENSHAW  (Renfrew. 
W.)  rose  to  address  the  House. 

Me.  PURVIS  (Peterborough)  drew  at- 
tention to  the  fact  that  fewer  than  forty 
Members  were  present. 


A  quorum  was,  after  a  brief  interval, 
formed,  and 


♦SiE  CHARLES  RENSHAW  proceeded 
with  his  speech.  He  said  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Halifax  had  endeavoured 
to  justify  the  difference  between  the  pro- 
posals of  the  Bill  now  under  considera- 
tion and  the  measure  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  EUand  had  previously  sub- 
mitted to  the  House.  The  hon.  Membar 
for  Halifax  had  stated  that  the  condi- 
tions of  Scotland  were  different  from 
those  of  England,  inasmuch  as  there  was 
already  a  division  in  the  rating  between 
owners  and  occupiers,  and  that,  therefore, 
that  was  the  ground  on  which  this  Bill 
proposed  to  go  further  than  the  English 
Bill.  On  the  occasion  when  the  English 
Bill  was  before  the  House,  Scotch  and 
Irish  Members  were  asked  to  supporb  it 
because,  it  was  alleged,  its  provisions  might 
subsequently  be  extended  to  Scotland 
and  Ireland.  He  did  not  know  whether 
the  hon.  Member  for  Elland  regarded 
this  measure  as  the  same  as  the  BiU  which 
he  introduced. 

Me.  TREVBLYAN  (Yorkshire.  WvR., 
Elland) :     In  principle.^ 

2  I 


887         Land  Values  Taxation         {COMMONS} 


(Scotland)  BUI. 


888 


♦Sir  CHARLES  REN8HAW  said  there 
was  a  very  great  difference  between  this 
Bill  and  the  hon.  Member's  English  Bill. 
In  the  first  place,  there  was  the  some- 
what striking  feature  that  not  a  single 
name  which  appeared  on  the  Bill  of  14th 
April  was  on  the  back  of  this  Bill.  It 
was  also  to  be  noticed  that  the  Bill  then 
under  consideration  was  prefaced  by  a 
very  clear  explanatory  note  showing 
what  the  actual  proposals  of  the  Bill  were. 
Now,  he  noticed  that  on  this  Bill  there 
was  an  absence  of  any  such  Memorandum. 
There  were  other  very  significant  differ- 
ences. The  Member  for  Elland  pro- 
posed to  capitalise  the  site  value  and  make 
a  charge  in  respect  of  rates  calculated 
at  3  per  cent,  on  the  site  value.  Again, 
the  English  Bill  carefully  safeguarded 
all  existing  contracts.  By  that  measure 
the  rates  were  to  be  levied  on  the  value  of 
the  building  and  on  the  value  of  the  land  ; 
that  was  to  say,  there  would  be  a  separate 
rate  levied  as  between  the  value  of  the  site 
and  the  value  of  the  buildings  on  the  site  ; 
•  and  there  was  power  given  to  deal  with 
parks  and  pleasure  grounds.  In  the 
present  Bill  the  valuation  was  not  to  be 
taken  at  3  per  cent.  Most  of  them  who 
were  familiar  with  land  ownership  would 
be  very  satisfied  with  such  a  rate  of  in- 
vestment. This  Bill  went  much  further 
than  the  English  Bill,  and  took  4  per 
cent,  of  the  value  of  the  land.  There  was 
to  be  a  new  rate,  limited  to  28.  in  the  £ 
on  the  value  of  the  land  when  it  had  been 
fixed ;  but  the  net  proceeds  of  such 
new  assessment  was  to  be  leviable  only 
upon  owners.  This  additional  rate  upon 
the  owners  was  to  be  used  in  reUef  of  the 
occupying  ratepayers.  Occupiers  were 
apparently  to  pay  their  rates  on  the  present 
iull  value,  whilst  owners  were  to  pay  their 
fihare  on  the  basis  at  which  they  paid  at 
present,  and  to  pay  an  additional  rate 
as  well. 

He  did  not  think  hon.  Members 
generally  realised  what  a  large  proportion 
of  rates  was  paid  in  respect  of  ownership 
iu  Scotland.  The  latest  Local  Taxation 
Ketums  which  were  available — those  for 
1901,  the  Scotch  Office  being  remiss  in 
that  respect — showed  that  out  of 
assessments  raised  in  burghs,  counties, 
and  parishes  in  Scotland  in  that  year,  of 
£4,890,000,  £2,190,000  was  raised  in  re- 
spect of  ownership,  and  £2,700,000  was 


raised  in  respect  of  occupancy.  It  was 
rather  curious  to  observe  that  whilst  the 
rates  in  counties  on  ownership  were 
nearly  twice  what  they  were  on  occu- 
pancy, the  rates  on  occupancy  in  burghs 
were  almost  three  times  what  they  were 
in  respect  of  ownership.  At  the  same 
time  there  were  a  large  number  of  rates 
in  burghs,  such  as  those  for  municipal 
buildings,  roads,  and  bridges,  poor  rate, 
and  the  like,  which  were  levied  half  on 
owners  and  half  on  occupiers ;  while  in 
the  city  of  Glasgow  the  occupier  paid  the 
whole  of  the  police,  sanitary,  and  domestic 
water  rate.  He  ventured  to  submit 
that  any  change  of  the  kind  suggested  in 
the  Bill,  if  it  became  law,  would  have  the 
effect  of  throwing  a  heavy  additional 
burden  upon  ownership  as  against 
occupancy,  and  that  would  inflict  a  very 
considerable  amount  of  hardship.  Sup- 
porters of  this  Bill  always  maintained 
that  owners  did  not  bear  their  proper 
share  of  the  rates  in  urban  localities, 
because  the  expenditure  of  the  rates  in 
the  locality  benefited  their  property, 
and  therefore  they  ought  to  bear  a  larger 
proportion  than  they  now  did.  In  the 
great  city  of  Glasgow,  which  was  typical 
of  other  burghs  in  Scotland,  he  did  not 
believe  that  it  could  be  urged  that  such 
a  transference  could  be  made,  relieving 
as  it  would  do  the  occupying  tenants  of 
the  burgh,  and  throwing  an  additional 
burden  on  ownership,  without  compelling 
owners  to  pay  something  which  gave 
them  really  no  direct  benefit.  The 
benefit  of  rates  levied  on  occupancy 
attached  far  more  to  occupancy  tluin  to 
ownership.  He  knew  of  no  greater 
hardship  than  the  fact  that  the  police  in 
the  counties  of  Scotland  were  entirely 
paid  at  the  expense  of  ownership ;  and 
yet  those  police  were  available,  not 
primarily  for  the  purpose  of  protecting 
landowners  or  of  seeing  that  people 
did  not  run  away  with  houses,  but  were 
maintained  to  preserve  law  and  order 
amongst  the  citizens  generally,  who 
were  far  more  numerous  as  occupiers  than 
as  owners.  He  had  always  felt  that  that 
was  a  hardship  upon  the  owners,  and 
that  the  occupiers  should  bear  a  fair 
share  of  the  burden  of  the  police  rate. 

Clause  7  seemed  to  be  a  sort  of  after- 
thought ;  he  did  not  think  it  appeared 
in  the  early  Bills.    That  clause  proposed 
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to  abrogate  all  contracts  entered  into 
before  the  measure  became  law.  This 
was  the  most  striking  difference  between 
the  English  and  the  Scotch  Bill.  He 
regretted  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Argyllshire,  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Ayr  Burghs,  in  moving  and  seconding  the 
Bill,  did  not  make  use  of  any  fresh  argu- 
ments in  support  of  this  very  drastic 
proposal.  He  knew  that  the  basis  of  a 
Bill  of  thisi  kind  was  said  to  be  found  in  the 
Minority  Report  of  the  Royal  Commis- 
sion on  Taxation,  which  was  signed  by 
I^ord  Balfour  of  Burleigh  and  the  late 
Lord  Kinross ;  but  that  Report  stated 
that  all  existing  contracts  should  be 
absolutely  respected.  He  contended 
that  there  was  no  justification  for  a 
measure  so  extreme  as  that  now  sub- 
mitted for  the  consideration  of  the 
House. 

What  would  be  the  position  of  the 
unfortunate  landowner  in  Scotland — ^for 
he  would  be  unfortunate  indeed  —  if 
this  Bill  ever  passed  ?  He  would  have 
to  value  for  himself  the  value  of  the  land 
upon  which  his  house,  or  railway,  or  dock, 
or  factory  was  built  separately  from  the 
value  attaching  to  the  buildings  upon  it. 
It  was  suggested  that  there  was  a  parallel 
in  the  case  of  valuation  for  in- 
come-tax. But  that  was  a  totally 
different  question.  When  a  man  made 
a  return  of  his  income  he  had  got  to  deal 
with  no  intangible  quantity ;  but  here 
the  unfortunate  owner  of  property  had 
got  to  face  all  the  problems  which  had 
vexed  the  most  acute  and  capable  minds 
•of  'many  generations  of  valuators,  and 
fix  the  value  of  the  land  apart  from  the 
buildings.  He  had  also  to  shut  out  from 
his  mind  everjrthingthat  was  built  on  the 
site  in  his  immediate  neighbourhood. 
Then  he  had  to  close  his  eyes  and 
refuse  to  consider  the  question  of 
the  va^ue  of  the  site  from  an  amenity 
point  of  view.  This  was  one  of 
the  most  difficult  problems  to  approach  ; 
and  he  could  not  imagine  anything  more 
injurious  to  industrial  life  in  Scotland 
than  that  a  Bill  of  this  kind  should 
become  law.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Halifax  referred  to  East  Ham.  What 
was  to  prevent  any  man  going  down 
there  and  establishing  a  factory  %  It 
^as  the  high  rates  amounting  to  10s.  in 
vthe   £.     But   when   a   man   put   up   a 


factory  in  such  a  locality  he  knew  per- 
fectly what  he  was  about,  and  that  he 
would  have  to  pay  10s.  in  the  £  for  rates  ; 
but  if  he  went  outside  that  district  he 
would  only  have  to  pay  perhaps  2s.  or  3s. 
in  the  £.  Naturally  this  was  a  considera- 
tion in  fixing  a  locality  for  creating 
public  works.  ;«^ 

The  corporation  of  the  great  city  of 
Glasgow  had  decided  to  support  this  Bill 
which  dealt  very  drastically  with  the 
ownership  of  land.  It  proposed  to  place  an 
additional  heavy  burden  on  ownership,  in 
order  to  render  the  position  of  the  occupy- 
ing tenant  better  than  it  was  at  present. 
The  difficulty  of  arriving  at  an  equitable 
assessment  of  the  separate  values  of  a 
site  and  the  buildings  upon  it  would  be 
insuperable.  Moreover,  in  his  opinion 
the  cost  of  assessment  would  be  enor- 
mously increased  if  they  made  provisions 
of  the  extraordinary  kind  proposed  in 
this  Bill.  He  admitted  the  necessity  of 
broadening  the  basis  on  which  local  rates 
were  raised.  But  they  ought  not  to 
bring  in  the  capital  value  of  land  alone. 
What  was  required  was  a  complete  change 
of  the  system  on  which  local  rates  were 
levied.  He  denied  that  the  Bill  would 
be  likely  to  reduce  local  expenditure. 
On  the  contrary,  it  proposed  to  tap  ao 
additional  source  of  taxation  from  a 
comparatively  few  owners  of  property, 
holding  out  thereby  an  inducement  to 
municipal  extravagance.  As  indicating 
the  importance  of  the  question,  he 
would  mention  that  the  receipts 
of  local  authorities  in  Scotland  in 
1901-2  was  £16,811,000,  as  com- 
pared with  £8,516,000  in  1891-2.  No 
doubt  the  public  mind  was  vexed  at 
these  constant  additions  to  taxations. 
The  Bill,  indeed,  upset  the  existing 
system,  and  would  not  settle  any- 
thing. It  was  a  thoroughly  bad 
measure,  the  effect  of  which  would  be 
prejudicial  to  the  best  interests  of  local 
government  in  Scotland.  It  aimed  a 
blow  at  contractual  obligations,  and 
generally  it  would  retard  the  progress 
of  a  final  settlement  of  local  taxation 
difficulties  and  anomalies.  The  question 
of  rating  reform  was  a  very  large  and 
important  one ;  and  he  should  prefer 
it  should  be  dealt  with  by  his  right 
hon.  friends  than  by  hon.  Grentlemen 
opposite. 
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♦Mr.FINDLAY  (LanarksliircN.E.)  said 
that  he  had  been  engaged  in  municipal 
work  in  the  district  in  which  he  lived  for 
upwards  of  twenty  years.  The  increase  of 
land  value  to  the  superiors  had  been  grow- 
ing from  year  to  year  in  this  industrial 
centre  in  Scotland,  so  that  the  income 
derivable  from  the  land  had  been  greatly 
augmented  through  the  enterprise  of  the 
people.  He  maintained  also  that  the 
superiors,  who  possessed  enormous  power, 
placed  conditions  in  contracts  which 
feuars  had  to  accept,  otherwise  the  land 
would  not  be  let  to  them.  His  municipal 
experience  had  convinced  him,  therefore, 
that  the  principle  of  the  Bill  was  right  in 
theinterests  of  the  conmiunity  that  created 
the  value  of  the  land.  It  would  not  onlv 
be  a  step  in  the  right  direction,  but  it 
would  spread  taxation  and  make  it  more 
equitable  than  at  present.  He  cited  the 
case  of  a  water  scheme  promoted  in  his 
district  at  a  cost  of  over  £100,000,  the 
water  being  taken  from  bare  hills  miles 
away  where  the  land  was  practically  of 
little  value.  The  municipality  had 
to  pay  thousands  of  pounds  for  the 
land  and  way-leaves,  and  they  wanted 
to  see  a  better  division  of  the  incidence  of 
taxation,  so  that  those  who  were  reaping 
the  benefit  of  these  public  improvements 
should  also  pay  their  share  of  public 
burdens  bearing  so  heavily  to-day 
on  many  municipalities.  The  city 
assessor  of  Glasgow,  who  dealt  wiUi 
over  5,500,000  rentals  in  a  year,  did 
not  consider  there  would  be  much 
difficulty  in  dealing  with  the  site  and  the 
buildings  values  separately.  He  was  of 
opinion  that  this  Bill  could  be  considered 
in  Committee  so  as  to  deal  fairly  with  all 
the  interests  involved. 


♦Sir  WILLUM  ARROL  (Ayrshire,  S.) 
said  that  as  a  resident  in  Glasgow  it  was 
something  new  to  him  to  have  to  come 
so  far  in  order  to  learn  what  was  hap- 
pening in  that  great  city.  He  was  very 
much  interested  in  trade  and  commerce, 
and  was  naturally  interested  in  ground 
values  in  the  vicinity  of  their  large  in- 
dustrial concerns.  This  Bill,  as  far  as  he 
could  see,  world  in  a  good  many  ways  be 
a  very  serious  thing  in  connection  with 
their  engineering  industries,  which  it 
would  hamper  in  a  good  many  ways. 
He  had  been  a  resident  in  Glasgow  for 


over  forty  years,  and  had  taken  an  active 
part  in  the  industries  in  and  round  about 
the  city,  and  he  was  very  much  surprised 
to  see  that  a  great  city  like  that  could  not 
get  any  representative  to  put  forward  its- 
case,  and  should  require  to  go  to  Argyllshiie 
and  Ayrshire  for  the  purpose  of  bringing 
forward  a  matter  actually  affecting  it  as 
a  great  commercial  city.  He  would  like^ 
to  refer  to  what  had  been  said  about 
Motherwell.  There  were  no  great  land 
difficulties  there  in  connection  with  public 
works,  and  he  did  not  think  Motherwell 
had  any  grievance.  But  he  thou^t 
they  in  Glasgow,  in  which  he  had  been: 
interested  for  forty  years,  had  a  consider- 
able grievance  because  they  had  to  pro- 
vide houses  for  the  people  working  in. 
Motherwell.  He  had  told  the  Motherwell 
people  that  it  was  a  disgrace  that  they 
could  not  build  houses  for  their  own 
workmen  instead  of  driving  them  into- 
Glasgow. 

Now  he  came  to  the  question  of  the 
value  of  land  in  Glasgow.  He  knew 
something  about  that.  When  he  started 
business  he  had  only  a  ^mall  piece  of 
ground  in  the  city.  Having  but  a 
hmited  capital  he  had  to  be  very  cautious. 
It  was  impossible  for  him  to  take  a 
large  piece  of  ground ;  so  as  his  require- 
ments grew  he  had  to  go  farther 
afield.  He  first  paid  5s.  per  square 
yard  for  his  ground.  Later  on  he  re- 
quired to  extend  his  business  pre- 
mises, and  had  to  pay  9s.  6d.  per  square 
yard  for  ground  lying  alongside  his  pre- 
mises. A  few  years  later  he  paid  16b.  for 
ground  for  extension,  and  a  neighbour 
at  a  later  date  had  to  pay  27s.  for  a  piece 
on  the  other  side  of  the  street.  As  much 
as  40s.  was  asked  for  ground  on  the 
estate  alongside.  When  the  City  Bank 
crash  came  the  whole  of  that  groimd  came 
down  in  value,  and  he  got  the  same 
ground  as  he  had  paid  16s.  and  his  neigh- 
bour 27s.  at  7s.  6d.  per  square  yard.. 
^.s  his  business  continued  to  grow  he  had 
to  cross  the  street  in  another  direction  to 
ground  for  which  the  corporation  and 
the  school  board  had  at  an  earlier  date 
paid  15s.,  and  he  got  the  remainder  for 
7s.  right  out.  What  were  land  values 
under  these  conditions  ?  Land  was  jus 
a  commodity  and  its  value  depended 
upon  its  use.  Then  he  returned  to  bis- 
original  side  of  the  street  and  got  land  oii. 
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another  estate.  Twenty-five  years  pre- 
viously he  had  bought  land  at  27s.,  and  he 
was  able  to  get  the  remainder  at  8s.  three 
years  ago.  The  lise  and  fall  had  been 
felt  in  every  district  in  Glasgow,  and 
hundreds  ^of  people  had  been  ruined 
by  speculating  in  land  expecting  it  to 
Temain  at  a  high  price.  The  cause  of 
all  this  was,  no  doubt,  greatly  due 
to  speculation  in  land.  Whenever  the 
Glasgow  Corporation  required  anything 
they  put  Id.  or  2d.  on  the  improvement 
rate,  and  the  result  was  that  there  were 
hundreds  of  men  speculatins  in  different 
properties  in  Glasgow. 

They  had  heard  a  great  deal  about 
garden  cities  around  their  larger  industrial 
'Centres,  but  in  his  opinion  there  were  no 
better  lungs  for  a  city  than  large  works, 
?with  extensive  open  spaces,  and  if  the 
♦Glasgow  Corporation  would  try  to  re- 
<duce  the  rates  so  as  to  accommodate  large 
^orks  within  the  boundaries  instead  of 
'driving  them  out,  it  would  be  a  great  deal 
better  for  the  citisens  and  for  the  work- 
ing  population.    The    members   of    the 
'Corporation  were  for  the  most  part  very 
:amall  ratepayers,  and  they  never  felt  the 
l)urden  they  put  on  the  people  by  driving 
the  large  industries  outside  the  city.     The 
result  would  be  the  same  as  in  the  East 
"End  of  London.    The  works  would  be 
nnable  to  pay  the  rates,  and  the  working 
people   in   the  district   would   be   over- 
ibardenel.      He     might     give     another 
instance    of    the    difficulty    of    creating 
garden  cities.     He  was  interested  in  a 
concern  employing  about  2,000  hands. 
It  was  about  ten  miles  outside  the  citv, 
aind  houses  were  b  lilt  for  the  workpeople, 
though  mo3t  of  them  preferred  to  live  in 
the  city.     The  reason  why  the  men  were 
wilUng  to  work  outside   and  yet  live  in 
ithe  city  of  Glasgow  was  in  order  to  get 
employment    for  the    girls   and   women 
left  in  it.      He   knew  a  case   where  a 
man  was   content    to    live   in   Glasgow 
^nd  get  5s.  less  weekly  than  he  would 
have  had  living  in  Dumbarton  where  he 
-worked  simply   because   in    the   former 
place  he  had  better  facilities  for  finding 
^employment  for  the  female  members  of 
Ills  family. 

Mr.  FINDLAY  :  Might  not  that  be 
t>lie  reason  why  men  working  at  Mother- 
-vreDl  prefer  to  live  in  Glasgow. 


Sir  WILLIAM  ARROL,  in  conclusion, 
urged  that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Glasgow 
Corporation  to  give  every  facility  for 
large  works  to  be  carried  on  within  the 
city  boundaries. 

Mr.  CHARLES  DOUGLAS  (Lanark- 
shire, N.W.)  failed  to  gather  from  his 
remarks  whether  or  not  the  hon.  Member 
who  spoke  last  intended  to  vote  for  the 
Bill,but  felt  at  any  rate  that  he  had  supplied 
them  with  a  great  many  valuable  con- 
crete illustrations  which  greatly  strength- 
ened the  case  in  support  of  the  measure. 
The  promoters  of  the  Bill  were  very 
sensible  of  the  evils  arising  from  specu- 
lation in  land  which  was  largely  stimu- 
lated by  the  present  system  of  rating, 
and  they  were  equally  sensible  of  the 
burden  of  the  rates  upon  industry  in 
towns  and  in  crowded  districts,  and 
these  were '  amongst  the  reasons  that 
led  him  to  support  the  present  Bill.  It 
had  been  fortunate  that  the  discussion 
had  proceeded  on  principles  rather  than 
on  the  details  of  the  Bill.  He  did  not 
complain  that  more  than  one  Member 
had  dealt  with  a  very  important  detail, 
viz.,  the  question  of  the  taxation  of  feu- 
duties  as  proposed  under  the  Bill.  He 
readily  understood  the  reluctance  of  the 
hon.  Member  who  introduced  the  Bill, 
and  of  those  who  advised  him  to  see 
the  past  results  of  the  rating  system 
go  unchallenged.  He  concurred  very 
largely  with  what  had  fallen  from  the 
hon.  Member  for  Kincardineshire,  that 
this  was  a  part  of  the  Bill  which  required 
to  be  amended,  and  it  certainly  was  a 
matter  which  could  be  dealt  with  in 
Committee.  He  would  not  therefore 
labour  the  point  at  that  stage.  But 
although  he  had  that  opinion  with  regard 
to  that  particular  point,  he  had  no 
hesitation  in  giving  a  whole-hearted 
support  to  the  Motion  for  the  Second 
Reading.  After  all,  the  principle  of 
the  Bill  was  not  affected  by  the  question 
of  how  the  new  burden  on  land  was  to 
be  distributed  or  how  they  were  going 
to  deal  with  existing  contracts. 

It  was  the  view  of  those  who  supported 
the  Bill  that  the  value  of  land  was  enor- 
mously increased  by  public  expenditure, 
and  therefore  it  was  the  fairest  subject 
for  special  taxation  for  local  purposes. 
Some  indeed  went  further  and  said  that 
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the  value  of  land  as  land»  apart  from  all 
matters  of  capital  invested  in  it,  was 
altogether  due  to  public  expenaiture 
and  to  the  population  by  which  that 
expenditure  was  required.  Eventually 
all  public  expenditure  went  to  increase 
the  value  of  the  land  in  the  neighbour- 
hood in  which  the  public  money  was 
laid  out.  The  houses  and  buildings  on 
the  land  were  worth  no  more  as  buildings, 
and  the  insurance  value  on  them  was  no 
greater  on  account  of  the  pubhc  expendi- 
ture. Notoriously  the  increase  went 
altogether  to  the  value  of  the  site.  His 
hon.  friend  the  Member  for  East  Renfrew- 
shire had  asked  why  stocks  and  shares 
should  not  be  similarly  dealt  with.  Well, 
if  he  could  show  a  case  in  which  local 
expenditure  had  benefited  any  other 
class  of  property,  he  admitted  at  once 
it  would  be  a  fair  case  for  con- 
sideration, especially  if  it  were  a  kind 
of  property  which  was  in  its  very 
nature  what  land  was — ^a  monopoly.  He 
believed  that  his  hon.  friend  disputed 
the  contention  that  property — ^as  garden 
land — was  a  monopoly,  but  he  was  bound 
to  admit  that  in  the  matter  of  locality 
it  was  a  monopoly,  and  their  contention 
was  that  locality  was  the  very  essence 
of  the  case.  By  land  they  did  not  mean 
a  patch  of  land  anywhere ;  they  meant 
that  land  in  a  particular  situation  gained 
value  from  local  expenditure,  and  it 
could  not  be  replaced  by  any  other 
tract  of  land  in  the  world.  The  locaUty 
was  the  monopoly,  and  therefore  for  their 
purposes  land  in  the  sense  of  site  was 
(i  monopoly.  They  therefore  claimed 
that  there  was  ample  justification  for  im- 
posing special  taxation  on  site  values. 
The  public  authorities  were  entitled  to 
draw  upon  the  value  which  their  expendi- 
ture had  given  to  the  land.  The  question 
whether  the  expenditure  was  extrava- 
gant was  an  absolute  side  issue,  but  the 
contention  was  that  the  local  authorities 
could  not  meet  their  obligations  and  could 
not  maintain  the  standard  of  a  civihsed 
community  under  modem  industrial  con- 
ditions unless  they  were  allowed  to  go  to 
those  who  were  their  proper  debtors  and 
obtain  for  the  community  something  of 
the  value  which  communal  expenditure 
had  given  to  the  land  which  they  were 
privileged  to  use.  On  that  ground  they 
claimed  that  land  ought  to  be  rated 
separately  from  all  other  subjects,  and 
Mr,  Charles  Douglas, 


should  bear  its  share  of  the  burden  caused 
by  that  expenditure  which  had  contri- 
buted so  largely  to  its  value. 

The  Member  for  West  Renfrew  had' 
spoken  of  the  heavy  burden  of  rates 
in  East  Ham  and  had  suggested  that 
as  an  argument  against  the  Bill.  But 
the  reply  to  that  was  that  if  the  local 
authorities  had  had  access,  as  they 
should  have  done,  to  the  value  of  the 
improvements  which  they  themselvefe. 
were  making,  the  burden  of  rates  upon 
houses  and  industry  would  have  been 
very  different  to  what  it  was  to-day^ 
He  personally,however,  attached  far  more 
importance  to  another  point.  His  hon..- 
friend  the  Member  for  the  .Central  Division 
of  Glasgow  had  expressed  very  strongljr 
the  view  that  the  holding  up  of  the  land 
for  higher  prices  was  a  misfortime,  but 
he  had  not  suggested  to  them  a  means  by 
which  that  misfortune  might  be  remedied. 
He  himself  thought  the  misfortune  wa& 
greatly  encouraged  by  the  present  system^ 
of  rating.  That  system  constituted  a 
positive  exemption  of  the  very  subject 
which  it  was  most  desirable  to  rate- 
heavily  in  ordelr  that  there  might  be  a 
greater  inducement  to  bring  it  into  the 
market.  It  was  not  onl}  unj  ust  but  in  the 
highest  degree  imx>olitic  that  there 
should  be  a  holding  up  of  land  for 
a  ransom  price.  It  was  because  he 
found  his  views  on  this  point  expressed 
in  the  Bill  that  he  should  support  it^ 
Its  machinery  might  be  imperfect,  it  con^ 
tained,  no  doubt,  provisions  that  ought 
to  and  could  be  modified  in  Committee,, 
but  it  gave  effect  to  a  view  which,  in  his 
opinion,  was  sound  in  policy,  and  therefore 
he  had  no  hesitation  in  giving  it  his  sup- 
port. 

*Mr.  HOZIER  said  he  felt  the  Bill  was^ 
not  one  on  which  he  ought  to  give  a 
silent  vote.  The  hon.  Member  for 
North- West  Lanarkshire  had  stated 
that  he  was  supporting  a  Bill  for  the* 
taxation  of  land  values,  but  he  had  care- 
fully explained  that  he  was  only  going  to 
vote  for  it  on  general  principles.  He- 
objected  to  the  taxation  of  feu -duties 
and  therefore  could  not  be  said  to  be  in. 
favour  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.   CHARLES  DOUGLAS  :    I  took 
exception  to  a  single  clause. 
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*Mr.  HOZIER  :  It  is  the  longest  and 
most  important  clause.  Does  every  hon. 
Member  opposite  repudiate  it  then  ? 

Mb.  TREVELYAN  pointed  out  that  a 
good  many  of  those  who  were  in  favour 
of  the  taxation  of  land  values  repudiated 
that  clause. 

*Mb.  HOZIER:  Is  my  hon.  friend's 
name  on  the  back  of  the  Bill  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN :    No. 

*Mb.  HOZIER  said  he  wanted  some- 
one whose  name  was  on  the  back 
of  the  Bill  to  say  if  the  promoters 
repudiated  the  clause.  Continuing, 
he  said  he  desired  to  congratulate 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Avrshire  on 
his  admirable  contribution  to  that  day's 
debate.  He  was  an  oppressed  feuar  on 
his  (the  speaker's)  father's  property  in 
Glasgow,  and  he  was  glad  that  he  seemed 
to  be  pretty  well  satisfied.  It  was 
a  somewnat  remarkable  fact  when  *thev 

m 

considered  the  enormous  interest  supposed 
to  be  taken  ip  that  Bill  in  Scotland  that 
when  the  House  was  almost  counted  out 
there  were  only  five  Scotch  Members  on 
the  Opposition  side. 

Mb.  CALDWELL  (Lanarkshire,  Mid.) : 
How  many  were  there  on  your  side  ? 

♦Mr.  HOZIER  :  We  are  not  bound  to 
make  a  House  for  thi^  Bill,  of  which  we 
disapprove. 

Mr.  PIRIE  (Aberdeen,  N.) :  There 
were  twenty-four  Scottish  Members  on 
this  side. 

*Mr.  HOZIER  :  That  was  not  so,  but 
at  any  rate  the  House  was  within  an  ace 
of  being  counted  out.  Forty-two  Mem- 
bers only  came  in,  and  one  of  these 
was  the  Lord-Advocate. 

An  HON.  MEMBER  :  You  moved  the 
count. 


*Mr.  HOZIER  said  that  was  the  case, 
and  he  did  so  because  he  disapproved  of 
the  Bill  very  much,  and  seeing  that  so 
little  interest  was  manifested  in  it  by  hon. 
and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite — 
there  was  not  one  Member  of  the  Front 


Opposition  Bench  present  at  the  time — 
he   could   not  see   why   the   discussion 
should  go  on.     He  had  been  a  careful 
listener  during  the  whole  of  the  debate, 
and  he  was  bound  to  say  he  thought  the 
mover,  the  hon.  Member  for  Argyllshire, 
advanced  a  very  curious  argument  for 
Glasgow   being   entitled   to    impose   an 
extra    rate    on    the    community.     His 
contention  was,  in  fact,  that  the  Glasgow 
Corporation   managed   its   afEairs   in   80 
satisfactory  a  manner,  for  it  only  rated 
the  occupier  to  the  extent  of  2s.  in  the  £, 
that  it  ought,  therefore,  to  have  more 
money  to  play  with.     He  never  brought 
forward  one  single  argument  in  favour  of 
what,  after  all,  was  the  really  monstrous 
proposal  in  the  Bill,  viz.,  the  taxation  of 
existing  feu-duties ;  indeed,  no  one  who 
had  spoken  in  support  of  the  Bill  had 
argued  in  favour  of  it ;    on  the  contrary, 
nK>st  of  them  had  absolutely  repudiated 
the  idea,  and  he  had  reason  to  believe  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Border  Burghs  who 
was   to   speak  later  on  would   express 
very  much  the  same  opinion.     But  on 
the  other  hand,  hon.  Members  opposite 
would  do  well  to  bear  in  mind  that  if 
they  did  not  tax  the  feu -duties — that  was 
the  superior— by  this  Bill  they  would  tax 
the  feuar  or  vassal,  who  would  not  like 
such  treatment,  and  would  have  his  own 
remedy,  for  he  possessed  ever  so  many 
more  votes  than  the  superior.     Feu-duties 
already  paid  income-tax,  and  now  it  was 
proposed  under  this  Bill  to  imfose  on 
them  a  municipal  duty  in  addition  of   10 
per  cent. 

The    feu- duties    were    quite    distinct 
from  ground  rents,  and  he  wanted  hon. 
friends   from    Enghsh  constituencies   to 
understand  that  point.     Practically  no 
builder    in    Scotland    would    accept    a 
ground  lease  in  Scotland,  no  matter  how 
long  that  lease  might  be.     He  would  not 
even  take  one  for  999  years ;  he  always 
insisted  on  having  perpetuity.      A  feu 
was    practically  a    sale    and    the    feu- 
duty  was  nothing  more  nor  less  than  the 
interest  on  a  mortgage,  and  did  they  wish 
the  interest  on  mortgages  on  land  to  be 
taxed  for  local  purposes  ?     The  man  who 
was  called  the  superior  sold  the  land  to 
the  feuar,  and  the  superior   practically 
advanced  the  whole  of  the  purchase  money 
to  him  on  the  security  of  the  land.      If 
he  took  a  mortgage  instead  there  would 
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be  DO  questioD  of  taxing  him,  and  there- 
fore, it  could  not  possib^  be  arjETued 
that  a  tax  should  be  imposed  on  feu- 
duties.  Moreover,  a  man  who  feued  a 
piece  of  land  got  a  very  great  advantage 
over  a  purchaser  if  he  were,  for  instance, 
a  builder  or  a  manufacturer  with  a  certain 
amotmt  of  money  which  he  required  for 
building  purposes.  He  had  no  necessity 
to  pay  for  the  land  if  he  feued  it,  and 
all  his  capital  became  available  for 
building  or  expanding  his  business. 
On  the  contrary,  if  he  bought  the  land, 
the  very  utmost  he  could  obtain  of  the 
purchase  money  on  mortgage  would  be 
three-quarters.  Ought  the  interest  on 
mortgages  on  land  to  be  taxed  for  local 
purposes  ?  It  was  already  taxed  for 
income-tax  purposes.  There  was  not  a 
single  argument  that  applied  to  feu- 
duties  which  did  not  apply  to  mortgages 
on  land  in  any  localit)'  whatever.  Feu- 
duties  were  quite  different  from  ground 
rents.  The  superior  could  never  get  any 
more  than  his  fixed  feu -duty,  there  was 
no  unearned  increment  for  him,  and  the 
taxation  of  feu-duties  would  not  add  one 
single  penny  to  the  assessable  value  of  a 
town  or  county.  It  would  only  be  a 
readjustment  and  a  gener^il  smash  up 
of  contracts. 

The  great  proportion,  probably  two- 
thirds,  of  feu -duties  were  held  not 
by  large  proprietors,  but  by  men  of 
small  means,  by  churches,  by  charitable 
institutions,  and  by  friendly  societies. 
In  fact,  feu  duties  were  bought  and  sold 
at  the  present  moment  as  securities  con- 
sidered even  better  than  Consols.  They 
constituted  a  very  favourite  form  of  in- 
vestment. If  they  taxed  the  feu -duties, 
surely  it  would  be  a  case  of  the  worst 
possible  form  of  taxation  without  repre- 
sentation. It  would  absolutely  kill  the 
system  of  f euine;  which  enabled  men  with 
small  capital  to  develop  industries.  Tax- 
ing existing  feu-duties  would  mean  rob- 
bing, not  so  much  the  rich  man,  who  was 
well  able  to  look  after  himself,  but  the 
<jhurches,  charities,  trusts,  small  proprie- 
tors, and  friendly  societies  which  had 
invested  an  enormous  amount  of  money 
in  them  in  good  faith.  He,  therefore, 
trusted  that  those  who  did  not  wish  to 
injure,  among  others,  charities,  friendly 
societies,  would  vote  against  the  Second 
Reading  of  this  Bill. 

Mr.  Hazier, 


Mr.  THOMAS  SHAW  (Hawick 
Burghs)  said  the  last  speaker  had  made 
a  not  unnatural,  but  at  the  same  time 
a  perfectly  courteous  reference  to  himself, 
and  he  would  answer  him  in  exactly  the 
same  spirit.  Since  the  critical  moment 
to  which  reference  had  beer^  made — ^the 
moment  of  an  unsucces^^ful  attempt  to 
count  out  the  House,  he  had  been  con- 
tinuously present  and  he  was  conse- 
quently surprised  to  hear  the  hon. 
Gentleman  declare  that  the  most  impor- 
tant clause  in  the  Bill  was  the  seventh 
clause.  To  his  mind  it  was  the  least 
important  clause.  It  had  been  almost 
universally  repudiated  in  the  course  of 
the  debat'C. 

*Mr.  HOZIER  :  It  is  the  very  essence 
of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  THOMAS  SHAW  said  the  seventh 
clause  had  reference  not  to  site  value  at 
all,  not  to  putting  feu-duties  under  the 
ban  of  this  rew  taxation,  but  it  had 
reference  simply  and  solely  to  the  ques- 
tion after  the  principle  of  the  Bill  had 
been  put  into  operation.  What  should 
be  the  relief  granted  to  those  wholh 
interested  as  proprietors.  His  hon.  friend 
had  naturally  fastened  on  the  feu-duties. 

*Mr.  HOZIER  :  And  so  have  the  hon. 
Members  opposite. 

Mb.  THOMAS  SHAW  said  he  was  not 
prepared  to  say  he  did  not  very  largely 
agree  with  the  views  which  had  been 
expressed.  On  the  subject  of  feu-duties 
he  concurred  with  the  opinions  expressed 
in  the  Minority  Report  of  the  Royal 
Commission,  which  stated  that  feu-duties 
were  levied  in  perpetuity  on  land  and 
that  the  interest  thus  receivable  was  the 
interest  of  a  mortgage-holder.  No 
doubt,  so  far  as  the  pecuniary  return 
went,  the  superior  was  in  the  same  posi-  J 
tion  as  a  mortgager  or  a  bondholder,  as  ^ 
they  called  h^m  in  Scotland.  The  differ- 
ence was  that  the  superior  was  not  a 
mere  vendor  of  land.  He  actually 
remained  possessed  of  what  was  known 
in  law  as  the  dominium^  and  that  was 
where  the  substance  of  the  matter  came 
in.  Unfortunately,  the  superior  was  not 
infrequently  in  the  habit  of  laying  down 
troublesome  and  onerous  conditions,  and 
that  was  the  essential  difference  that  had 
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to  be  recognised  between  the  interest 
of  a  superior  and  that  of  a  mortgager. 
If  any  of  those  conditions  were  contra- 
vened, if  there  were  a  breach  of  covenant 
in  any  respect,  the  whole  of  the  land 
and  all  on  the  land  were  forfeited  and 
reverted  to  this  person,  who  pro  tanto 
was  very  much  larger  in  power  than  a 
mortgage-holder.  If  the  superior  were 
treated  as  a  mere  mortgage-holder  he 
should  have  nothing  to  sa)",  but  when 
he  came  forward  and  claimed  a  controlling 
and  powerful  interest  in  the  land,  some- 
thing almost  in  the  nature  of  a  confisca- 
tory character,  then  he  thought  Parlia- 
ment would  be  right  in  endeavouring 
to  obtain  some  hold  upon  him.  Therefore 
he  put  away  this  reference  to  the 
readjuslfment  of  the  rights  of  the 
lieritable  proprietors  after  this  site 
value  was  imposed. 

The  important  question  was — ^should 
they,  or  should  they  not,  introduce  the 
system  of  imposing  a  site  value  in  Scot- 
land ?    They  upon  the  Opposition  side  of 
the  House  took  their  stand  upon   the 
Report  which  was  signed  by  Lord  Balfour 
'of  Burleigh  and    his   colleagues   in  the 
minority,  and  the    groundwork  of  this 
Bill  was  contained  in  the  Report  of  the 
Royal  Commission — and  in  passing  he 
•desired  to  state  that  there  was  one  name 
Mtached  to  that  Report,  the  name  of  the 
late     Lord    Kinross,    whose     dicta    on 
matters    relating    to    the    incidence    of 
rating  on  hereditable  property  in  Scotland 
"the    House    always    received  not  merely 
with  respect  but  with  something  almost 
Akin  to  veneration.     It  had  been  said 
that   this  was    apparently  a     Glasgow 
Bill.    A  good  deal  had  been  said  about 
Glasgow  in  the  debate,  for  what  reason 
lie  did  not  know ;  but,  if  Glasgow  had 
fathered  the  BiU,  it  had  done  a  very  good 
thing  indeed.     As  a  matter  of  fact,  how- 
-ever,   the  groundwork  of  the  Bill  was 
•contained  in   the  Report   of  the  Royal 
■Commission,    He  proposed  to  state  two 
or  three  propositions  from  that  Report. 
The  leading   proposition   laid   down   in 
tihat  Report  was  that — 

''Site  ami  etaictnre,  which  are  now  coin- 
bined  for  rating  purposes,  differ  so  esHentiaUy 
in  character  ihat  they  nhonld  be  separately 
valued." 

That  was  the  principle  of  this 
IBill.  The  familiar  answer  to  that  was 
that  for  practical  purposes  it  could  not 


be  done.  The  hon.  Member  for  West 
Renfrewshire  drew  a  doleful  picture  of  a 
landlord  in  distress  as  to  how  to  fill  m 
the  valuation  return.  He  saw  no  need 
for  distress,  seeing  that  it  was  done  in 
other  civilised  countries.  The  Com- 
missioners in  regard  to  this  matter 
said — 

"Site  value  and  building  value  have  a 
different  and  even  an  opposite  character.  In 
many  respects  it  appears  to  us  that  a  system 
which  treats  them  exactlj^  alike,  a'^  our  present 
system  of  rating  does,  is  prima  facie  unfair 
and  unwise." 

They  added  on  the  subject  of  the 
practicability  of  valuation — 

"On  the  whole  we  are  disposed  to  think 
that  t)ie  vakiation  of  sites  sufficienily  accurate 
and  not  inferior  to  the  present  valuation  of 
hereditaments  can  be  made  without  undue 
labour  and  expense." 

In  their  own  experience  as  arbitrators 
one  of  the  most  familiar  operations  was 
that  of  valuing  sites,  and  then,  on  the 
top  of  that,  valuing  buildings.  It  was  a 
perfectly  easy  and  in  most  cases  a  very 
successful  method  of  valuation.  They 
had  had  legislation  in  that  direction.  In 
recent  years  they  had  been  familiar 
with  subventions  from  Imperial  funds 
for  the  relief  of  taxation  on  agricultural 
land.  There  was  very  little  agricultural 
land  in  this  country  that  had  no  building 
on  it,  and  consequently  it  had  been 
found  necessary  to  have  separate  asses- 
ments  for  lands  and  buildings.  He  had 
before  him  recently  a  valuation  return 
for  county  Cavan  in  which  there  were 
two  valuations — the  total  valuation  and 
the  valuation  of  the  land  itself,  the 
difEerence  representing  the  value  of  the 
buildings. 

That  disposed  of  the  proposition 
that  separate  valuation  was  not  prac- 
ticable. It  was  perfectly  easy  to  ask. 
Was  it,  or  was  it  not,  a  good  thing 
to  do  ?  He  found  the  propositions  of 
the  Report  of  the  Commission  crystallised 
in  the  first  three  or  four  clauses  of  this 
Bill. 

Mr.  CRIPPS  (Lancashire,  Stretford) : 
Are  you  still  dealing  with  the  Minority 
Report  ? 

Mr.    THOMAS  SHAW  :  Yes.    On  the 

matter  of  urban  local  taxation  the  Report 

stated — 

"  A  careful  consideration  of  all  the  circum- 
stances of  urban  local  taxation  leads  us  to  the 
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conclusion  that  a  moderate  rate,  proportioned 
to  its  valae,  ought  to  be  imposed  as  part  of  any 
scheme  for  the  readjustment  of  the  burden  ot 
local  taxation  in  urban  districts." 

To  his  mind  there  was  something  far 
more  important  than  rating  reform  in- 
volved in  the  matter.  There  was  also  a 
social  reform  underlying  this  question 
which  the  Commissioners  referred  to. 
It  was  perfectly  certain  that  building  was 
hampered  while  the  present  condition  of 
a&irs  existed,  which  allowed  a  rate  to  be 
paid  on  a  perfectly  trivial  valuation,  and 
then  when  the  land  was  demanded  for 
building  the  valuation  was  enormously, 

nd  sometimes  a  hundred- fold,  greater. 
How  was  building  hampered  ?  The  Com- 
missioners dealt  very  broadly 'with  that 
matter.  They  said  there  was  a  very 
strong  argument  for  rating  site  values 
on  grounds  of  public  policy,  regard  being 
had  to  the  efiects  of  the  taxation  on  in- 
dustry and  development.  Buildings  were 
a  necessity  of  life,  and  the  present  system 
discouraged  building  and  made  houses 
fewer,  worse,  and  dearer.  That  was  the 
social  point  which  the  House  should  con- 
sider. How  did  this  afiect  the  housing 
problem  and  the  social  prosperity  of  the 
community  with  regard  to  overcrowding  ? 
He  held  that  the  first  condition  ot  social 
reform  dealing  with  overcrowding  was 
covered  by  this  Bill.  In  the  Minority 
Report  this  language  was  used — 

'*  While  the  rating  of  site  values  does  con- 
cem  the  public  at  large  as  an  administrative 
reform,  it  ib  of  special  importance  in  connection 
with  the  urgent  problem  of  providing  house 
accommodation  for  the  working  classes.  ' 

He  held  that  the  existing  system  under 
which  land  was  enabled  to  pay  a  perfectly 
fragmentary  and  fractional  rate,  as  com- 
pared with  any  estimate  based  on  its  true 
value,  was  in  the  highest  degree  an  im- 
pediment to  public  improvements  of  all 
kinds.  It  was  a  premium  on  those  bad 
speculators  who  held  up  land  against 
building,  and  thus  prevented  the  com- 
munity expanding  at  easy  rates  under 
easy  circumstances  and  being  in  a  posi- 
tion to  profit  by  its  o\ni  industry. 

The  Bill  would  also  afiect  the  problem  of 
the  taxation  of  unoccupied  land.  He  had 
at  that  moment  a  picture  in  his  mind's  eye 
of  a  certain  burgh  in  Scotland  where  in 
one  of  the  principal  streets  there  was  a  not 
inconsiderable  block  of  unocx^upied  land, 
and  there  it  stood  a  vacant  site,  very 
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valuable,  but  worth  nothing  to  anyone,, 
because  of  a  squabble  between  the  pro- 
prietor and  the  local  authoritie.s,  the  pro- 
prietor refusing  in  consequence  to  develop 
it.  That  site,  and  similiar  sites  which, 
were  held  up,  would  be  hit  by  this  BilL 
There  was  the  case  of  Rosyth,  where  the- 
Government  had  to  pay  eighty-five  years- 
purchase  for  the  land  they  required.  It 
seemed  a  perfectly  preposterous  proposition 
that  the  proprietor  of  any  land  should  be 
pa3ring  rates  on  one  valuation  up  to  the 
date  when  the  public  wanted  the  land  and 
that  then  the  price  should  go  up  enor- 
mously against  the  public  and  even  against 
the  community  which  had  created  the 
value  for  which  it  was  to  pay  a  second 
time.  There  was  also  the  case  of  the 
Edinburgh  Water  Trust.  That  *  trust 
wanted  forty-five  ac^es  of  land.  They 
were  paying  rates  upon  £3  5s.  per  acre. 
The  total  value  ot  that  land,  allowing  even 
for  the  long  term  of  thirty  years  purchase^ 
was  £4,387  ;  but  the  Edinburgh  Water 
Trust  was  not  able  to  acquire  this  land 
without  pa3ring  £20,000,  or  136  years- 
purchase.  These  were  incidents  which 
shocked  the  minds  of  the  Commissioners.. 
The  fact  that  such  things  could  obtain, 
showed  that  under  the  present  system 
rates  were  levied  not  upon  the 
real  but  upon  a  fictitious  value. 
Since  Glasgow  had  beer  referred  to,  he 
would  also  give  a  comparatively  recent 
instance  applicable  to  the  Clyde — 
namely,  what  the  Clyde  Trust  had  to* 
pay  for  a  block  of  land  in  the  cotmty  of 
Renfrew.  There  were  110  acres,  the 
annual  rent  being  £240,  and  the  proprietor 
of  it  had  been  paying  taxes  only  on 
£240.  It  was  essential  that  for  the 
making  of  a  dock  the  land  should  be 
acquired,  and  the  Clyde  Trustees  had  U> 
pay  no  less  a  sum  than  £104,500,  or  at 
the  rate  of  £950  an  acre,  which  was  equal 
to  435  years  purchase.  He  did  not 
envy  the  Government  that  declined  to^ 
apply  its  mird  towards  finding  some  sort 
of  remedy  for  a  state  of  affairs  which, 
was  anti-social,  arti-progreasive,  and  a« 
hindrance  to  all  municipal  enterprise 
and  industry,  and  made  the  public  buy 
back  the  value  which  it  had  itself  created.. 

I      The   Commissioners     laid    down     the 
;  following  broad  proposition  with  regard 
to  a  site  value  rate — 

**  It  would  conduce  to  placing  the  urban  rat- 
ing system  on  a  more  equitable  and  thus  apoik 
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a  sonoder  basis ;  it  would  do  something  to- 
wards lightening  the  burden  in  respect  of  buil'i- 
ing,  and  thus  something  towards  solving  the 
dimcnltand  urgent  housing  problem.'' 

Wliile  as  to  the  opportuneness  of  this 
reform  they  said— 

"  It  is  especially  opportune  at  a  time  when 
under  the  schemes  they  are  putting  forward  the 
burden  of  rates  in  towns  will  be  appreciably 
relieved." 

He  was  unable  to  ascertain  from  his 
speech  whether  the  hon.  Member  for 
Ayrshire  approved  of  a  system  under 
which,  as  he  had  told  the  House,  the 
landlord  had  raised  the  rental  of  land  as 
he  himself  developed  it  from  7s.  to  27s. 
per  yard. 


Sir  WILLIAM  ARROL  said  it  was  not 
the  landlord,  but  the  speculator  who  did 
that.  The  landlord,  when  he  came  to  deal 
with  him,  feued  the  land  at  a  figure  at 
which  he  only  got  4  per  cent.  The  land 
which  the  hon.  Member  had  described  as 
of  enormous  value  had  been  unoccupied 
for  twenty -five  years,  was  let  at  onl>  a 
nominal  rental  as  it  was  occasionally 
under  water,  and  no  one  would  either 
build  upon  it  or  do  anything  else  with  it. 


Mr.  THOMAS  SHAW  said  it  turned 
out,  then,  that  legislation  of  this 
kind  would  not  hit  the  good  agri- 
cultural landlord  but  the  land  specu- 
lator who  had  been  bleeding  his 
hon.  friend.  There  could  not  have  been 
a  better  justification  for  the  BiU  than  the 
interposition  of  his  hon.  friend.  The 
community  were  actually  sweated  for 
land  that  was  under  water.  He  never 
heard  of  a  more  indefensible  system. 
He  had  no  desire  to  confiscate  any  man's 
property,  therefore  he  would  not  propose 
to  interfere  with  some  of  the  preposterous 
existing  contracts.  But  what  he  wished 
to  do  was  to  put  a  stop  as  soon  as  possible 
to  confiscation  of  the  community's  earn- 
ings which  was  going  on  tmder  the  pre- 
sent system.  Clause  7  was  not  the  im- 
portant part  of  the  Bill.  The  really  im- 
portant part  was  that  which  provided 
for  the  imposition  of  a  special  site  value 
rate,  and  when  once  that  imposition  was 
made  it  would  afEord  those  advantages 
in  the  direction  of  housing  and  social  re- 
form which  all  would  welcome. 


The  LORD-ADVOCATE  (Mr.  Scott 
Dickson,  Glasgow,Bridgton)said  he  found 
himself  in  considerable  difficulty  in  deal- 
ing with  this  Bill,  becailse,  although  it 
occupied  less  than  three  pages  of  print,, 
a  clause  which  occupied  more  than  one 
page  of  print  had  been  universally  re- 
pudiated. Moreover,  other  portions  of 
the  Bill  were  not  less  important  or  less 
open  to  criticism  even  by  those  who,  like^ 
himself,  were  not  inclined  to  go  so  far  as 
some  Members  on  his  own  side  of  the 
House  in  opposition  to  the  taxation  of 
land  values.  But  he  thought  this  Bill  was> 
a  very  bad  example  of  how  the  taxation 
of  land  values  should  be  applied,  and,, 
while  sympathising  with  the  tender* 
ness  of  conscience  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Kincardineshire,  he  had  to  confess- 
that  his  own  Parliamentary  conscience 
would  not  allow  him  to  vote  for  it. 

He  did  not  quite  appreciate  the  illustra- 
tions which  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Border  Burghs  had  given,  because  the  Bill, 
being  so  framed  as  to  apply  entirely  to 
burghs,  would  afFect  neither  Rosyth 
nor  the  ground  at  Renfrew.  The 
picturesqueness  of  the  hon.  Member's 
illustrations  was  only  equalled  by  their 
irrelevance  to  the  question  before  them. 
The  Member  for  the  Border  Burghs  had 
scarcely  put  the  full  facts  before  them  in 
regard  to  the  land  at  Renfrew.  The 
truth  was  that  it  was  the  proprietor,, 
and  not  the  Clyde  Trustees,  who  gave  the 
value  to  the  land  by  obtaining  an  Act 
of  Parliament  enabling  him  to  construct 
docks  upon  it.  The  Clyde  Trustees 
then  said  that  he  was  going  to  make  a. 
competing  dock,  and  that  they  must, 
therefore,  buy  him  out,  and  they  acquired 
the  land  at  the  enormously  increased 
value  which  the  proprietor  had  given  to 
it  by  converting  it  from  water-logged 
land  into-  land  suitable  for  a  dock. 
Surely  that  was  miles  away  from  the 
question  they  were  now  considering,, 
which  was  the  taxation  of  land  values  in 
burghs. 

The  Member  for  the  Border  Burghs  had 
referred  to  the  Minority  Report  of  the 
Royal  Commission  on  Local  Taxation. 
But  there  were  some  important  qualifica- 
tioEs  even  ir  the  Minority  Report  which 
the  present  Bill  totally  disregarded.  ^In 
the  first  place,  the  Minority  Report  said 
that  a  rate  proportioned  to  the  site  value 
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^lone  should  be  levied  for  urban  improve- 
ment purposes  in  the  "  larger  "  burghs. 
He  entirely  agreed  with  what  had  been 
said  as  to  the  care  with  which  they  should 
regard  any  statement  made  in  a  Report 
signed  by  so  careful  a  man  as  the  late 
Lord  Kinross.  The  word  "  larger  "  was 
not  put  in  without  consideration.  This 
Bill,  however,  appUed  to  every  burgh  in 
Scotland — Royal,  Parliamentary,  or 
police.  In  Scotland  they  had  Royal 
burghs  of  one  or  two  hundred  houses, 
^nd  three  or  four  hundred  inhabitants, 
and  this  Bill  would  apply  to  every  burgh 
in  Scotland,  whether  big  or  Uttle.  It  was, 
therefore,  not  correct  to  say  that  the  Bill 
proceeded  on  the  lines  of  the  Minority 
Report^  for  it  was  not  confined  to  the 
larger  burghs.  The  Minority  Report  also 
said  that  the  rate  on  land  values  should 
be  divided  equally  between  owners  and 
occupiers.  The  principle  of  this  Bill  was 
that  it  was  all  to  be  put  on  the  owners. 
Further,  the  Mmority  Report  stated  that 
the  proceeds  of  the  rate  should  be  applied 
only  to  purposes  which  directly  added  to 
the  value  of  the  site.  If  this  Bill  was 
founded  on  the  principles  of  the  Minority 
Report,  why  was  not  that  provision  in- 
serted 1 

Mr.  AINSWORTH  :  I  ahiuld  Uke  to 
ask  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  be 
prepared  to  read  the  Bill  a  second  time, 
if  we  accepted  the  Amendm3nts  which  he 
now  suggests  ? 

Mr.  SCOTT  DICKSON  said  he  would 
like  to  deal  with  one  Bill  at  a  time.  But 
he  assured  the  hon.  Member  that  he 
would  give  his  most  careful  considera- 
tion to  any  Bill  he  might  introduce. 
Apparently  his  observations  had  con- 
vinced the  hon.  Member  that  the  present 
Bill  stood  badly  in  need  of  amendment. 

He  thought  the  Bill  could  have  been 
made  very  much  shorter.  Apparently 
the  seventh  clause  was  repudiated  by 
everybody.  The  first  three  clauses  might 
have  been  struck  out»  except  the  last  Une 
of  Clause  3.  These  clauses  provided  that 
the  landowner  was  to  apply  his  mind  to 
make  a  return  as  to  the  value  of  the  site 
and  the  value  of  the  building,  but  the 
assessor  was  to  fix  the  value.  The 
assessor  would  be    far    better    able  to 
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fix  the  value  without  any  return  from 
the  proprietor  at  all.  Under  the  exist- 
ing law  there  was  an  appeal  from 
the  assessor  to  the  Court  of  Session.  H(^ 
did  not  think  there  was  any  appeal  given 
in  the  Bill,  and  he  did  not  wonder  at  that, 
because  the  value  was  to  be  such  value 
as  the  assessor  would  deem  reasonable. 
It  was  not  what  the  Court  thought  reason- 
able. It  was  not  what,  in  point  of  fact, 
wdLB  reasonable,  but  it  was  what  th^ 
assessor  deemed  reasonable. 

Mr.  THOMAS  SHAW :  May  I  call 
attention  to  the  fourth  dausa,  which 
particularly  provides  for  the  hearing  of 
appeals  against  valuation. 

Mr.  SCOTT  DICKSON  said  his  point 
was  that  one  might  go  to  the  Court  of 
Session,  but  that  the  Court  would  simply 
say  that  under  the  Bill  the  valuation  was 
to  be  of  such  amount  as  the  assessor 
deemed  reasonable.  Bv  Clause  5  a  maxi- 
mum  of  2s.  might  be  added  to  the  exist- 
ing rates. 

Mr.  CALDWELL  said  there  would  be 
an  increased  revenue  of  2s.,  but  the  other 
taxes  would  be  correspondingly  less. 

Mr.  SCOTT  DICKSON  said  that  the 
Bill,  on  the  other  hand,  would  give  2s. 
more  to  spend — 2s.  more  for  extrava- 
gant l03al  authorities  to  spend.  That 
surely  was  not  a  good  principle  to 
put  in  a  Bill. 

With  regard  to  open  spaces,  the  sixth 
clause  was  the  worst  against  open  spaces 
that  he  had  ever  seen.  The  only  open 
spaces  that  were  to  be  left  free  from  taxa- 
tion were  those  which  were  heldandenj  oyed 
by  the  public  under  Act  of  Parliament,  or 
under  or  by  permission  of  any  municipal 
or  local  authority.  He  would  take  the 
example  of  the  gardens  in  Edinburgh 
between  Heriot  Row  and  Queen  Street. 
These  gardens  were  not  held  under  Act 
of  Parliament  nor  under  a  municipal  or 
local  authority,  and  by  this  Bill  they 
would  require  to  be  rated  as  building 
land.  The  regulation  in  the  Bill  might 
be  very  suitable  for  Glasgow — ^he  did  not 
know — but  he  thought  this  would  be  a 
most  unpopular  measure  in  Edinburgh. 


909 


Land  Values  Taxation         {19  May  1905} 


{Scotland)  Bill, 


910 


It  was  said  that  the  Bill  would  do 
8omethizig  to  prevent  the  aggregation  of 
wealth  in  the  shape  of  unearned  incre* 
ment  in  certain  hands.  It  would  do 
nothing  of  the  kind.  Take  the  ctise  of  a 
man  who  had  bought  his  land  last  year 
at  the  full  price.  This  man  would  be 
informed  that  his  land  would  be  taxed  on 
the  value  he  had  paid  for  it.  If  he  pro- 
ceeded to  sell,  the  proposed  buyer  would 
say  he  could  not  give  so  much  for  the 
land  now  because  there  was  a  2s. 
land-value  tax  on  it.  In  this  way  the 
I  nfortunate  present  proprietor  would  lose 
the  whole  difference  on  the  capital  value 
produced  by  the  new  liability,  and  in  any 
future  transaction  it  would  be  discounted. 
That  came  uncommonly  near  confiscation. 
The  loss  was  not  spread  over;  it  was 
not  allowed  to  run  with  the  land,  but  was 
to  be  put  in  such  a  shape  that  the  whole 
of  it  would  come  out  of  the  pocket  of 
the  present  holder.  Where  land  fluctu* 
ated  in  value,  they  might  have  land 
of  the  value  of  27s.,  the  unhappy 
holder  would  have  to  pay  the  tax  on 
that  basis,  and  then,  after  holding  it 
for  years,  he  might,  owing  to  a  drop  in 
value,  have  to  sell  it  at  7s.  per  yard. 

With  regard  to  Clause  7,  for  which 
nobody  had  a  word  to  say,  it  was  aston- 
ishing that  a  Bill>  which  was  said  to  be 
a  Glasgow  Corporation  Bill,  should 
come  into  the  House  of  Commons  with 
one- third  of  it  indefensible.  He  sug. 
gested  that  on  a  future  occasion  a  new 
draftsman  should  be  got  to  deal  with 
land  values.  All  he  had  said  about  the 
land  applied  still  more  to  feu-duties* 
The  unhappy  proprietor  of  the  feu  never 
got  a  penny  more,  no  matter  what  the 
rise  in  the  land  value  was. 

Mb.  CALDWELL:  Oh,  yes!  For 
instance,  when  a  man  requires  to  re- 
enter, he  will  have  to  pay  a  year's 
rental  to  the  proprietor,  and  that  is  a 
year's  rental  at  the  time  he  enters. 

Mr.  SCOTT  DICKSON  said  it  was 
true  that  was  one  of  the  incidents,  but 
it  did   not   come   on  very  often.    The 


present  proprietor  would  have  to  pay 
the  tax,  and  when  he  came  to  sell  his- 
feu-duty,  the  buyer  would  make  allow- 
ance for  the  burden  on  the  feu  and 
would  only  ofEer  a  lower  price*  The 
result  would  be  that  it  would  'M  fall  on 
t  le  existing  iproprietor.  He  had  received 
the  report  of  a  conference  held  in  Lon- 
don last  year  in  reference  to  this  questioa^ 
He  deprecated  this  Bill  being  identified 
with  Glasgow.  He  had  the  highest 
respect  for  the  commercial  credit  and 
honour  of  Glasgow,  and  he  should  be 
sorry  to  think  that  they  were  the  cor- 
poration which  would  seek  to  put  upon, 
the  Statute-book  a  provision  that  "  any^ 
contract  which  has  been  or  may  heieafter 
be  entered  into  for  the  purpose  of 
relieving  any  person  entitled  to  pay- 
ment of  any  ground  burdens  from 
liability  to  bear  a  proportionate  share 
of  the  payment  of  land  value  assess- 
ment in  accordance  with  this  Act,, 
shall  have  no  force  or  effect  whatever.*' 
Even  in  the  crofters'  legislation  respect 
was  paid  to  existing  contracts.    Was  it 

to  be  said  that  the  keen  business  men  of 
Glasgow  were  not  quite  able  to  make  and 
carry  out  their  contracts  without  the 
interference  of  this  House  ?  He  could 
understand  such  interference  where  the 
parties  did  not  meet  on  equal  terms,  but 
that  was  not  the  case  with  the  class  of 
contracts  in  question  here.  Those  con- 
tracts Were  made  by  men  who  understood 
their  business,  and  they  were  made  upon 
strictly  business  principles,  and  the  idea 
of  proposing  that  existing  contracts- 
should  be  dealt  with  in  that  way  was- 
altogether  out  of  the  question.  That 
clause  involved  a  principle  which  this 
House  should  never  allow  to  pass.  He 
could  not  find  in  any  clause  any  principle 
which,  in  his  judgment,  ought  to 
commend  the  Bill  to  the  House.  It 
did  not  follow  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mission, but  ran  counter  to  it.  However 
social  reforms  might  be  advanced,  this^ 
was  not  a  measure  calculated  to  do  it, 
and,  therefore,  he  hoped  the  Bill  would 
not  receive  a  Second  Reading,  but  would 
be  sent  back  for  reconsideration  with  a. 
view  to  bringing  in  some  kind  of  measure 
of  a  more  equitable  character. 
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The     bouse     divided :— Ayes,      U5 ; 
Noes,  131.     (Division  List  No.  166.) 


JVbraham,  Wm.  (Cork,  N.  £ ) 
Allen,  Charles  P. 
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Dunn,  Sir  William 
Edwards,  Frank 
Elibank,  Master  of 
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Nolan,  Joseph  (Louth,  South) 

Norton,  Capt.  Cecil  William 

O'Brien,  James  F.  X.  (CJork) 

0*Bricn,Kendal(Tipperary  Mid 

O'Brien,  Patrick  (KUkenny) 
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Laurie,  Lieut. -General 
Lskw,  Andrew  Bonar  (Glasgow) 
Lawrence,Sir  Joseph  (Monm*th 
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Coghill,  Douglas  Harry 
•Craig,  Robert  Hunter  (Lanark 
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Jones,  Wm.  (Carnarvonshire) 

Joyce,  Michael 
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{COMMONS} 
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Campbell.Rt.Hn  J.  A.(GlaBgow) 
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Coddington,  Sir  William 
Cohen,  Benjamin  Louis 
Colomb,  Rt.Hon.  Sir  John  CR. 
Craig,  Charles  Curtis( Antrim,S. 
Cripps,  Charles  Alfred 
Cubitt,  Hon.  Herry 
Dalrymple,  Sir  Charles 
Dickson,  Charles  Scott 
Dimsdale,  Rt.Hon.SirJosephC. 
DizonHnrt]and,Sir  FiedDixon 
Duke,  Henry  Edward 
Egerton,  Hon.  A.  de  Tatton 
FerguEson,  RtHn.SirJ.(Manc'r 
Fielden,  Kdwaid  Brccklehurfct 
FitzGerald,  SirRobert  Penrose 
Flower,  Sir  Ernest 


NOES. 

Forster,  Henry  William 
Goidon,Hn.J.£.(Klgin&Naim) 
Goulding,  Edward  Alfred 
Graham,  Henry  Robert 
Grant,  Corrie 

Greene,  Henry  D. (Shrewsbury) 
Grenfell,  William  Henry 
Grot  ten,  John 
Gunter,  Sir  Robert 
Guthrie,  Walter  Murray 
Hamilton,  Marq.of(L'nd*derry) 
Harris,  Dr.  Fred.  R.  (Dnlwich) 
Heath,  SirJames(Stafrords.NW 
Heldcr,  Aui^ustus 
Hoare,  Sir  Samuel 
Hope,J  F.(Sheffield,Bright8ide) 
Houston,  Robert  Paterson 
Howard,  J.  (Midd.,  Tottenham) 
Hczier,  Hn.  James  Henry  Cecil 
Hudson,  George  Bickersteth 
Jessel,  Captain  HerbertMerton 
Keswick,  William 
Knowles,  Sir  Lees 
Lambton,  Hon.  fVederick  Wm. 
Laurie,  Lieut. -General 
Lawience,  SirJoseph(Monm'th) 
Lawrence,  Wm.  F.  (liverpool) 
Lawson,  John  Grant(Yoiks.NR 
Legge,  Col.  Hon.  Heneage 
Tjcveson-Gower,  Frederick  N.S. 
Long,  Rt.  Hn.Walter(Bristol,S) 
Lowe,  Fiancis  William 
M'Aithur,  Charles  (Liverpool) 
M  *Iver,SirLewi«(  Edin  burg^  W. 
Martin,  Richard  Biddulph 
Maxwell,  W^.J.H(Dumfiiesshire 
Melville,  Beresford  Valentine 
Meyscy-Thompson,  Sir  H.  M, 
Mild  may,  Francis  Bingham 
Montagu,  Hon.J.Scott  (Hants.) 
Moon,  Edward  Robeit  Pacy 
Moore,  William 


Morpeth,  Viscount 
Morton,  Arthur  H.  Aylmer 
Muntz,  Sir  Philip  A. 
Murray,  Chas.  J.  (Coventry) 
Murray,  Col.  Wyndham  (Bath) 
Pilkington,  Colonel  Richard 
Powell,  Sir  Francis  Sharp 
Purvis,  Robert 
Pym,  C.  Guy 

Rienshaw,  Sir  Charles  Bine 
Robertson,  Herbert  (Hackney 
RoUeston,  Sir  John  F.  L. 
Round,  Rt.  Hn.  James 
Sadler,  Col.  Samuel  Alexander 
Seton-Karr,  Sir  Henry 
Sharp,  William  Edwaxd  T. 
Smith,RtHnJ  Parker<Lanarks. 
Smith,  Hon.  W.  F.  D.  (Strand) 
Stanley  ,EdwardJas.{SomeT8et  > 
Stewart  Sir  Mai  k  J.  MTa^jrart 
Stirling- Maxwell.  Sir  John  M. 
Stroyan,  John 

Talbot,  Lord  E.  (Chichester) 
Talbot,Rt.  Hn  J  GCOxfd  Univ.  > 
Thorbum,  Sir  Walter 
Thornton,  Percy  M. 
Tomlinson,  Sir  Wm.  Edw.  M. 
Tritton,  CSiarles  Ernest 
Tufnell,  Lieut-Col.  Edward 
Tuke,  Sir  John  Batty 
Vincent,  CoKSir  C.EH(Sheffiehf 
Walker,  Col.  William  Hall 
Wahond,  Rt.Hn.Sir  William  H. 
Wardo.  Colonel  C.  E. 
Wilson,  John  (Glasgow) 
TOlson-Todd,  Sir  W.H-CYorks.  > 
Wolff,  Gustav  Wilhelm 
Worsley-Taylor,  Henry  Wilson 

Tkllxbs  roR  THS  Nobs — S;r 
Hugh  Shaw-Stewart  and  Mr. 
Baird. 


Bill  read    a    second    time,  and  committed  for  Monday  next. 


Whereupon  Mr.  Deputy  -  Speaker 
adjourned  tte  House  without  Question 
put,  in  pursuance  of  Standing  Order 
No.  3. 


Adjourned  at  tiiirty-five  minate» 
before  Six  o'clock  till  Monday- 
next. 
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HOUSE   OF   LORDS. 
Monday,  22nd  May,  1905. 


PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 


1 


The  Lord  Chancellor  acquainted  the 
House,  That  the  Clerk  of  the  Parliaments 
had  laid  upon  the  Table  the  Certificates 
from  the  Examiners  that  the  further 
Standing  Orders  applicable  to  the 
following  Bills  have  been  complied 
with  : — Rotherham,  Maltby,  and  Laugh- 
ton  Railway  ;  London  United  Tramways 
(Extension  of  Time). 

The  same  were  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
Table. 

Metropolitan  and  Great  Central  Rail- 
way Companies  Bill  [h.l.].  Leave  given 
to  the  Select  Committee  to  continue 
sitting  in  the  absence  of  the  Lord  Monk 
Bretton. 

Whitby  Urban  District  Council  Bill 
[h.l.].  The  King's  consent  signified ; 
and  Bill  reported  from  the  Select  Com- 
mittee, with  Amendments. 

Bangor  (County  Down)  Water  and 
Improvement  Bill  [h.l.].  The  King's 
consent  signified  ;  and  Bill  reported  from 
the  Select  Committee,  with  Amendments. 

1  •      ^         ^ 

I  Mansfield  (Corporation  Bill  [h.l.].  Re- 
ported from  the  Select  Committee,  with 
Amendments. 

Metropolitan  and  Great  Central  Rail- 
way Companies  Bill  [h.l.].  Reported 
from  the  Select  (Committee,  with  Amend- 
ments. 

Sandgate  Urban  District  Council  Bill 
[h.l.].  Leave  given  to  the  Select  Com- 
mittee not  to  sit  To-morrow  till  Two 
o'clock. 

Newcastle-upon-Tyne  Corporation  Bill 
[h.l.]  ;  Wellingborough  and  District 
Tramroads  and  Electricity  Supply  Bill 
[h.l.]  ;  Acton  Sewage  Bill.  Report  from 
the  Committee  of  Selection,  That  the 
Lord  Cloncurry  be  proposed  to  the  House 
as  a  member  of  the  Select  Committee  on 
the  said  Bills  in  the  place  of  the  Lord 

.    VOL.  OXLVL    [Fourth  Sbribs  ] 


Ranfurly    {E.    Ranfurly) ;       read,    and 
agreed  to. 

Southport,  Birkdale,  and  West  Lanca- 
shire Water  Board  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Formby 
Township  Bill  [h.l.];  Humber  Conser- 
vancy Bill  [h.l.].  Report  from  the  Com- 
mittee of  Selection,  That  the  Viscount 
Clifden  be  proposed  to  the  House  as  a 
member  of  the  Select  Committee  on  the 
said  Bills  in  the  place  of  the  Lord  Monk 
Bretton  ;   read,  and  agreed  to. 

Baker  Street  and  Waterloo  Railway 
Bill ;  Edgware  and  Hampstead  Rail- 
way Bill;  Charing  Cross,  Euston,  and 
Hampstead  Railway  Bill ;  Andover 
Lighting  and  ]Power  Bill.  Read  2\  and 
committed.  The  Committees  to  be  pro- 
posed by  the  Committee  of  Selection. 

Weaver  Navigation  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Leven's 
Patent  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Darien  Gold  Mining 
Company  Bill  [h.l.].  Read  3»,  and  passed, 
and  sent  to  the  Commons. 

Epping  Bas  Bill.    Read  3*,  and  passed. 

Loughborough  Corporation  Bill ;  Nor- 
wich Union  Life  Insurance  Society  Bill ; 
Great  Eastern  Railway  Bill  Read  3% 
with  the  Amendments,  and  passed,  and 
returned  to  the  Commons. 

Higham  and  Hundred  of  Hoo  Water 
Bill.  Read  3^,  with  the  Amendment^ 
and  passed,  and  returned  to  the  Com- 
mons. 

Electric  Lighting  Provisional  Order 
(No.  2)  Bill.  Brought  from  the  Com- 
mons. 

Highland  Railway  Bill.  Brought  from 
the  (jommons  ;  read  1* ;  and  referred  to 
the  Examiners. 


J » 


.  » 


Leeds  and  Liverpool  Canal  Bill  [h.l. 
Metropolitan  District  Railway  Bill  [h.l. 
Orphan  Working  School  and  Alexandra 
Orphanage  Bill  [h.l.].  Returned  from 
the  Commons  agreed  to,  with  Amend- 
ments. 

Formby  Township  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Hum- 
ber Conservancy  Bill  [h.l.].  Report  from 
the  Committee  of  Selection,  That  the 
Viscount  Hill  and  the  Lord  Clinton  be 
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proposed  to  the  House  as  members  of 
the  Select  Committee  on  the  said  Bills 
in  the  place  of  the  Viscount  Clifden  and 
the  Viscount  Ridley ;  read,  and  agreed 
to. 


Electric  Lighting  Provisional  Order 
(No,  2)  Bill.  Read  1» ;  to  be  printed  ; 
and  referred  to  the  Examiners.  (No.  84.) 


PETITION. 


LICENSED  HOUSES. 

Petition  for  early  closing  of  ;  of  public 
meeting  at  Carlingcot ;  read,  and  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  Table. 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 


COLONIES  (ANNUAL). 

_  »      

No.  447.  Bermuda.    Report  for  1904. 

FISHERIES  (IRELAND). 

Report  of  the  Department  of  Agricul- 
ture and  Technical  Instruction  for  Ire- 
land on  the  sea  and  inland  fisheries  of 
Ireland,  for  the  years  1902  and  1903. 
Part  II.  Scientific  investigations. 

INDIA  (AFGHANISTAN). 

Treaty  between  the  British  Govern- 
ment and  the  Amir  of  Afghanistan,  dated 
21st  March,  1905  ;  with  Papers  relating 
thereto. 

TRADE  REPORTS  (ANNUAL  SERIES). 
No.  3377-  Japan. 

No.  3378.  France  (Cochin  Cndna). 

Presented  (by  Command),  and  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  Table. 

POST   OFFICE   (POST   OFFICE   SAVINGS 

BANKS) :  STATUTORY        RULES        AND 

ORDERS,  1905. 

The  Post  Office  Savings  Bank  Regula- 
tions, 1905,  dated  15th  May,  1905- 
Laid  before  the  House  (pursuant  to  Act), 
and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 


EXTRADITION  BILL  [h.l.]. 

A  Bill  to  include  bribery  amongst  ex- 
tradition crimes.  Was  presented  by  the 
Lord  CJhancellor  ;  read  1»  ;  to  be  printed ; 
and  to  be  read  2*  on  Thursday  next. 
(No.  83.) 


WORKMENS  COMPENSATION  BILL  [h.l.]. 

Amendments  reported  (according  to 
order).  A  further  Amendment  moved ; 
objected  to ;  and,  on  Question,  disagreed 
to.  An  Amendment  moved,  and  (by 
leave  of  the  House)  withdrawn.  An 
Amendment  made.  Bill  to  be  read  3*  on 
Monday  next ;  and  to  be  printed 
amended.     (No.  85.) 


as 


SUPREME  COURT  OF  JUDICATURE 
(IRELAND)  (No.  1)  BILL  [h.l.]. 

Read  2*  (according  to  order),  and  com- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  Thursday  next. 


BRITISH    SHIPPING    TRADE— FOREIGN 
RESERVATIONS  AND  ENCROACHMENTS. 

Lord  MUSKERRY  rose  "To  call  at- 
tention to  the  action  of  foreign  maritime 
Powers  in  closing  certain  spheres  of  trade 
in  which  British  ships  have  hitherto  been 
engaged,  with  particular  reference  to  the 
Philippines,  Canary  Islands,  and  the 
Marshall  Islands  trades ;  to  ask  whether 
any  further  information  can  be  afEorded 
regarding  the  negotiations  which  have 
passed  between  His  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment and  the  United  States,  German, 
and  Spanish  Governments  on  the  matter  ; 
whether,  if  the  position  is.  still  adverse  to 
British  ships,  any  steps  are  contemplated 
in  protecting  them  from  unfair  com- 
petition ;  whether  it  is  a  fact  that  His 
Majesty's  Government  have  reserved  the 
water  frontage  of  the  British  concession 
at  Hankau  to  British  ships,  and,  if  so, 
whether  the  reports  are  correct  that  the 
restriction  is  evaded  by  foreigners  register- 
ing their  vessels  as  British  vessels  under 
the  Companies  Act  in  Hong-Kong.'^ 

He  said  :  My  Lords,  though  the  notice 
I  have  given  appears  to  be  a  comprehen- 
sive one,  I  shall  endeavour  to  confine  my- 
self as  closely  as  possible  to  the  points  at 
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ssue.  My  object  in  calling  your  Lord- 
ships' attention  to  these  several  matters 
^nd  asking  for  further  information  re- 
garding them  is  to  show  that  foreigners 
are  closing  the  door  to  oar  greatest 
industry  whilst  the  Government^  up  till 
the  other  day  at  all  events,  have  taken 
no  steps  to  prevent  it  except  in  one 
«aae  which  I  will  mention  later  on.  I 
am  aware  that  I  may  seem  to  be  border- 
ing upon  a  thorny  and  much-debated 
subject,  but  I  contend  that  this  question 
of  our  merchant  shipping  should  not  be 
looked  on  either  from  a  free-trade  or 
protectionist  point  of  view.  The 
question  of  free  trade  or  protection  is 
never  brought  forward  in  connection 
with  the  Royal  Navy  or  the  Army.  As 
the  Militia  is  the  reserve  of  the  Army,  so 
is  the  merchant  navy  the  reserve,  and 
the  only  reserve,  of  the  Royal .  Navy. 
On  the  merchant  navy  you  depend  for 
your  food  supplies,  and  for  the  trans- 
port of  troops  and  munitions  of  war  ;  and 
•our  merchant  ships  are  the  most  material 
•of  the  bonds  that  bind  the  Empire 
together.  Oiir  great  shipping  lines  I 
may  liken  to  the  arteries  running  from 
the  heart  of  the  Empire  to  all  our 
Clolonies.  The  merchant  navy  is 
■financed  by  private  individuals,  but 
nevertheless  it  is  a  national  service  of 
the  greatest  importance,  and  it  is  the 
duty  of  the  Government  to  encourage 
^nd  protect  it. 

It  is  ridiculous  to  suppose  that  whilst 
'we  permit  and  encourage  the  foreigner 
to  compete  with  us  at  advantageous 
terms,  we  should  also  allow  him  to  debar, 
under  any  consideration  whatever,  any 
•competition  of  ours  in  the  countries 
over  which  he  has  dominion.  The 
foreign  shipowner  is  at  present  playing 
with  us  that  interesting  game  known  as 
"  Heads  I  win,  tails  you  lose."  Whilst 
the  foreigner  is  free  to  trade  wherever 
lie  pleases,  I  find  from  the  Report  of 
the  Steamships  Subsidies  Committee 
-that  British  ships  are  not  allowed  to 
participate  in  the  coasting  trade  of  the 
following  maritime  countries  : — Belgium, 
France,  Russia,  Italy,  Portugal,  Spain, 
Brazil,  the  United  States,  Egypt,  and 
others^ 

When  I  brought  this  subject  of  the 
<coastal  trade  before  your  Lordships  last 
j^ear  I  was  replied    to    by  the    noble 


Marquess  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  and  on  June  28th,  some 
days  afterwards,  I  received  the  following 
letter  from  Messrs.  Burt,  Boulton  & 
Haywood,  Limited,  of  Camion  Street, 
E.C.,  viz.— 

"  My  Lord, — ^In  reply  to  a  question  of  yours 
asked  in  the  House  of  Lords,  Lord  Lansdowne 
is  reported  in  The,  Times  of  Tuesday,  June  14th, 
to  have  replied  as  follows  : — *'  Out  of  the  seven 
Powers  which  do  a  large  amount  of  coasting 
trade,  four — Qermany,  Denmark,  Holland,  and 
Portugal— admit  oiur  vessels  freely  to  their 
coasting  trade.  IVance  does  the  same  with  the 
exception  of  Algerian  trade,  which  is  specially 
reserved.'  We  felt  sure  at  the  time  that  this 
reply  was  reported  that  it  was  not  entirely 
accurate,  and  that  Lord  Lansdowne  had  been 
misinformed,  but,  to  make  sure,  we  made  a 
direct  inquiry  of  the  MiniHere  de  Commerce  in 
Paris,  through  our  Paris  house,  and  received 
the  positive  assurance  that  affairs  are  exactly  as 
they  have  been  for  many  years  past  in  France, 
and  that  foreign  vessels  are  prohibited  from 
coasting  between  French  ports  proper,  and 
between  French  ports  and  Algerian  ports  and 
tfice  versa.  No  doubt  others  will  have  written 
to  you  pointing  out  the  discrepancy  between 
Lord  Lansdowne's  statement,  as  reported,  and 
the  ^ts,  but  you  would  be  doing  great  service 
to  British  shipping  if  you  would  kindly  follow 
up  the  matter  further,  and  endeavour  to  obtain 
some  public  correction  from  Lord  Lansdowne 
of  the  error  into  which  he  has  been  led. 

Yours  faithfully, 

Burt,  Boulton  &  Haywood,  Liipited. 

(8igr^)  Harold  Boulton,  Director.^* 

To  such  an  absurd  and  unfair  pitch  had 
this  reservation  of  the  coastal  trade  got, 
that  in  Russia  it  includes  a  voyage  from 
the  Black  Sea  to  St.  Petersburg.  Here 
a  once  lucrative  British  trade  has  been 
shut  out  by  one  fell  swoop.  Russia 
also  declares  it  coastal  trade  from  St. 
Petersburg  or  any  Russian  port  to 
Vladivostock.  Again,  a  British  ship 
cannot— or  rather,  is  not  allowed  to — 
carry  a  cargo  from  New  York  to  San 
Francisco,  or  from  any  American  port 
to  Honolulu,  for  in  the  eyes  of  the 
United  States  this  is  a  coasting  voyage. 
Therefore,  one  of  our  ships  seeking  a 
cargo  in  New  York  has  the  whole  of 
the  United  States  sea-board  and  the 
Sandwich  Islands  wiped  ofi  her  chart. 

The  latest  move  of  the  United  States 
is  that,  on  the  Ist  of  July  of  next  year, 
the  Philippines  are  to  be  included  in  the 
same  category ;  thus  British  ships  after 
that  date  may  say  good-bye  to  another 
trade  which  has  been  practically  theirs 
up    till    now.    At    the    recent    annuf 
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meeting  of  the  Sunderland  Shipowners' 
Society,  the  chairman  said — 

"  Unfortunately  the  United  States  were 
closing  their  Philippine  trade  at  the  end  of 
Jnly  of  next  ^ear.  That  was  a  matter  which 
affected  them  very  keenly,  as  it  employed  e 
large  amount  of  tonnage." 

We  cannot  but  sympathise  with  our 
shipowners  when  we  see  their  limits  of 
trade  becoming  more  and  more  restricted, 
whilst  at  the  same  time  the  foreign 
competition  they  have  to  contend  with  is 
growing  keener  and  stronger  every  day. 
Surely,  my  Lords,  it  is  full  time  for  His 
Majesty's  Government  to  take  action  in 
this  matter.  Though  in  a  comparative 
sense  it  does  not  appear  to  be  of  much 
magnitude,  it  is  another  encroachment 
on  our  shipping  trade  that  the  Spanish 
Government  have  decided  to  reserve 
to  Spanish  ships  the  trade  between  the 
different  islands  of  the  Canaries.  The 
present  trade,  as  it  is  carried  on,  provides 
a  Uving  for  certain  British  owners,  cap- 
tains, ofl&cers,  and  men  who  shortly  will 
perforce  require  to  look  elsewhere  for  the 
employment  of  which  they  have  been 
deprived  by  foreigners.  We  found  it 
so  when  large  British  lines  trading  from 
Singapore  and  Shanghai  were  sold  to 
foreigners  that  the  British  captains  and 
officers  were  displaced  at  the  earliest 
possible  time.  I  understand  that  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
has  informed  the  Merchant  Service 
Guild  that  this  question  of  the  reserva- 
tion of  the  Canary  Islands  trade  is  engag- 
ing the  attention  of  His  Majesty's 
Government — I  hope  with  better  success 
than  that  which  attended  their  negotia- 
tions anent  the  Philippine  Islands  trade. 

With  regard  to  the  action  of  the 
Germans  in  freezing  out  British  trade 
with  the  Marshall  and  Caroline  groups 
of  Islands  in  the  Pacific,  this  was  lately 
brought  before  your  Lordships'  House 
by  my  noble  friend  the  Earl  of  Jersey, 
and  the  noble  Marquess  the  Foi:eign 
Minister  a  short  time  ago  told  your 
liordships  the  nature  of  the  communi- 
cation he  had  received  from  the  German 
Government.  I  see  that  the  Federal 
Prime  Minister  took  a  very  practical  and 
forcible  view  of  the  situation  in  saying 
that  if  the  Imperial  Government  obtained 
!no  redress  for  them  they  would  retaliate 
by    severely    penalising    German    trade 

Lord  Muakerry. 


with  Australia.  I  cannot  help  thinking 
that  this  statement  of  the  Federal  Prime 
Minister  had  some  influence  on  the  terms 
of  the  reply  given  by  Grermany  to  the 
noble  Marquess. 

The  final,   and  what  I  consider  the 
most  important,  matter  to  which,  with 
your  permission,  I  would  allude  is  that,  if 
reports  are  correct,  the  British  Govern- 
ment have  already  taken  steps  in  pro- 
tecting British  trade  from  the  opposi- 
tion of  the  foreigner.    When  on  previous- 
occasions  I  have  advocated  steps  of  the 
kind  in  this  House  the  replies  I  have 
received  have  proved  to  be  most  un- 
satisfactorv.      But     it    is     deeds,    not 
words,   which    tell,  and    it    affords   me- 
ample    satisfaction   when   I    hear   that 
His   Majesty's   Government   carry   into> 
practical  effect  that  which  in  this  House 
they  hftve  poured  cold  water  upon.    In 
the  year  1861  the  British  Government 
secured  from  the  Chinese  the  perpetual 
lease   of    a   piece   of  land   some  2,750 
feet  in  length  by  1,250  feet  in  breadth,, 
situated  on  the  left  bank  of  the  Yang- 
tze,  about  fifty  yards  below   the  natdve^ 
city    of    Hankau.      On    this    piece    of 
land  an  important  and  prosperous  trade- 
centre  has  been  built  up,  and  is  known 
as    the   British   concession   at   Hankau. 
As  was  to  be  expected,  foreign  competition 
became  keener  and  keener  until,  finally^ 
the    George    McBain   line    of   steamers,, 
under  the  British  flag,  and  having  certain 
important  rights  in  the  concession,  was^ 
sold  to  the  largest  and  most  powerful  of 
the   Japanese   shipping   companies — the 
Nippon  Yusen    Kaisha.     Thinking   that 
the  British  Government  would  maintain 
their  usual  non  possumus  attitude,  they 
naturally  concluded  that  the  rights  and 
privileges  of  Mr.   George  McBain  as  a 
British  subject  in  the  British  concession 
at  Hankau  would  accrue  to  them  as  part 
of  the  goodwill  of  the  business  they  had 
bought.      The    bona    fide    British  ship- 
owners trading  to  the  concession  took 
alarm,    however,    and    saw    that    their 
interests  would  in  all  probabiUty  suffer- 
very  seriously.    An  appeal  was  made  to 
the  British  Government,  who,  it  appears, 
have  decided  to  reserve  the  sites  at  this. 
British    concession   to    British    national 
shipping. 

I   am  rel3ring  on   The   Times  corres- 
pondent at  Shanghai  for  most  of  my^ 
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•details.  Owing  to  the  presence  of  foreign 
iroters  on  the  concession  at  Hankau  it  is 
-said  that  the  Foreign  Office  have  supple- 
mented their  decision  by  la3ring  it  down 
that  in  case  of  necessity  British  votes 
alone  should  be  considered.  This  step, 
if  it  has  actually  been  taken  by  the> 
Ctovemment,  is  of  far-reaching  im- 
portance. The  magnitude  of  it  can 
liardly  be  realised  at  the  moment,  for 
it  is,  I  think  I  am  right  in  saying,  the 
first  practical  and  drastic  method  they 
liave  adopted  in  preventing  foreign  en- 
croachment on  the  rightful  preserves  of 
the  British  shipping  trade.  If,  as  I 
iiope  to  hear,  my  statements  are  in  accord 
irith  fact,  I  would  also  like  to  know 
whether  the  decision  of  the  Grovernment 
has  been  checkmated  by  the  Japanese 
<x>mpany  referred  to.  So  far  as  can  be 
gathered,  this  company  have  now,  at 
Hong-Kong,  registered  their  vessels  as 
British  ships.  It  is  said  that  this  is  in 
.accordance  with  the  law,  although  a  glance 
At  the  composition  of  the  company  shows 
that  two  clerks  of  the  Japanese  company 
Are  the  principal  shareholders,  and  that 
the  only  difference  is  the  flag  the  ships 
fly.  I  may  say  that  the  Japanese  are 
by  no  means  the  only  offenders  in  this 
respect. 

The  reports  of  The  Times  correspondent 
At  Shanghai  are  so  detailed  and  cir- 
•cumstantial  as  to  warrant  credence  being 
^ven  to  them.  I  do  not  suppose  that 
His  Majesty's  Qovernment  are  going  to 
Allow  foreigners,  under  the  guise  of 
Britishers,  to  circumvent  a  decision  they 
iiave  arrived  at,  and  no  doubt  the  noble 
Marquess  representing  the  Foreign  Office 
<3an  give  satbfactory  assurances  on  this 
point.  I  hope  your  Lordships  will  not 
think  I  have  unduly  trespassed  upon 
your  indulgence.  Though  we  are  yet 
paramount  as  a  shipping  Power  we  are 
too  apt  to  forget  how  keen,  how  de- 
termined, and  sometimes  how  un- 
jscrupulous  foreign  competition  has 
become.  It  behoves  us  to  meet  it  before 
it  overwhelms  us,  for  when  our  shipping 
trade  is  threatened  it  is  an  attempt  not 
only  to  cripple  our  greatest  industry, 
but  to  strike  a  blow  at  the  foundations 
of  the  British  Empire.  I  beg  to  put  the 
<)uestions  standing  in  my  name. 

♦The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
JFOREIGN    AFFAIRS    (The    Marquess 


of  Lansdowne)  :  My  Lords,  I  shall 
certainly  not  gainsay  what  has  fallen 
from  the  noble  Lord  as  to  the  import- 
ance of  our  merchant  service,  of  whose 
interests  he  has  shown  himself  a  vigilant 
and  assiduous  advocate.  Nor  shall  I 
contradict  him  when  he  tells  your  Lord- 
ships that  he  regards  as  extremely  un- 
fair to  this  country  the  existing  arrange- 
ments under  which,  while  the  coasting 
trade  of  Great  Britain  and  her  depen- 
dencies is  freely  open  to  the  shipping  of 
other  countries,  the  coastal  trade  of 
some  at  all  events  of  those  countries  is 
entirely  closed  against  British  shipping. 
I  am  afraid,  too,  that  the  noble  Lord  is 
not  inaccurate  when  he  says  that  the 
tendency  to  impose  this  restriction  is  an 
increasing  tendency,  and  it  is,  as  he  truly 
said,  aggravated  by  the  fact  that,  when 
speaking  of  coasting  trade,  we  refer,  not 
only  to  coasting  trade  in  the  narrower 
sense  of  the  word — trade  between  one 
portion  and  another  of  the  United  King- 
dom— but  also  to  that  much  more  exten- 
sive trade  passing  between  one  national 
port  and  another  national  port,  such,  foi 
instance,  as  the  trade  carried  by  vessels 
plying  between  a  Black  Sea  port  and  St. 
Petersburg. 

The  noble  Lord  left  us  to  infer  the 
remedy  which  he  would  propose  in  order 
to  combat  this  condition  of  things.  I 
would  venture  to  remind  your  Lordships 
that,  so  long  as  nothing  is  done  by  foreign 
Powers  to  infringe  the  treaty  rights  of 
this  country,  we  have  no  title  to  com- 
plain if  a  foreign  Power  chooses  to 
restrict  its  coasting  trade,  or  any  other 
part  of  its  trade,  to  its  own  subjects. 
All  we  can  do  is  to  consider  whether  it 
is  worth  our  while  to  use  pressure,  and, 
if  so,  to  what  extent,  in  order  to  bring 
about  a  mitigation  of  our  grievances. 

It  is  sometimes  suggested,  and  I  rather 
think  that  that  is  virtuaUy  the  suggestion 
of  the  noble  Lord,  that  we  should  foUovi 
the  example  of  other  countries  and  re- 
serve entirely  to  our  own  shipping  the 
coasting  trade  of  Great  Britain  and  her 
dependencies.  But  that  is  not  a  remedy  1  o 
which  we  could  light-heartedly  resort.  It 
would  carry  us  too  far,  for  of  the  Powers 
which  participate  largely  in  this  coasting 
business  four,  at  any  rate,  admit  us  to 
their  coasting  trade.  In'  regard  to  f 
fifth  Power,  France,  I  will  make  a  poi' 
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of  inquiring  very  carefully  into  the  matter 
after  what  the  noble  Lord  has  said,  but 
I  am  under  the  impression  that  France 
allows  British  vessels  to  participate  in 
her  coasting  trade  except  that  which 
passes  between  French  port<s  and  ports 
of  the  Algerian  provinces.  Then,  if  we 
were  to  debar  foreigners  from  participa- 
tion in  our  coasting  traffic,  we  should 
diminish,  or  perhaps  lose  entirely,  that 
extremel^r  valuable  entrepot  trade  in 
which  this  country  has  a  large  interest. 
It  must  be  remembered  that  many 
foreign  vessels  coming  to  our  ports  bring 
us  their  merchandise  for  reshipment  to 
some  other  country,  and  it  would  cer- 
tainly be  a  misfortune  if  that  branch  of 
our  business  were  to  be  taken  away  from 
us.  Then  it  is  suggested  that  we  might 
deny  our  coasting  trade  to  those  countries 
which  do  not  admit  us  to  theirs.  But 
there  we  are  met  with  a  formidable  diffi- 
culty— namely,  that  the  countnes  which 
most  completely  exclude  us  from  their 
coasting  trade  are  precisely  the  countries 
which  take  the  smallest  part  in  our 
coasting  trade.  The  Powers  which  I  have 
in  my  mind  are  the  United  States  and 
Russia. 


Lord  MUSKERRY  :  I  included  inter- 
coastal  colonial  trade. 


♦The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  : 
I  am  quite  aware  of  that,  but  I  do  not 
think  it  affects  the  argument  I  am  using. 
Although  there  is  the  inequaUty  which  I 
have  admitted,  it  cannot  be  said  that  at 
this  moment,  at  all  events,  foreign 
countries  monopoUse  any  considerable 
share  of  our  coasting  business.  The 
figures  are  rather  strilang.  I  beheve  I 
gave  them  to  your  Lordships  last  year, 
but  I  do  not  hesitate  to  repeat  them.  Of 
the  smaller  coasting  trade  'around  our 
shores  no  less  than  99  per  cent,  is  in  the 
hands  of  British  shipping,  while  of  the 
larger  Imperial  coasting  trade  no  less  than 
88  per  cent,  is  done  by  British  shipping 
and  only  12  per  cent,  bjf  foreign  vessels. 
Another  suggestion  is  that  we  should,  at 
any  rate,  insist  that  such  foreign  vessels 
as  ply  to  British  ports  should  be  com- 
pelled to  comply  with  those  regulations 
and    legislative    enactments    by    which 

The  Marquess  of  Lansdoipne, 


our  own  shipping  is  bound.  There  is 
at  this  moment,  certainly,  an  incon- 
sistency, and  a  most  inequitable  incon- 
sistency, in  allowing,  say,  a  Norwegian 
timber  ship  to  come  to  a  British  port 
without  complying  with  those  extremely 
galutary  regulations  of  which  the  noble 
Lord  has  often  spoken  in  this  House 
and  which  are,  to  a  certain  extent,  a 
burden  on  the  shipping  of  this  country.. 
A  Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons 
was  appointed  last  session  to  deal  with 
this  matter.  I  beUeve  that  the  time 
at  their  disposal  was  not  found  sufficient 
,  to  enable  them  to  arrive  at  a  conclusion, 
I  and  it  has  been  lately  announced  that 
;  the  Committee  is  to  be  reappointed  this- 
year.  I  am  sure  we  must  all  hope  that 
the\  wiU  see  their  way  to  making  prac- 
tical and  satisfactory  recommendations- 
on  this  important  branch  of  the  subject. 

The  particular  cases  which  the  noble- 
Lord  cited  illustrate  very  fairly  the 
great  difficulty  of  dealing  with  this 
problem.  In  the  first  instance  there  i? 
the  case  of  the  Philippines.  When  the 
United  States  made  peace  with  Spain 
they  undertook  that  for  ten  years  Spanish 
shipping  should  have  equal  treatment 
with  United  States  shipping  so  far  as- 
the  trade  with  the  Philippines  was  con- 
cerned. Last  year  a  Bill  passed  the 
United  States  Legislature  under  which 
all  foreign  shipping,  except  Spanish^ 
is  excluded  from  trade  with  the  Philip- 
pines, that  trade  being  reserved  as  coastal 
trade  by  the  United  States  Government* 
The  Act  in  question  will  not  come  into- 
operation  until  1906.  When  we  became 
aware  of  this  we  put  in  a  claim  in  favour 
of  our  shipping,  urging  that,  as  we  were 
entitled  to  most-favoured-nation  treat- 
ment at  the  hands  of  the  United  States- 
Government,  we  might  claim  the  same 
treatment  for  our  shipping  that  the 
United  States  Government  had  bound 
themselves  to  accord  for  ^  ten  years  U> 
Spanish  shipping.  We  were  met  with 
a  reply,  perhaps  not  entirely  unexpected, 
which  goes  to  show  that  the  interpre- 
tation placed  by  the  United  States 
Government  upon  most-favoured-nation 
treatment  differs   materially    from    our 

interpretation..      The      United     States 

Government  hold,  and,  I  believe,  have 

held  for  some  time,  that  the  existence 

of  an  international  compact,  under  which 
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they  are  bound  to  give  most-favoured- 
nation treatment  to  any  particular  Power 
does  not  preclude  them  from  making 
by  treaty  with  another  Power  for  value 
Teceived  special  arrangements  entitling 
that  other  Power  to  exceptional  privileges 
or  advantages.  The  United  States  Gov- 
ernment hold  that  in  this  case  their 
arrangement  with  regard  to  trade  with 
the  Philippines  is  such  a  special  arrange- 
ment, and  is  not  of  a  kind  which  en- 
titles other  nations  to  claim  equal  treat- 
ment on  the  ground  that  they  have 
most-favoured-nation  clauses  with  the 
United  States.  That  is  how  the  matter 
stands,  and  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  I 
do  not  see  much  prospect  of  induc- 
ing the  United  States  Grovemment  to 
abandon  that  view.  But  I  would  ask 
the  noble  Lord  whether  it  is  not  possible 
to  exaggerate  the  dimensions  of  the 
difficulty  which  has  arisen.  This  special 
arrangement  between  the  United  States 
and  Spain  runs  for  ten  years  from  the 
date  when  it  was  made.  It  will,  there- 
fore, expire  in  1908  or  in  the  beginning 
of  1909,  but  tbe  trade  of  the  Philippines 
will  only  begin  to  be  treated  as  coastal 
trade  and  reserved  to  the  United 
States  in  1906.  We  are,  therefore,  only 
discussing  a  trade  which  is,  after  all, 
not  of  first-rate  importance,  and  which, 
in  any  circumstances,  could  be  with- 
drawn from  us  after  we  had  enjoyed 
it  for  the  space  of  about  two  years ;  for 
I  need  not  say  that  when  the  special 
arrangement  between  the  United  States 
and  Spain  comes  to  an  eha,  we  shall  no 
longer  be  able  to  claim  most-favoured- 
nation treatment. 

The  second  case  referred  to  by  the  noble 
Lord  was  that  of  the  Canaries.  I  find 
that  in  November  of  last  year  it  was  de- 
clared under  Royal  decree  by  the  Spanish 
Government  that  trade  between  the  differ- 
ent ports  of  those  islands  should  henceforth 
be  treated  as  coastal  trade.  When  that 
decision  became  known  our  representa- 
tive called  attention  to  the  i&ct  that 
considerable  British  interests  were  in- 
volved— ^interests  which  had  grown  up 
under  the  shelter  of  previous  decrees. 
I  do  not  know  whether  it  was 
owing  to  this  representation,  but 
it  was,  in  fact,  decided  that  the 
new  decree  should  not  come  into  opera- 


tion until  this  year.  In  the  meantime, 
our  representations  were  renewed  ;  but 
I  am  sorry  to  say,  in  this  case  also,,  we 
received  a  distinct  intimation  that, 
in  the  opinion  of  the  Spanish  Grovemment . 
it  is  expected,  for  the  protection  of 
their  mercantile  marine  and  in  accordance 
with  the  rules  of  the  Spanish  Customs 
reserving  coastal  trade  for  the  national 
flag,  that  foreign  shipping  should  not  be 
admitted  to  the  trade  of  these  islands. 
There  the  matter  remains,  and  I  do  not, 
as  at  present  advised,  see  what  means 
His  Majesty's  Government  have  of  in- 
ducing the  Spanish  Grovemment  to  take 
a  different  view. 

In  regard  to  the  Marshall  Islands, 
I  made  a  statement  in  your  Lord* 
ships'  House  the  other  evening,  and 
I  do  not  know  that  it  is  necessary 
for  me  to  add  to  what  I  then  said.  I  was 
able  to  tell  the  House  that  the  Grerman 
Government  freely  recognised  that  the 
Convention  of  1896  entitled  British 
and  German  shipping  to  absolute  equality 
of  treatment  in  that  part  of  the  ocean » 
and  I  was  able  to  say  that  the  particular 
concession  granted  to  the  Jaluit  Com- 
pany was  about  to  be  cancelled  by  the 
Grerman  Government.  I  do  not  think 
I  need  add  an3rthing  to  that. 

I  nowpass  to  the  last  case  mentioned  by 
the  noble  Lord — the  case  of  the  wharves 
at  Hankau.  The  story,  stated  briefly, 
is  this.  In  the  British  concession  at 
Hankau  there  is  a  small  amount  of 
wharfage  which  was  reserved  by  this 
country — I  believe  the  length  of  it  is 
only  sufficient  to  accommodate  four 
hulks  at  one  and  the  same  time.  There 
has  been  a  considerable  amount  of  dispute 
with  regard  to  the  conditions  under 
which  this  wharfage  was  to  be  used. 
The  old  regulations  were,  I  am  bound  to 
say,  of  a  very  unsatisfactory  character. 

A  meeting  of  the  persons  renting  land 
in  the  concession  used  to  be  held, 
a  good  many  of  whom  were  not 
British  subjects ;  they  were  able  to 
recommend  any  applicant  for  the  privi- 
lege of  making  use  of  this  wharfage,  and 
if  their  recommendation  seemed  to  our 
Consul-General  an  improper  one  he  was 
able  to  put  a  veto  upon  it ;  but  if  he 
did  so  the  result  was  to  prevent  f* 
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particular    candidate    recommended    by 
the  land-renters  from  getting  his  wharf  ; 
but  it  did  not  enable  the  Consul-Creneral  to 
give  it  to  anybody  else.     Therefore  the 
result  used  to  be  a  deadlock  and  the 
wharfage     might    remain    vacant     and 
useless.      New    regulations    have    been 
drafted  by  our    Minister  under  which 
the  British  Consul-General  will  be  in  a 
position    to    notify    to    the    municipal 
council  his  approval  of  any  particular 
application    for     wharfage,     and    that 
approval  will   be  obligatory  upon  the 
council.     As   an    alternative    mode    of 
procedure,  it  is  provided  that  the  land- 
renters  may  also  recommend  an  appli- 
cant, but  there  is  an  appeal  to  the  Consul- 
General,    whose    decision    is    final,    and 
inidtructions  have  been  given  which  is  to 
make  it  perfectly  clear  that  a  preference 
be  given.  The  noble  Lord  seemed  to  be  ap- 
prehensive that  these  new  rules  would  be 
eluded  by  bogus  registrations,  imder  the 
shelter  of  which  people  who  were  not  really 
British  subjects  would  appear  in  the  guise 
of    British    subjects    and    claim  rights 
accordingly.     That  point,   I  think   has 
been  sufficiently  provided  for  in  the  in- 
structions,   because    it    has   been    laid 
down     that    the    Consul-General   is    to 
give  a   preference    to  British   steamers 
and  that,  in  deciding  between  one  ap- 
plicant and  another,  he  is  to  have  regard 
toj^the  ownership    and  agency  of   the 
line    and     to    decide    which    applicant 
most  truly  represents  British  interests. 
I   do   not   think,  therefore,    that   there 
is  any  prospect  of  the  new  regulations 
being  evaded.      In   regard    to    the    un- 
satisfactoriness   of  the   state   of   things 
under  which  we  do  not  at  present  obtain 
on  the  coasts  of  other  countries  the  privi- 
leges which  we  afford  to  others,  I  am 
afraid  that  I  am  unable  to  give  the  noble 
Lord  much  comfort.     But  I  can  assure 
him  that  in  all   these   cases,   and  par- 
ticularly as  regards  Hankau,  we  have 
done  all  that  is  possible  to  secure  due 
regard  to  British  interests. 


WORKMEN'S  C0MPEN6ATI0N  BILL  [h.l.]. 

I    Amendments   reported    (acccrding  to 
order). 

Lord  HENEAGE  moved  an  Amend- 
ment[to  Clause  3,  altering  the  time  in 

The  Marquess  of  Lansdovme. 


which  it  was  necessary  to  give  notice  of  th*^ 
accident  from  "  six  "  to  "  nine  "  days- 
He  thought  six  days  an  adequate  period 
in  towns,  but  contended  that  in  regard 
to  rural  employment  a  longer  time  should 
be  allowed  after  the  happening  of  the 
accident  in  which  to  give  the  notice. 
He  quoted  several  instances  to  show  the 
necessity  of  extending  the  period  if 
labouring  men  in  remote  country  dis- 
tricts, who  might  not  call  a  doctor  in 
imtil  several  days  after  the  accident, 
were  to  have  the  benefit  of  the  Act. 

Amendment  moved — 

"  In  Clause  3,  page  2,  line  37,  to  leave  out 
the  word  'six'  ana  insert  the  word  'nine.'*' 
--(Lard  Heneage,) 


Lord  BELPER  reminded  the  House 
that  when  this  matter  was  considered 
by  the  Committee  very  strong  evidence 
was  put  before  them  in  favour  of  fixing 
a  much  shorter  period  than  six  days. 
Three  days  were  suggested  as  ample 
time  for  the  notice,  especially  as  the 
period  could  be  extended,  where  neces- 
sary, by  application  to  the  County  Court. 
Indeed,  some  who  gave  evidence  before 
the  Committee  were  pressing  the  Govern- 
ment to  make  the  time  even  shorter  than 
three  days.  The  period  in  the  Bill — 
six  days — ^was  suggested  by  the  Com- 
mittee and  accepted  as  a  compromise, 
and  in  view  of  the  safeguard  giving  a 
County  Court  power  to  extend  the  period, 
he  questioned  the  wisdom  of  raising  the 
point  now  when  they  had  a  certain  pros- 
pect before  them,  if  they  did  so,  of  the 
matter  being  reopened  in  another  place 
in  the  other  direction.  It  was  not  only 
in  the  interest  of  the  employer  but  also 
in  the  interest  of  the  workmen  that  the 
notice  should  be  given  as  early  as  possible, 
so  that  the  injury  could  be  medically^ 
attended  to  without  delay,  and  he  hoped 
the  compromise  which  had  been  come 
to  would  be  allowed  to  stand.  There 
was  not  the  slightest  doubt  that  if  a  case 
arose  in  which  a  labourer  in  a  country 
district  had  failed,  through  ignorance 
or  any  other  cause,  to  give  the  notice 
in  the  necessary  time  the  Court  would 
take  a  ^reasonable  view  of  the  matter 
and  allow  the  claim  for  compensa- 
tion to  proceed.    Personally,  he  could  not 

see  any  difficulty  in  the  injured  labourer 
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^ving  notice  of  the  accident  before  he 
left  the  fann,  even  though  the  injury 
might  not  appear  to  be  of  so  serious  a 
nature  as  to  be  likely  to  lead  to  a  claim 
being  made.  If,  in  the  future,  it  was 
proved  that  in  the  case  of  agricultural 
labourers  the  period  in  which  the  notice 
had  to  be  given  should  be  a  longer  one, 
that  would  be  a  fair  case  for  amending 
the  law ;  but  at  present,  in  view  of  the 
careful  attention  given  to  the  matter 
by  the  Committee  and  the  fact  that  the 
period  of  six  days  was  agreed  upon  by 
them  as  a  compromise.  His  Majesty's 
Government  were  obliged  to  adhere  to 
the  period  in  the  Bill. 


The  Marquess  of  RIPON  said  that 
one  of  the  principal  arguments  of  Lord 
Belper  appeared  tp  be  that  if  Lord 
Heneage's  Amendment  was  adopted  the 
<][uestion  would  be  sure  to  be  raised  again 
in  the  House  of  Commons  and  difficulties 
would  arise  there.  He  (Lord  Ripon) 
•could  assure  the  noble  Lord  that,  if  the 
Amendment  was  not  made,  the  question 
would  undoubtedly  be  raised  in  the  House 
•of  Commons,  and  probably  the  view  of  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Belper)  would  not 
be  upheld  by  that  Assembly..  The  noble 
Lord  had  declared  that,  in  his  opinion, 
it  would  be  quite  convenient  for  an 
agricultural  labourer  who  was  injured  on 
A  farm  to  give  his  notice  before  leaving 
the  farm.  But  was  that  reasonable? 
It  appeared  to  him  (Lord  Ripon)  that 
the  period  of  six  days,  shortened  as  it 
probably  would  be  in  most  cases  by  the 
intervention  of  Sunday,  was  undoubtedly 
too  short ;  and  in  the  interests  of  working 
men  he  had  hoped  the  Government  would 
have  given  way  and  accepted  the  reason- 
able Amendment  moved  by  Lord  Heneage. 
The  view  of  those  who  desired  to  limit 
the  period  to  three  days  was  so  unjust 
that  it  was  not  entitled  to  any  considera- 
tion at  all. 

On  Question,  Amendment  negatived. 


Viscount  CROSS  said  there  never 
^were  any  Acts  of  Parliament  which  had 
^i^en  rise  to  so  much  litigation  and  ex- 
pense as  the  Workmen's  Compensation 

Acts.  He  did  not  believe  there  was  a  Judge 

on  the  Bench  who  had  not  had  occasion  to 


grumble  at  the  time  he  had  had  to  spend 
in  construing  those  Acts.  This  all  arose 
in  his  opinion,  from  the  practice  that  had 
been  growing  up  of  legislating  by  refer- 
ence— an  evil  whicfli  was  perpetuated  in 
the  present  Bill.  There  was  hardly  a 
section  of  the  Workmen's  Compensation 
Acts  which  was  not  touched  by  this  Bill, 
and  the  result  would  be  that  the  diffi- 
culties of  construction  would  be  greater 
than  ever.  He  had  proposed  to  move  that 
the  principal  Act  and  the  Act  of  1900 
should  be  printed  as  a  schedule  to  this 
Act,  with  the  additions,  omissions,  and 
substitutions  required  by  this  Act ;  but 
on  consideration  he  thought  that  a  method 
of  dealing  with  the  matter  of  which  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  Wqolsack 
had  given  notice  would  meet  the  case. 
It  was  provided  in  the  Bill  that  the  Act 
should  come  into  operation  on  January 
1st,  1906,  except  as  regards  certain  parts 
of  it,  and  as  the  Act  was  to  come  into 
operation  at  different  times  he  thought 
there  might  be  a  question  as  to  how  soon 
it  might  be  possible  to  print  the  Act  as 
suggested  in  the  Amendment  standing  in 
the  name  of  the  Lord  Chancellor. 


The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (The  Earl 
of  Halsbuby)  reminded  their  Lordships 
that  the  greater  tendency  in  recent  years 
to  make  reference  to  Acts  of  Parliament 
relating  to  each  other  had  been  adopted 
from  the  necessity  of  minimising  oppor- 
tunities of  obstruction,  for  every  addi- 
tional line  gave  opportunities  for  further 
opposition.  He  did  not  deny  that  this 
legislation  by  reference  was  a  very  great 
evil,  and  was  not  satisfactory  either  to 
the  Legislature  or  to  the  Judges  who  had 
to  construe  it.  But  they  had  to  do  the 
best  they  could.  He  was  himself  chair- 
man of  the  Statute  Law  Revision  Com- 
mittee, which  succeeded  in  reducing  the 
statutes  at  large  from  100  volumes  to  ten. 
That  result  was  of  very  great  advantage 
to  the  community,  but  it  was  discovered 
that  they  were  proceeding  too  quickly 
and  it  became  the  practice  to  obstruct 
these  consolidating  statutes,  and  they 
were  thrown  overboard  at  the  end  of  the 
Fcssion.  The  consequence  was  that  for  the 
last  ten  years  the  Committee  had  not  met 
again,  for  he  had  never  asked  the  Judges 
and  the  other  members  to  proceed  further 
with  their  thankless  and  laborious  task. 
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His  Amendment  was  to  omit  Sub-section  4 
of  Clause  23,  which  provided  that  any 
copy  of  the  principal  Act  or  the  Work- 
men's Compensation  Act,  1900 — 

'*  Priuted  after  the  paMing  of  this  Act  bv 
authority  of  His  Majesty,  may  be  printed  with 
the  additions,  omissions,  and  substitutions 
required  by  this  Act/' 

And  to  substitute  for  it  a  sub  section 
directing  the  Clerk  of  the  Parliaments 
to  prepare  and  certify  a  copy  of  the 
principal  Act  and  of  the  Workmen's 
Compensation  Act,  1900 — 

"  With  the  omission  of  the  parts  expressly 
repealed  by  this  Act  and  with  tne  sections  and 
sub-sections  numbered  in  manner  directed  by 
this  Act/* 

•  for  His  Majesty's  printer.  The  words 
which  he  proposed  to  insert  were  in  the 
Act  of  1885,  in  which  for  the  first 
time  this  practice  was  introduced, 
but  for  some  reason  or  other  in 
later  years  the  certificate  of  the  Clerk 
of  Parliaments  had  been  left  out.  But 
it  must  be  understood  that  this  was  to 
be  done  solely  for  the  convenience  of 
those  interested,  such  as  workmen  and 
lawyers ;  and  that  authority  was  to  Ue 
solely  in  the  Act  as  it  was  passed  by 
Parliament  and  printed  in  the  form  in 
which  it  was  passed  among  the  Acts  of 
Parliament  of  the  session. 

Amendment  moved — 


tf 


''  In  Clause  23,  page  1 6,  to  leave  out  Sub-section 
(4),  and  to  insert  the  following  new  sub-sections: 
*  (4)  Every  enactment  and  word  of  this  Act 
whicn  is  expressed  to  bo  substituted  for  or  added 
to  any  portion  of  the  principal  Act  or  the 
Workmen's  Compensation  Art,  1900,  shall 
form  part  oi  those  Acts  respectively  in  the 
place  assigned  to  it  by  this  Act,  and  thoee  Acts, 
and  all  Acts,  including  this  Act,  Which  refer 
thereto  shall,  after  the  commencement  of  and 
subject  to  the  savings  contained  in  this  Act, 
be  construed  as  if  the  said  enactment  or  Word 
had  been  originally  enacted  in  the  principal 
Act  or  the  Workmen's  Compensation  Act, 
1900,  as  the  case  may  be,  in  the  place  so  as- 
signed, and  where  it  is  substituted  for  another 
enactment  or  word,  had  been  so  enacted  in 
lieu  of  that  enactment  or  word ;  and  the 
expression  *  this  Act '  as  used  in  the  principal 
Act  or  the  Workmen's  Compensation  Act, 
1900,  or  this  Act,  shall  be  construed  accord- 
ingly. *  (5)  A  copy  of  the  principal  Act  and  of 
the  Workmen's  Compensation  Act,  1900,  with 
everv  such  enactment  and  word  inserted  in 
the  place  so  assigned,  and  with  the  omission  of 
the  parts  expressly  repealed  by  this  Act,  and 
with  the  sections  and  sub-sections  numbered 
in  manner  directed  by  this  Act,  shall  be  pre- 
pared and  certified  by  the  Clerk  of  the  Par- 
liaments,   and    deposited    with    the    Rolls    of 

The  Earl  of  HaUbury. 


Parliament ;  His  Majesty's  printer  shall  print 
in  accordance  ^ith  the  copy  so  certified  all 
copies  of  the  principal  Act  and  of  the  Work- 
men's Compensation  Act,  190t),  which  are 
printed  after  the  commencement  oi  this  Act.*  ** 
—{The  iMrd  Chancellor,) 

Lord  JAMES  of  HEREFORD  said 
he  had  no  objection  to  the  Amendment^ 
as  it  was  intended  altogether  for  con- 
venience and  as  without  it  the  amended 
Act  as  arranged  by  the  printer,  without 
any  certificate  from  the  Clerk  of  the 
Parliaments,  would  have  been  the  actual 
enactment.  He  had  been  more  successful 
than  he  anticipated,  for  his  action  in. 
calling  attention  to  this  matter  had  led 
to  an  Amendment  being  placed  on  the 
Paper  by  Lord  Cross  as  well  as  by  his- 
noble  and  learned  friend  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor. He  would  have  been  glad  to 
accept  either  of  the  remedies  proposed^ 
but  of  the  two  he  preferred  the  Amend- 
ment which  had  just  been  moved  by  the 
Lord  Chancellor.  The  point  he  desired 
to  emphasise  was  that  the  law  of  the  land 
must  be  the  Act  itself  as  it  was  passed  by 
Parliament. 


Lord  TURING  said  the  tendency  of 
legislation  by  reference  was  to  make  the 
law  a  sort  of  Chinese  puzzle.  He  did  not» 
however,  desire  to  express  any  opinioa 
as  to  the  Amendment  moved  by  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord.  But  he  doubted 
whether  it  clearly  expressed  what  was. 
undoubtedly  intended — ^namely,  that  the 
text  of  the  Act  was  to  be  the  text  as. 
passed  by  Parliament. 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Bill  to  be  read  3'^  on  Monday  next;: 
and  to  be  printed  as  amended  [No.  85]. 


SUPREME  COURT  OF  JUDICATURE. 
(IRELAND)  (No.  1)  BILL  [h.l.]. 

[Second   Reading.] 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing read. 

♦The  lord  CHANCELLOR  of  IRE- 
LAND (Lord  Ashbourne)  :  My  Lords, 
this  Bill  proposes  to  give  an  extension  of 
the  power  of  appeal  to  your  Lordshipe'^ 
House    from    the    Court    of   Appeal   in. 
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Ireland.  Important  proceedings  occa- 
sionally come  before  the  Court  of  Appeal 
in  Ireland,  taken  by  way  of  certiorari, 
mandamus,  quo  warrant'^,  or  prohibition, 
valuation  and  rating  appeals  and 
the  parties  are  unable  under  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Supreme  Court  of  Judica- 
ture Act  (Ireland),  1877,  to  take  them  by 
way  of  jBnal  appeal  to  your  Lordships' 
House.  This  BiU  proposes  to  extend  the 
appellate  jurisdiction  of  the  House  of 
Lords  and  make  it  exercisable  in  the 
case  of  any  decision,  judgment,  decree,  or 
order  of  the  Court  of  Appeal  in  Ireland 
in  any  proceedings  such  as  those  to  which 
I  have  re'erred.  The  Bill  will  be  a  very 
useful  one  and  I  hope  your  Lordships 
will  accord  it  a  Second  Reading. 


M 


Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\ 
— (Lord  Ashbourne). 


Un  Question,  Bill  read  2%  and  com- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
Hou83  on  Thursday  next. 

House  adjourned  at  five  minuteB 
before  Six  o'clock,  till  To- 
morrow, half -past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE  OFCOMMONS, 
Monday,  22nd  May,  1905. 


The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  Clock. 


MR.  SPEAKER'S  ABSENCE. 

The  House  being  met,  the  Clerk  at  the 
Table  informed  the  House  of  the  unavoid- 
able absence  of  Mr.  Spbakbr,  owing  to 
continued  indisposition. 

Whereupon  Mr.  James  William 
LoWTHBR,  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
Means,  proceeded  to  the  Table,  and,  after 
Prayers,  took  the  Chair  as  Deputy- 
Speaker,  pursuant  to  the  Standing  Order. 


PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  [LORDS]  (STANDINd 
ORDERS  NOT  PREVIOUSLY  IN- 
QUIRED INTO  COMPLIED  WITH). 

Mr.   Defuty-Speaker  laid  upon  the 
Table  Report  from  one  of  the  Examiners 


I  of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  That,  in  the 
case  of  the  following  Bill,  originating  in. 
the  Lords,  and  referred  on  the  First 
Reading  thereof,  the  Standing  Orders* 
not  previously  inquiied  into,  and  which 
are  applicable  thereto,  have  been  com- 
plied with,  viz.: — Alexandra  Park  and. 
Palace  Bill  [Lords], 

Ordered,  Ihat  the  Bill  be  read  a  second, 
time. 

PROVISIONAL    ORDER  BILLS  (NO 
STANDING^ORDERS  APPUCABLE). 

Mr.  Deputy-Speaker  laid  upon  the* 
Table  Report  from  one  of  the  Examiners 
of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  That,  in 
the  case  of  the  following  Bills,  referred  on 
the  First  Reading  thereof^  no  Standing: 
Orders  are  apphcable,  viz.: — London 
Government  Scheme  (Hackney  and 
Bdmontoi  Upions)  Bill ;  London  Govern- 
ment Scheme  (London  and  MiddlesexV 
Bill. 

Ordered,  That  the  Bills  be  read  a. 
second  time  To-morrow. 

PROVISIONAL  ORDER  BILU3  (STANDING 
ORDERS  APPLICABLE  THERETO 
COMPUED  WITH). 

Mr.  Deputy-Speakeb  laid  upon  the 
Table  Report  from  one  of  the  Examiners 
of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  That,  in 
the  case  of  the  following  Bills,  referred 
on  the  First  Reading  thereof,  the  Stand- 
ing Orders  which  are  applicable  thereto- 
have  been  complied  with,  viz. : — LocaL 
Government  Provisional  Orders  (No.  11) 
Bill ;  Local  Government  Provisional 
Orders  (No.  15)  Bill. 

Ordered,  That  the  Bills  be  read  a  second 
time  To-morrow. 

r  East  Cowes  Gas  Bill  [Lords] ;  Hastingtf 
Harbour  District  Railway  (Abandon- 
ment) Bill  [Lords].  UcOonnell's  Divorce 
Bill  [Lords];  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  without  Amendment. 

Tyneside  Tramways  and  Tramroad» 
Bill  [Lords].  Read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  ^ith  Amendments. 

London  and  North  Western  Railway 
Bill.  As  amended,  considered;  to  be 
read  the  third  time. 

Hezborough  and  Swinton  Tramways 
(Extension  of  Time)  Bill  [Lords].    A» 
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amended,      considered ;       Amendments 
made ;  Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time. 

Rhondda  Urban  District  Council  Bill. 
As  amended,  considered ;  to  be  read  the 
-third  time. 

Dearne  Valley  Railway  Bill  [Lords]. 
Read  a  second  time,  and  committed. 

Malone's  Divorce  (Validation)  Bill 
{Lords] ;  Sheffield  University  Bill  [Lords]. 
Read  a  second  time,  and  committed. 

Electric  Lighting  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  1)  Bill;  Electric  Lighting  Pro- 
visional Order  (No.  3)  Bill.  Read  the 
third. time,  and  passed. 

Lccal  Oovernment  (Ireland)  Provisional 
Orders  (No.  4)  Bill ;  Local  Government 
Provisional  Orders  (No.  10)  Bill.  Read  a 
.second  time,  and  committed. 

North  Eastern  Railway  Bill;  North 
Eastern  Railway  (Steam  Vessels)  Bill ; 
Great  Northern  (Ireland)  and  Midland 
Railways  Bill.  Reported,  with  Amend- 
ments; Reports  to  lie  upon  the  Table, 
And  to  be  printed. 

Canals  Bill.  Ordered,  That  the 
Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private 
BiUs  do  examine  the  Canals  Bill  with 
Tespeet  to  compliance  with  the  Standing 
Orders  relative  to  Private  Bills. — (Sir 
John  Brunner.) 

Bolton  Corporation  Bill.  Reported 
irom  the  Police  and  Sanitary  Committee, 
with  Amendments ;  Report  to  lie  upon 
the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 

Bishopric  of  Bristol  Bill  [Lords].  Read 
the  first  time ;  to  be  read  a  second  lime 
upon  Wednesday,  31st  May,  and  to  be 
printed.    [Bill  226.] 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 

That  they  have  agreed  to — Weybridge 
And  Walton-upon-Thames  Electric  Supply 
Bill;  Chelsea  Electricity  Supply  Bill, 
without  Amendment. 

Wrexham  Gas  Bill,  with  Amendments. 

That  they  have  passed  a  Bill,  intituled, 
"  An  Act  to  make  further  provision  with 


respect  to  the  arrangement  of  Polling 
Districts  for  the  election  of  County 
Councillors."  [Polling  Districts  (County 
Councils)  Bill  [Lords.] 

And,  also,  a  Bill,  intituled,  ''An  Act 
to  amend  the  law  relating  to  the 
arrangement  of  Polling  Districts  in 
Parliamentary  Boroughs.*'  [Polling  Ar- 
rangements (Parliamentary  Boroughs) 
BiU  [Lords.] 


PETITIONS. 


EDUCATION  (PROVISION  OF  MEALS) 
(No.  2)  BILL. 

Petition  from  ]\i&ddlesbroughy  in  favour ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

SALE  OF  BUTTER  BILL. 

Petition  from  Westminster,  in  favour ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

SALE  OF  INTOXICATING  LIQUORS 
(SUNDAY)  BILL. 

Petition  from  Atherton,  in  favour ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

SUMMARY  JURISDICTION  (CHILDREN) 

BILL. 

Petition  from  Westminster,  in  favour ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 


EAST  INDIA  (AFGHANISTAN). 

Copy  presented,  of  Treaty  between  the 
British  (Government  and  the  Amir  of 
Afghanistan,  dated  2l8t  March,  1905, 
with  Papers  relating  thereto  [by  Com- 
mand] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

POST  OFFICE  SAVINGS  BANK  (REGULA- 
TIONS). 

Copy  presented,  of  the  Post  Office 
Savings  Bank  Regulations,  1905,  dated 
15th  May,  1905  [by  Act] ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

FISHERIES  (IRELAND). 

Copy  presented,  of  Keport  of  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  and  Technical 
Instruction  for  Ireland  on  the  Sea  and 
Inland  Fisheries  of  Ireland  for   190^3. 
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Part   II.    Scientific    Investigations   [by 
Command] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

TRADE  REPORTS  (ANNUAL  SERIES). 

Copies  presented,  of  Diplomatic  and 
Consular  Reports,  Annual  Series,  Nos. 
3377  and  3378  [by  Command] ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

GOVERNMENT  APPOINTMENTS 
(SOLDIERS  AND  SAILORS). 

Return  ordered,  "  showing  the  number 
of  Appointments  as  permanent  messengers 
in  the  several  Government  Offices,  or  in 
the  Palace  of  Westminster,  and  as  park- 
keepers  or  gardeners  under  the  Office  of 
Works,  which  became  vacant  between 
the  1st  day  of  April,  1904,  and  the 
31st  day  of  March,  1905,  .  and  .  the 
number  of  persons  appointed  to  fill  such 
pDSts  who  had  served  previously  in 
His  Majesty's  Army  or  Navy,  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  recommendations  of 
the  Select  Committees  of  1876-7  and  of 
1894-5;  and  showing,  further,  how 
many  were  given  employment  under  the 
Post  Office."— (Sir  Howard  Vincent.) 


QUESTIONS  AND  ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED  WITH  THE  VOTES. 


Discharges  at  fiheemess  Docksrard— 
Stopping  of  Overtime  Work. 

Mr.  JOHN  HOWARD  (Kent,  Faver- 
sham) :  To  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  whether  he  is  aware  that  over- 
time is  being  worked  by  the  very  class  of 
men  employed  at  Sheerness  Dockyard 
who  are  being  discharged  ;  and  whether, 
in  view  of  the  amount  of  work  in  hand  at 
the  present  time,  and  likely  to  be  under- 
taken in  Sheerness  Dockyard,  he  will 
consider  the  advisability,  with  a  view  to 
retaining  men  who  are  being  discharged, 
and  who  are  given  as  likely  to  be  dis- 
charged, of  stopping  overtime  for  the 
present. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  Pretyman.)  No 
overtime  is  being  worked  by  the  classes  of 
men  from  whom  discharges  are  being 
made  at  Sheerness  Dockyard,  except  on 
one  small  special  job,  on  which  it  is  im- 
possible to  put  more  men,  and  which  must 
be  completed  by  the  end  of  the  month. 
A  certain  amount  of  overtime  is  neces- 


sary  each  week,  but  this  is  of  such  a  char- 
acter as  is  essential  for  the  economical 
working  of  the  yard,  e.g,,  lighting  fires  and 
furnaces  before  bell-ringing,  pumping 
water,  making  good  any  breakdown  to- 
shop  machinery,  etc.  This  class  of  work 
is  performed  by  men  specially  selected  for 
the  purpose.  Such  overtime,  therefore,, 
being  normal,  does  not  afEect  the  number 
of  discharges,  which  were  calculated  after* 
making  allowance  for  overtime  of  the 
nature  stated  and  wastage  due  to  death,, 
superannuation,  etc.  The  amount  of 
work  now  in  hand  at  Sheerness  and  in 
prospect  for  the  next  few  months  has  led. 
to  the  discharges  being  increased  from 
twelve  to  twenty  per  week  for  the  present^ 
in  order  that  the  men  borne  on  the  bookfr 
may  be  remuneratively  employed. 

Discharges  at  Sheerness  Dockyard. 

Mr.  JOHN  HOWARD  :    To  ask  the 

Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  whether  he 
can  give  approximately  the  number  of 
discharges  contemplated  by  the  Ad- 
miralty amongst  the  men  employed  in 
Sheerness  Dockyard  from  22nd  May,  1905,. 
to  the  end  of  the  financial  year,  and  the 
rate  at  which  these  discharges  are  to  be 
efEected ;  also  whether  he  can  state  the 
number  of  discharges  that  have  taken 
place  in  Sheerness  Dockyard  from  1st 
January,  1905,  to  22nd  May,  1905. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  Pretyman.)  The^ 
number  of  discharges  contemplated  from, 
the  22nd  May  to  the  end  of  the  financial 
year  is  540.  The  rate  of  discharge^ 
which  was  at  first  twelve  per  week,  has  re- 
cently been  increased  to  twenty  per  week^ 
The  total  number  of  discbarges  between- 
the  1st  January,  1905,  and  the  22nd  May^ 
is  190,  including  men  discharged  at  their 
own  request  and  on  superannuation. 

Findings  of  the  International  Labour 
Conference. 

Sir  CHARLES  DILKE  (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest  of  Dean) :  To  ask  th& 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment if  the  conclusions  come  to  by  the 
recent  International  Labour  Conference^ 
on  which  His  Majesty's  Government  were 
represented,  will  be  laid  before  Parlia- 
ment. 

{Anstoered  by  Mr.  Secretary  Akers- 
Douglas.)    The  conference  has  only  just 
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finislled  its  meetings,  and  I  have  not  yet 
liad  time  to  consider  its  conclusions,  so  I 
am  not  yet  prepared  to  answer  the  right 
hon.  Baronet's  Question.  I  hope,  how- 
-ever,  to  do  so  very  shortly. 

Errors  in  Sectoring  of  Lights  on  the  Irish 

Coast. 

Mr.  CHA.RLES  McARTHUR  (Liver- 
pool, Exchange) :  To  ask  the  Secretary 
to  the  Board  of  Trade  whether  the  errors 
in  the  sectoring  of  the  Roancarrig  Light, 
Berehaven,  as  shown  by  its  actual  bear- 
ings when  compared  with  the  information 
given  in  the  Admiralty  Chart  and  List  of 
Lights,  have  yet  been  rectified ;  and,  if 
so,  for  how  long  a  time  had  the  errors 
existed ;  whether  the  sectoring  of  South 
Arran  Light  was  rectified  in  1903,  whether 
it  is  now  correct,  and  for  how  long  the 
previous  error  had  existed ;  and  will  he 
explain  why  the  light  at  Oyster  Island, 
as  shown  in  the  Admiralty  Lists  of  Lights, 
is  described  as  showing  from  South  29 
degrees  East  through  East  to  South  21 
degrees  East,  a  sector  of  352  degrees,  in- 
stead of  from  South  29  degrees  East 
through  South  to  21  degrees  East,  a 
sector  of  8  degrees ;  and  who  is  responsible 
for  the  error ;  for  what  reason  the 
Imogene  Buoy  is  coloured  red  and  the 
Rosebeg  Buoy  coloured  black,  both 
buoys  being  on  the  same  side  of  their 
respective  channels. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Bonar  Law,)  I  am 
informed  by  the  Commissioners  of  Irish 
Lights  that  they  are  not  aware  of  any 
errors  in  the  sectoring  of  Roancarrig 
Light  as  shown  by  its  actual  bearings 
when  compared  with  the  information 
given  in  the  Admiralty  Chart  and  List  of 
Lights.  They  state,  however,  that  with 
the  improved  new  character  of  light 
which  will  shortly  be  exhibited  at  this 
station,  an  observer  will  notice  in  clear 
weather  when  close  to  the  light  that  the 
<cuts  are  more  sharply  defined  than  with 
i:he  existing  light.  As  regards  South 
Arran  Light,  which  is  cut  by  the  land,  I 
am  informed  that  it  was  not  affected  by 
the  painting  of  the  screen  part  of  the 
lantern  in  1903,  and  that  the  information 
about  the  light  given  in  the  Admiralty 
publications  is  practically  correct.  The 
Commissioners  inform  me  that  it  escaped 
their  attention,  when  the  Notice  to 
Mariners  in  regard  to  the  Oyster  Island 


Light  was  issued,  that  the  wording  of  it 
conve}ed  the  impression  that  the  white 
arc  was  visible  over  352  degrees  instead 
of  8  degrees.  They  will  take  steps  for 
this  to  be  corrected  in  the  next  issue  of  the 
List  of  Lights,  and  the  responsible  author- 
ity will  be  asked  to  consider  whether  the 
case  is  one  in  which  a  Notice  to  Mariners 
should  be  issued  in  the  meanwhile.  As 
regards  the  two  buoys  mentioned  in  the 
latter  part  of  the  Question,  the  Com- 
missioners state  that  the  Imogene  Buoy, 
being  the  starboard  landmark  for  a 
danger  in  the  approach  to  Dundalk 
Harbour,  is  coloured  red,  while  the  Rose- 
beg  is  coloured  black  as  it  is  considered 
safer  for  shipping  to  treat  this  latter 
buoy  as  the  seamark  for  a  port  land 
danger  to  vessels  passing  up  channel 
rather  than  as  starboard  landmark  of  a 
danger  in  the  approach  to  the  Port  of 
Dublin. 


Cheap  lCattres86B— InBanitary  Flock. 

Mr.  fuller  (Wiltshire,  Westbury) : 
To  ask  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  whether  his  attention  has 
been  drawn  to  the  insanitary  condition 
of  certain  cheaper  kinds  of  flock  used  in 
the  manufacture  of  cheap  mattresses  ; 
and  whether  he  wiU  take  steps,  by  legisla- 
tion or  otherwise,  for  the  prevention  of 
the  spread  of  infectious  disease  arising 
from  the  use  of  insanitary  and  unwashed 
materials. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  Gerald  Balfour.) 
My  attention  has  been  drawn  to  the  sale 
and  use  of  unwashed  flock  for  bedding 
and  other  purposes.  The  compulsory 
cleansing  of  the  materials  referred  to 
could  not  be  generally  secured  under  the 
existing  law.  The  point  has  been  noted 
for  consideration,  but  I  cannot  at  present 
hold  out  any  prospect  of  legislation  on 
the  subject. 


Children  in  WorkhouseB  and  Workhouse 

Infirmaries* 

Sir  JOHN  GORST  (Cambridge  Uni- 
versity) :  To  ask  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  if  he  will  state 
the  number  of  children  at  present  in  the 
Metropolitan  workhouses  and  workhouse 
infirmaries  and  in  provincial  workhouses 
and  workhouse  infirmaries  respectively. 
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{Answered  by  Mr.  Oerald  Balfour,) 
On  the  Ist  January,  1905,  the  latest  date 
ior  which  information  is  available,  the 


numbers  of  pauper  children  relieved  in 
workhouses  and  workhouse  infirmaries 
in  1^<Ds:land  and  Wales  were  as  follows  : — 


% 

Number  of 
child rea  charge- 
able to  Poor  Law 
unions  in 
London. 

Number  of 
children  charge- 
able to  Poor  Law 
unions  outside 
Londjn. 

Total. 

{A)  Not  including  insane    and 
idiots : — 

1.    In    workhouses,    other- 
wise   than    in    infirm 
wards  -        -        -        - 

1,090 

14,638 

15.728 

2.    In     infirm     wards     or 
infirmaries   - 

1,878 

4,069 

5,947 

<B)  Insane  and  idiots  in  work- 
houses* 

12 

288 

300 

2,980 

18,995 

21,975 

*  There  were  also  736  children  in  the  Imbecile  Asylums  belonging  to  the  Managers  of  the 

Metropolitan  Asylum  District. 


Boardod-ont  Poor  Law  Ohildren. 
Mb.  MELVILLE  (Stockport):  To 
ask  the  President  of  the  Local  (Govern- 
ment  Board  if  he  will  state  the  number 
of  Poor  Law  children  at  present  boarded- 
out  beyond  and  within  th^  union  respec- 
tively. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Gerald  Balfour.) 
On  the  1st  January,  1905,  the  numbers 
of  pauper  children  in  England  and  Wales 
who  were  boarded-out  beyond  the  union 
and  within  the  union  were  1,806  and 
6,814,  respectively.  This  is  the  latest 
information  which  is  at  present  available. 

Children  Emigrated  to  Canada  by  Boards 

of  Quardians. 

Mr.  TOULMIN  (Bury,  Lancashire)- 
To  ask  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  if  he  will  state  the  number 
of  children  emigrated  to  Canada  by  boards 
of  guardians  during  1904. 

{Afhswered  by  Mr.  Oerald  Balfour.) 
During  the  year  1904  the  Local  Govern- 
ment  Board   issued  Orders   authorising 


expenditure  by  boards  of  guardians  in 
respect  of  the  emigration  to  Canada  of 
374  chikLren. 

Offidala  in  Edinburgh  Post  Offlce  over  the 
Regulation  Age. 

Mr.  McCRAE  (Edinburgh,  E.) :  To 
ask  the  Postmaster-General  whether  he 
can  state  the  number  of  officials  in  the 
Edinburgh  telegraph  staff  who  have 
reached  the  age  for  retirement  laid  down 
in  the  Civil  Service  regulations. 

{Answered  by  Lord  Stanley.)  Under 
the  Order  in  Council  of  15th  August, 
1890,  retirement  is  compulsory  for  every 
officer  on  attaining  sixty-five  years  of 
age.  No  officer  on  the  telegraph  staff  at 
Edinburgh  has  reached  that  age. 

Auxilianr  Rural  Postmen  entitled  to 
aualiiy  as  Rural  Postmen. 

Captain  DONELAN  (Cork,  E.) :  To 
ask  the  Postmaster-Greneral  whether 
auxiliary  rural  postmen  who  perform 
five  hours  duty  daily,  or  less,  and 
who    are    beyond    the    age    limit,  are 
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eligible  to  qualify  for  appointment  as 
rural  postmen  under  any  regulations  now 
in  force ;  and,  if  such  privilege  does 
exist,  was  it  in  operation  in  1890-91. 

{Anstoered  by  Lord  Stanley.)  The  class 
of  rural  postmen  is  recruited  alternately 
from  ex-soldiers  or  ex-sailors  and  from 
boy  messengers  who  pass  through  the 
assistant  postmen's  class.  Auxiliary 
postmen  as  such  have  no  claim  to  ap- 
pointment as  rural  postmen,  but  they  are 
occasionally  appointed  under  exceptional 
circumstances.  A  man  who  is  beyond 
the  age  limit  is  not,  therefore,  excluded 
from  appointment,  if  he  was  within  that 
limit  when  he  was  first  employed  by  the 
Post  Office  and  has  rendered  continuous 
service  since  that  time.  These  condi- 
tions were  in  operation  in  1890-1. 

Appointment  of  Male  Learners  to  Dublin 

PoBt  Office. 

Mr.  MACVEAGH  (Down,  8.) :  To 
ask  the  Postmaster-General,  withreference 
to  the  examination  for  male  learners 
in  February,  1904,  whether  he  can  state 
how  many  of  the  eleven  successful  candi- 
dates have  since  been  appointed,  what  is 
the  cause  of  the  delay  in  appointing  the 
remainder,  and  when  they  are  likely  to 
be  called  in. 

(Answered  by  Lord  Stanley,)  I  pre- 
sume that  the  hon.  Member  refers  to 
the  examination  for  male  learners  in  the 
Dublin  Office.  If  this  be  so  none  of  these 
candidates  have  yet  been  appointed  owing 
to  the  decrease  in  telegraph  work  and  to 
a  smaller  number  of  vacancies  on  the 
class  of  sorting  clerks  and  telegraphists 
having  occurred  than  was  anticipated. 
It  is  impossible  to  say  when  they  will  re- 
ceive appointments,  since  it  depends 
upon  the  occurrence  of  vacancies. 

Irish  Portal  Veterinary  Service  Staff— In- 
creased Pay  for  Back  Service. 

Mr.  MACVEAGH  :  To  ask  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury,  in  connection  with 
the  recent  establishment  of  the  Irish 
Portal  Veterinary  Service,  which  was  not 
proposed  to  have  retrospective  eftect, 
whether  he  can  state  if  the  Treasury 
intend  to  accede  to  the  request  of  the 
inspectors  and  of  the  Department  of 
Agricultore  that  back  service  with  in- 
creased pay  should  be  granted. 


{Ansioered  by  Mr,  Victor  Cavendish.) 
This  matter  is  still  under  the  considera- 
tion of  the     Treasury. 

School  Attendance  of  Children  —  Obliga- 
tion of  Parents  to  send  Medical 
Certificate  in  cases  of  Absence. 

Mr.  hunt  (ShBopshire,  Ludlow): 
To  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of 
Education  whether,  with  a  view  to  avoid 
the  hardship  and  expense  caused  to 
working  people  by  the  practice  of  school 
attendance  officers  of  making  a  rule  that 
parents  must  either  send  every  child  to 
school  or  get  a  doctor's  certificate,  and 
in  view  of  the  cases  of  death  of  children 
sent  to  school,  when  ill,  because  the 
parents  could  not  afEord  to  obtain  such  a 
certificate,  he  will  issue  instructions  to 
county  councils  showing  that  it  rests 
entirely  with  the  school  attendance 
committees  to  decide  on  the  merits  of 
each  case,  and  as  to  whether  they  will 
send  a  particular  case  to  be  prosecuted 
before  a  magistrate  or  not. 

{Answered  by  Sir  William  Anson,} 
School  attendance  officers  have  no  power 
to  make  rules  on  the  subject  referred  to» 
Their  practice  should  be  governed  by 
such  directions  as  they  may  receive  from 
the  local  education  authority,  who  have 
full  powers  to  deal  with  individual  cases 
on  their  merits  and  to  give  such  general 
instructions  as  to  the  evidence  required 
for  non-attendance  at  school  as  will 
promote  the  convenience  of  all  parties 
concerned.  The  justice  of  the  peace  may 
also  accept  other  evidence  than  a  medical 
certificate  as  an  excuse  for  non-attend- 
ance  on  the  ground  of  illness.  It  seems 
hardly  necessary  for  the  Board  to  issue 
instructions  on  the  subject. 

Evasions  of  the  Medical  and  Dentists  Act 
by  Limited  Companies. 

Sib  JOHN  TUKE  (Edinburgh  and 
St,  Andrews'  Universities)  :  To  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment whether  he  has  received  an  opinion 
from  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crowa 
concerning  evasions  of  the  Medical  Acts 
and  of  the  Dentist's  Act  under  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Companies  Acts ;  and,  if 
so,  whether  he  will  communicate  it  to 
the  House. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  Secretary  Akers- 
Douglas,)  The    Board    of    Trade    have 
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received  an  opinion  from  the  Law  Officers, 
but  I  am  unable  to  accede  to  my  hon. 
ifriend*s  request,  as  such  opinions  are 
treated  as  confidential. 

London  and  North  Western  Bailwajr's  Be- 
housini;  Scheme  at  Begent's  Park. 

Mr.  GRAHAJI  (St.  Pancras,  W.) :  To 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  whether  he  is  aware  that 
property  has  been  purchased  and  plans 
prepared  by  the  London  and  North 
Western  Railway  Company  at  Gloucester 
Gate,  in  the  immediate  neighbourhood  of 
Regent's  Park,  for  the  rehousing  of  the 
working-class  inhabitants  to  be  displaced 
by  the  scheme  for  reconstructing  and 
enlarging  Euston  Railway  Station,  accord- 
ing to  the  Act  of  1900,  Section  50 ;  and 
whether,  having  regard  to  the  fact  that 
these  sites  are  one  mile  and  a  quarter 
distant  from  l^uston  Station,  and  to  the 
residential  character  of  this  neighbour- 
hood, to  the  objection  expressed  to  the 
plan  by  the  inhabitants  of  the  neighbour- 
hood, and  to  the  fact  that  sites  near  the 
Hampstead  Road  and  quite  close  to 
Euston  Station  have  already  been 
acquired  by  the  London  and  North 
Western  Railway  Company,  which  would 
be  most  suitable  for  the  purpose,  he  will 
take  steps  so  that  the  company  may 
carry  out  their  original  intention  of 
building  the  working-class  houses  in  the 
latter  position. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Gerald  Balfour.)  The 
London  and  North  Western  Railway 
Company  have  made  application  to  the 
Local  Government  Board  for  their  ap- 
proval of  a  scheme  for  providing  housing 
accommodation  for  840  persons  of  the 
working  classes  near  Gloucester  Grate, 
Begent's  Park.  The  Board  have  not 
received  any  objections  to  the  scheme, 
but  an  inquiry  with  regard  to  it  will  be 
held  by  one  of  their  inspectors  on  the 
30th  instant,  at  the  Town  Hall,  St. 
Fancras.  The  inspector  will  be  prepared 
to  receive  at  the  inquiry  any  representa- 
tion as  to  the  suitability  of  the  site  or  the 
advantages  of  any  other  site. 

Unstemmed   Tobacco. 

Mr.  AUSTIN  TAYLOR  (Liverpool, 
East  Toxteth) :  To  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  if  he  will  state  the  quantity 
of  pounds  weight  of  unstemmed  tobacco 

VOL.  CXLVI.    [Fourth  Series.] 


(whole  leaf)  cleared  from  bond  from 
1st  January  to  31st  March  in  the  current 
year ;  and  the  quantity  of  stems  re- 
turned for  drawback  from  1st  February 
to  30th  April  in  the  current  year,  and 
the  basis  of  moisture  upon  which  this 
quantity  is  calculated. 

{Anstoered  by  Mr.  Austen  Charnberlain.) 
The  quantity  of  unstemmed  tobacco 
(whole  leaf)  cleared  from  bond  for  home 
consumption  from  1st.  January  to  31st 
March  in  the  current  year  was  8,789,474 
lbs.  The  quantity  of  stems  (tobacco 
stalks)  deposited  for  drawback  hrom  the 
1st  February  to  30th  April  in  the  current 
year  was  445,404  lbs.  This  quantity 
consisted  of  a  very  large  number  of 
deposits  at  varying  degrees  of  moisture. 
It  would  not  at  present  be  possible  to 
state  the  quantity  of  stems  at  the  standard 
moisture  of  14  per  cent,  which  it  repre- 
sents. 

OrosBgar  (Oounty  Down)  Water  Supply 
and  Sewage  System. 

Mr.  CHARLES  CRAIG  (Antrim,  S.) : 
To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  of  the  insanitary  condition  of 
Crossgar,  county  Down,  owing  to  bad 
water  supply  and  want  of  a  sewage  system ; 
and  whether  he  will  have  a  Local  Govern- 
ment inspector  sent  to  report  on  the 
state  of  the  town. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  Walter  Long,)  Repre- 
sentations as  to  the  defective  sewerage 
and  unsatisfactory  water  supply  of  Cross - 
gar  have  been  made  to  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board.  The  matter  has  been 
brought  to  the  notice  of  the  district 
council,  who,  the  Board  understand,  are 
carrying  out  works  to  improve  the  sewer- 
age and  provide  a  water  supply. 

Sherlock  Estate,  Oounty  Cork. 
Captain  DONELAN  :  To  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  definite  steps  have  been 
taken  concerning  the  sale  of  the  Sherlock 
Estate,  Balljrrobin,  Cloyne,  county  Cork, 
at  present  in  the  Land  Judge's  Court,  and 
how  the  case  now  stands. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  Walter  Long.)  I  am 
informed  that  the  abstract  of  the  owner's 
title  has  been  lodged  in  Court,  but  the 
rulings  on  it  have  not  yet  been  issued. 
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Pension  of  James  M'Keogh^  late  Shoe- 
maker at  Dnndram  Lnnatic  Asylum. 

Mr.  MOONEY  (Dublin  County,  S.) : 
To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  is  aware  that 
the  value  of  allowances  for  pension 
purposes  to  assistants  in  the  Dundrum 
Lunatic  Asylum  is  £40 ;  if  he  can  state 
why  James  M^Keogh,  late  shoemaker  at 
the  asylum,  received  pension  calculated 
only  at  the  rate  of  £25  per  annum  for 
allowances;  and  on  what  grounds  are 
the  inspectors  justified  in  withholding 
this  allowance  from  an  attendant  of 
ten  and  a-half  years  service. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Walter  Long,)  This 
Question  is  based  on  a  misapprehension. 
No  pension  was  awarded  in  the  case. 

Oraadng  Bights  on  Qlennamaddon 
Mountain. 

Dr.  AMBROSE  (Mayo,  W.) :  To 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his 
attention  has  been  drawn  to  a  notice 
issued  by  Mr.  R.  V.  Stoney,  of  Rosturk 
Castle,  county  Mayo,  warning  tenants, 
residing  on  land  which  he  sold  to  the 
Congested  Districts  Board,  against  graz- 
ing cattle  or  sheep  on  Olennamaddon 
Mountain,  north  of  the  Lockspit,  or  east 
of  Murrivagh  Mearing ;  and  whether, 
seeing  that  this  mountain  forms  part  of 
the  estate  sold  by  Mr.  Stoney  to  the 
Congested  Districts  Board,  he  will  take 
steps  to  secure  that  those  tenants  shall 
not  be  prevented  from  grazing  on  it  as 
they  have  been  accustomed  to  do. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Walter  Long.)  This 
mountain,  which  consists  of  1,965  acres 
of  rough  grazing  land,  is  part  of  the 
property  which  was  purchased  by  the 
Congested  Districts  Board,  but  when 
Mr.  Stoney  offered  to  sell  to  the  Board 
196  acres  of  arable  land,  of  which  174 
is  untenanted,  they  accepted  his  con- 
dition that  they  should  resell  to  him, 
for  the  price  which  they  had  given  to 
him,  the  mountain  land  referred  to. 
The  price  of  the  arable  land  so  purchased 
is  £3,975,  and  the  price  of  that  resold 
to  Mr.  Stoney  is  only  £600.  This  moun- 
tain land  did  not  form  part  of  the  tenants' 
holdings,  nor  had  they  any  rights  of 
grazing  over  it. 


Kimr-Hannan  Estate. 

Mr.  TULLY  (Leitrim,  S.) :  To  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieuten- 
ant of  Ireland  whether,  in  the  five  case; 
of  grass  farms  on  the  King-Harman 
Estate,  in  which  the  Estates  Commis- 
sioners have  agreed  to  consider  favour- 
ably to  purchase  the  tenants'  interests 
through  the  vendor,  he  can  state  the 
amount  proposed  to  be  paid  for  the 
landlord's  interest  in  each  case,  and  the 
number  of  years  purchase  of  the  rent 
the  amount  represents  ;  also  the  amount 
proposed  to  oe  paid  for  the  tenant's 
interest  in  each  case,  and  the  number  of 
years  purchase  of  the  rent  the  amount 
represents  ;  have  any  of  those  tenants 
refused  t6  sign  their  purchase  agree- 
ments on  the  ground  of  excessive  price ; 
whether  the  Treasury  have  sanctioned 
or  are  prepared  to  sanction  the  arrange- 
ment for  advancing  money  to  the  vendor 
in  this  case,  or  in  the  case  of  other 
properties,  for  purchasing  the  dual  inter- 
est of  landlord  and  tenant  in  grass  farms 
for  the  purpose  of  division  amongst  the 
smaller  occupiers  ;  and,  if  so,  if  he  can 
state  the  names  of  the  cases. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Walter  Long.)  In 
the  cases  referred  to  in  which  the  Com- 
missioners are  negotiating  for  the  pur- 
chase of  grass  farms  hitherto  occupied 
by  tenants,  they  propose  to  purchase  the 
lands  as  untenanted,  and  do  not  there- 
fore put  a  separate  valuation  on  the 
interests  of  the  landlord  and  the  tenants 
respectively.  The  dealings  with  the 
tenants  are  carried  on  by  the  proposed 
vendor,  and  not  by  the  Oimmissioners. 
The  Commissioners  propose  to  give  for 
the  lands,  as  untenanted,  such  prices  as 
they  consider  the  lands  can  be  resold  for, 
having  due  regard  to  the  security.  They 
have  no  information  that  these  tenants 
have  refused  to  sign  agreements  for  pur- 
chase. There  is  no  proposal  that  money 
shall  be  advanced  to  the  landlord  t^ 
enable  him  to  purchase  the  tenants' 
interests. 

Iriflh  Affricnltural  Department's  Horse- 
Breeding  Schemes. 

Mb.  p.  a.  MoHUGH  (Leitrim,  N.) :  T  > 
ask  the  Clhief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  in  the  horse- 
breeding  schemes  of  the  Irish  Agricultur«ibl 
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Department  hackney  and  Welsh  stallions 
are  still  used  ;  and,  if  so,  how  many  are 
there  and  where  are  they  located ;  and 
whether  the  employment  of  hackney 
fitallions  in  the  congested  districts  has 
heen  attended  with  such  results  as  to 
justify  their  further  use  in  these  or  other 
^districts  of  the  country. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Walter  Long,)  Hack- 
ney and  Welsh  stallions  are  not  used  in 
■connection  with  the  Department's  general 
liorse-breeding  scheme.  Of  the  stallions 
transferred  from  the  Congested  Districts 
Board  in  1904,  several  are  still  in  use, 
viz.,  three  of  the  hackney  breed  in 
Donegal,  three  in  Mayo,  and  one  in 
lieitrim ;  while  of  the  Welsh  stallions, 
one  is  located  in  Mayo,  and  four  in  Gal- 
way.  Opinions  difier  widely  as  to  the 
suitability  of  the  hackney  breed  for 
congested  districts,  but,  while  the  De- 
partment do  not  encourage  this  breed, 
they  have  not  seen  their  way  to  deprive 
farmers  in  congested  districts  of  all  the 
sires  located  there  by  the  Congested 
Districts  Board. 

Payment  of  Army  Officers  through 
Banking  Agents. 

Mr.  ATHERLEY-JONES  (Durham, 
:N.W.)  :  To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  whether,  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  the  entire  sum  assigned  in  the  grant 
for  the  pay  of  officers  in  the  Army  is  paid 
•over  at  monthly  or  other  intervals  to  a 
private  banking  firm,  constituted  Army 
agents  for  this  purpose,  who  disburse  the 
pay  to  the  individual  officers,  that  the 
-sum  is  paid  to  the  agents  out  of  the 
Treasury  en  Hoc  at  some  interval  before 
it  becomes  payable  to  the  individual 
•officers,  with  the  result  of  giving  the 
.Agents  the  use  and  control  of  this  public 
money  during  these  periods,  he  will  say 
under  what  authority  this  system  origin- 
ated and  is  maintained ;  whether  any 
similar  or  analogous  system  obtains  in 
-other  Departments  of  the  public  service  ; 
whether  it  has  been  brought  to  the 
attention  of  the  War  Office  that  the  effect 
of  constituting  private  bankers  pay- 
masters of  the  Army  officers  is  to  give 
one  firm  a  practical  monopoly  of  the 
banking  business  of  officers  in  the  Army  ; 
.and  will  he  explain  why  the  practice 
-of  the  India  Office  and  Admiralty  is  not 


followed,  whereby  an  officer  can  draw 
his  pay  personally  or  by  power  of  attorney 
from  a  Government  Department. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  Secretary  Arnold' 
Forster.)  The  agents  are  only  paid  the 
money  as  it  becomes  due  to  the  officers. 
The  practice  has  been  in  force  for  very 
many  years.  It  is  maintained  by  the 
authority  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  with 
the  sanction  of  the  Treasury.  The 
War  Office  is  not  aware  of  the  practice 
of  other  Departments  in  the  matter. 
There  are  three  firms  involved,  not  one. 
The  practice  has  been  maintained  in  the 
interests  of  the  officers  concerned.  From 
July  1st  any  Army  officer  will  be 
able  to  draw  his  pay  either  locally  or 
through  the  agents  as  he  piefers.  Regi- 
mental officers  can  do  so  at  present. 

Militia  and  Volunteer  Submarine  Miners* 
Mr.  KEARLEY  (Devonport) :  To 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether,  having  regard  to  his  recent 
statement  that  all  Militia  and  Volunteer 
submarine  mining  divisions  in  the  United 
Kingdom  were  to  be  dispensed  with, 
he  is  aware  that  recruiting  for  the  same 
is  still  being  carried  on ;  and  whether 
capitation  grants  are  to  be  paid  for  the 
men  so  enrolled. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  Secretary  Arndd- 
Forster.)  Recruiting  is  stiD  bemg  carried 
on  in  certain  cases,  since  there  are  duties 
in  connection  with  our  ports  which  can 
still  be  performed  by  these  units.  Capi- 
tation grants  will  be  paid,  when  earned, 
according  to  the  conditions  which  may 
be  fulfilled. 

Quartering  of  Troops  at  Duncannon. 

Mr.  FFRENCH  (Wexford,  S.) :  To 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  he  has  received  a  memoiial 
from  the  people  of  Duncannon  and  the 
surrounding  district,  asking  for  a  return 
of  the  military  to  Duncannon  station  ; 
and  whether,  in  view  of  the  baira-^k 
accommodation  and  rifle  range  at  Dun- 
cannon, he  will  accede  to  the  wishes  of 
the  memorialists. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Secretary  Arnold- 
Forster.)  The  hon.  Member  was  in- 
formed last  November  that  the  memorial 
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mentioned  had  been  received  and  that  the 
views  of  the  memorialists  as  to  the 
quartering  of  troops  at  Duncannon 
would  receive  full  consideration  in  con- 
nection with  any  scheme  involving  the 
redistribution  of  the  troops  in  Ireland. 
I  have  nothing  further  to  add  to  this 
information. 


QUESTIONS  IN  THE  HOUSE. 


Army  Mobilisation  Arrangements. 

Sir  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Sheffield, 
Central) :  Ibegto  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  if  he  can  inform  the  House  the 
proportion  of  field  artillery  and  cavalry 
held  to  be  necessary  for  the  effective 
mobilisation  of  every  division  of  infantry 
12,000  strong;  and  if  such  proportion  is 
available  for  the  sixteen  divisions  of 
Volunteer  infantry  provided  for  service 
in  emergency;  and,  if  not,  how  many 
field  batteries  and  squadrons  of  horse 
would  be  available  if  the  Regular  Army 
was  absent  from  Great  Britain. 

The  financial  SECRETARY  to 
THE  WAR  OFFICE  (Mr.  Bromley 
Davenport,  Cheshire,  Macclesfield) :  Two 
brigades  of  field  artillery  and  one  squadron 
of  cavalry  form  the  proportion  of  field 
artillery  and  cavalry  laid  down  for  each 
division  of  Regular  troops  for  service 
abroad.  Should  the  Regular  divisions 
be  absent  abroad,  bri^tdes  of  field 
artillery  would  be  available  for  such 
Volunteer  divisions  as  are  proposed  for 
home  defence,  and  in  the  event  of  all  the 
Regular  cavalry  being  sent  abroad,  the 
Imperial  Yeomanry  would  take  their 
place. 

Plague  Mortality  in  India. 

Mr.  HERBERT  ROBERTS  (Denbigh- 
shire, W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India  whether  he  will  state 
the  number  of  deaths  from  plague  in 
India  from  January  1st,  1905,  to  the 
week  ending  April  1st  last;  whether  he 
will  give  the  latest  information  in  his 
possession  as  to  the  mortality  from 
plague  during  the  month  of  April ;  and 
whether  he  will  arrange  for  the  publica- 
tion of  the  weekly  tabular  returns  of 
plague  in  the  English  newspapers. 


The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
INDIA  (Mr.  Brodriok,  Surrey,  Guild- 
ford) :  From  January  1st  to  the 
week  ending  April  1st  inoluaive  the 
number  of  plague  deaths  was  471,744. 
In  April  for  the  four  weeks  ending  April 
29th  the  mortality  was  215,961.  Under 
arrangements  lately  made  the  plague 
mortality  in  each  calendar  month  will  be^ 
reported  to  me  by  telegram,  and  I  pro- 
pose to  communicate  it  regularly  to  the- 
Press  for  the  present.  The  weekljr 
statements  are  not  in  a  form  suitable  for 
the  requirements  of  the  Press,  and  they 
are  three  weeks  old  when  received. 

Treaty  with  the  Afj^han  Ameer. 
Mr.  HERBERT  ROBERTS :  I  beg  to 

ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
when  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  a. 
translation  of  the  Agreement  recently 
concluded  with  the  Ameer  of  Afghanistan, 
together  with  other  Papers  relating  to 
the  Mission  to  Cabul. 

Mr.  BRODRICK  :  The  Papers  will  be 
laid  on  the  Table  to-day  and  will  be^ 
distributed  without  unneces<^ary  delay. 

Beer  Manufacture— Analsrsis  of 
Ingredients. 

Dr.  HUTCHINSON  (Sussex,  Rye) :  I 
beg  to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer whether  he  can  state  the  results  <  f 
the  analysis  made  by  the  officials  of  th& 
Inland  Revenue  during  the  paat  twi) 
years  ending  April  30th,  1905,  of  all  the 
ingredients  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
beer,  including  regenerators  and  yea>t 
food',  and  whether  the  Inland  Revenue 
officers  have  full  knowledge  of  all  tie 
substances  used  by  brewers  in  the  manu- 
facture of  beer ;  and  will  he  state  what 
penalties,  if  any,  there  are  against  tie 
brewer  for  not  making  a  full  return  of 
all  the  materials  lie  uses. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Austen  Chamberlain, 
Worcestershire,  E.) :  During  the  two 
years  ended  April  30th,  1905,  the  follow- 
ing samples  of  muteiials  used  in  brewing 
have  been  examined  at  the  Government 
Laboratory : — 1,893  samples  of  malt,  rice, 
and  maize,  in  various  ferms,  sugar, 
glucose,  invert  sugar,  syrups,  etc.;  238 
samples  of  }  east  foods,  headin|^  powders„ 
and  liquids,   antacids,   antiseptics,   hop 
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substitutes,    etc.      The    object    of   the  '  be  set  the  redaction  in  the  National  Debt 
analysis  of  these  samples  was  either  the    under  other  heads,  namely — 
•determination    of    the    brewing    value    g     terminable  annuities    in- 
fer revenue    purposes,  or  to  test  their       eluded   in  the  Fixed  Debt- 
punty,  particularly  as  regirds  freedom       Charge       -        -        -        -    5  340  000 
from  arsenic.    The  lesultsof  theanal>8i8  I  p^om  minor  soukcs      -     .-      WoOO 
may    be    summarised    as    follows  :-In  |  And  the   repayment  of  Ex- 
1972  oaaes  no  objection  was  raised  to  ,      chequer     Bonds     as     ex- 
the    articles    of    which    samples    were,      pi^ingj    j^  B„d    ^ 

eMinined.      In    seventy-mne  casss  the :      statement          -        -        -    4,000,000 
:article8  submitted  were  not  objected  to,  

bat  the  applicants  were  informed  that  I  Total  reduction    .  £9,640.000 

the  non-interferenpo  of  the  Board  would  I     _,,         ,  ,...., 

not  protect  the  user  from  any  action  |      ^J*"*  *^f.  °«*  diminution  in  the  aggre- 

-whioh  might  be  taken  und«'r  the  Foods  i  i**l"5.-!'*it*«!Sf  X,5f  «^**™**®^  **  '^**''«' 
and  Drugs  Act.    In  the  remaining  eighty 


more  than  £3,000,000. 


cases  objection  was  raised  to  the  use  of       „     jmtrtTKrn  nnTt^-omania    m. 
the  artides  submitted  on  some  one  oil      Me.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON :  There 

the  following  groundsHD  that  the  ,  ™"«*  ^^  f*"^*  >'«''«»^  •"  <'*P»**^  «^- 
samples  examin^  showed  the  presence  i  P*"**'*'^'®  • 

•of  arsenic  beyond  the  limit  recommended  i     „      .  TTam-civi  ntr*  »«nwT>T  i  txt    v 
by  the  Royal  Commission  on  Arsenical '     ^l',^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^  =  ^^■' 
Poisoning ;  (2)  the  presence  of  copper ;  |  ^''^S^V  £6,500.000. 

<(3)  the  presence  of  Quillaia  bark  or  „  xr  rro  i-a  /wj-  v  l  w »  i  •,. 
extract ;  or  (4)  that  they  were  alcoholic  1     Mr  MoQRAB  (Edinburgh,  E.) :  Is  it 

flavouring  essences.  InUnd  Revenue  i  '**'*. *f«  ,«*«•'  *•»**  *«  f r,'n*nn^'?SJ 
officers  have  fuU  knowledge  of  the  sub-  V^o^ndes  iox  a  reduction  of  £10  000,000 
stances  used  by  brewers  for  sale  in  the  ■  r*''^-  ^^^^"J^*;  *^*^^  reduction  wiU 
manufacture     of    beer.      The    penalty  i  **«  ""^^^  ^^'^'^  ^       • 

materials  used  in  brewing  is  £100.  ,  """^  «^«  ,^«*  understand  the  object  of 

^  I  that  Question.    As  I  have  said,  the  net 

;  reduction  will  be  a  little  over  £3,000,000. 
National  Debt. 

Mr.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON  (Dun- 1     Mr.    MoCRAE  :    But    does    not    the 
^ee) :    I  beg  to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  ,  Sinking  Fund  provide  for  a  reduction  of 
the  Exchequer  whether  he  can  now  give    £10,000,000  annually  ? 
.an  estimate  of  the  amount  by  which  the 

National  Debt  will  be  increased  in  the        Mr.     DEPUTY  -  SPEAKER  :    Notice 
current  financial  year  by  the  liabilities  i  had    better    be    given    of  any    further 
classified  as  "  other  capital  liabilities  "  in    Question, 
the    Annual    Returns  relating     to  the 

National  Debt.  '     Sir  GEORGE  BARTLBY  (IsUngton. 

,  N.) :  We  understand  that  the  net  result 

Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN:    In   ^^'^  ^Tr^'l'i^^^o'iJf^^i''''   ""*  ^^® 
the  Budget  Stateihent  it  was  provisionally    National  Debt  by  £3,000.000  ? 

-estimated   that   the  issues  required  on  |      ,,        a  tt  a  m  xi  xt    /^tt  a  nfTiwTJT  4  txt 
<!apital    Account    in   1905-6    would  be  !  „  ^r.    AUSTEN    CHAMBERLAIN: 
about  £9,000,000.     Towards  this  sum  we    *^»*^«'  "^^'^^  **^^  £3,000,000. 
liad  in   hand,  as  the  result  of    surplus 

borrowings  in  1904-5,  £844,000.  So  the  i  Admiralty  Expenditure  at  Whale  Island. 
^Toss  increase  of  liability  would  be,  Mr.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON:  I  beg 
jW,156,000.  But  there  is  provided  in  the  to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
Votes  for  1905-6  in  reduction  of  existing  .  on  what  conditions,  and  by  virtue  of 
liabilities  £1,685,000.  So  the  net  increase  what  authority,  the  sanction  of  the 
of  liabiUties  on  this  head  would  be  Treasury  was  given  to  the  expenditure 
j£6,47l,000.      Against  this  increase  must  j  by  the  Admiralty,  in  the  financial  year 
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ending  31st  March,  1905,  of  a  sum  of 
£4,000  on  buildings  at  Whale  Island,  not 
authorised  by  the  Navy  Estimates  of 
that  year. 

Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN :  The 
Boaid  of  Admiralty  represented  to  the 
Treasury,  in  January  last,  the  urgency  in 
the  public  interest  of  providing  accom- 
modation at  Whale  Island  for  the 
instruction  of  naval  lieutenants  by  the 
coming  autunm,  and  the  Treasury  gave 
its  assent  accordingly.  No  excess  on 
Navy  Vote  10  for  1904-5  was  entailed 
by  the  expenditure  of  £4,000  shown  at 
page  l''i5  of  the  current  Navy  Estimates, 
and  consequently  the  authority  of  the 
Treasury  was  that  governing  the  transfer 
of  moneys  between  sub-head  and  sub- 
head of  the  same  Vote.  As  the  hon. 
Member  is  aware,  the  Estimate  of  Navy 
Vote  10  for  the  current  year,  which 
includes  this  service,  has  been  passed  in 
Committee  of  Supply. 

Mr.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON :  What 
authority  had  the  Treasury  for  allowing 
the  Admiralty  to  spend  money  for  a  \ 
service  not  provided  for  in  last  year's  I 
Estimates  ?  Do  the  Treasury  assume  , 
the  right  to  authorise  any  Department  I 
to  apply  public  money  for  public  services  • 
not  sanctioned  by  the  House  ? 

Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN:  The 
Treasury  has  power,  as  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man must  know,  to  convey  money  voted 
under  one  sub -head  for  the  Navy  to 
another  sub -head  of  the  same  Vote. 
That  is  the  authority  which  we  used. 

Mr.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON :  What 
I  am  asking  is  what  authority  the  Trea- 
sury has  when  the  House  has  not  sanc- 
tioned expenditure  on  a  particular 
service  to  allow  the  Admiralty  to  spend 
money  on  it.  Taking  money  from  one  [ 
sub -head  and  applying  it  to  another  is  a 
totally  different  thing. 

Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN :  The 
Treasury  did  it  under  the  authority  I 
have  stated  by  transferring  from  one  sub- 
head to  another.  In  this  particular 
case  there  was  no  money  provision  under 
the  sub-head  to  which  the  transfer  was 
made.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
must  be  aware  from  his  experience  as  a 


Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  that  the 
Treasury  does  take  the  responsibility  of 
sanctioning  expenditure  in  anticipation, 
of  Parliamentary  approval. 

Monastic  and  ConTentoal  Instltatioiis 
and  Succeasion  Daty. 

Mr.  T.  L.  CORBETT  (Down,  N.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
whether  the  property  held  by  monastic 
and  conventual  institutions  is  made  liable 
to  succession  duty;  and,  if  so,  what 
amount  has  been  so  paid  for  the  past 
financial  year. 

Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN :  It  is; 
impossible  to  give  a  full  Answer  to  my 
hon.  fiiend  in  reply  to  a  Question. 
Much  depends  upon  the  particular  cir- 
cumstances of  each  case.  But  a  full 
statement  of  the  law  and  practice  will  be 
found  in  the  Report  oi  the  Select  Com- 
mittee on  Conventual  and  Monastic  Insti- 
tutions of  1871  which  was  presided  over 
by  Mr.  VilUers.  No  claims  to  exemption 
were  received  last  year  on  the  ground 
that  property  in  respect  of  which  duty 
was  claimed  was  held  on  trust  for  mon- 
astic institutions,  and  such  claims  would 
not  be  admissible  if  received ;  but  it  is 
impossible  to  distinguish  the  duty,  if 
any,  paid  on  such  property  within  the 
last  twelve  months  from  the  duty 
received  from  other  sources. 

Dog  Duties— Compounding  Fines. 

Mr.  lough  (Islington,  W.) :  I  beg  to- 
ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
whether  his  attention  has  been  drawn  to- 
a  case  in  Islington  in  which  the  Inland 
Revenue  authorities  seek  to  impose  a  fine 
of  2s.  6d.  on  an  individual  against  whom 
it  was  alleged  he  had  not  taken  out  his. 
dog  licence  sufficiently  early ;  under  whatv 
statute  are  the  collectors  authorised  to 
levy  such  fines,  and  into  what  fund  are 
they  paid ;  and  whether,  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  such  prcceedings  are  liable  to 
abuse,  he  can  see  his  way  to  put  a  stop 
to  them. 

Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN :  The 
case  is  one  of  a  kind  very  common  under 
the  practice  of  the  Board,  whereby,  in 
virtue  of  the  powers  confeired  by  Section 
35  (1)  of  the  Inland  Revenue  Regulation 
Act,  1890,  offenders  in  the  matter  of  dog 
licences  are  offered  the  opportunity  of 
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paying  a  small  fine  as  an  alternative  to  | 
appearing  before  the  police  magistrate,  i 
It  is  always  open  to  an  offender  to  elect ' 
this  latter  alternative,  but,  out  of  many 
thousands  annually,  the  cases  in  which 
such  election  is  made  are  relatively  few. 
It  may  be  inferred  from  this  that  the 
option  of  paying  a  fine  is  regarded  as  a 
privilege  rather  than  as  a  hardship.  The 
fines  are  paid  into  the  Local  Taxation 
Account.  In  the  particular  case  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  hab  drawn  my  attention, 
the  licence  was  not  taken  out  until  March 
9tb,  after  the  detection  had  been  made. 
If,  in  such  circumstances,  the  offence 
were  wholly  condoned,  I  am  afraid  that 
very  few  licences  would  be  taken  until 
the  authorities  had  detected  the  default. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  MOORE  (Antrim,  N.) : 
Does  the  regulation  apply  to  the  Inland 
Revenue  in  Ireland  ? 

Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN :  Dog 
licences  in  Ireland  are  on  altogether  a 
different  footing. 

Mr.  LOUGH:  What  is  the  total 
amount  realised  by  these  fines  ?  Is  the 
amount  of  each  fine  fixed  by  a  particular 
officer?  Does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
not  think  that  the  practice  is  open  to 
abuse  ? 

Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN:  I 
cannot  tell  the  amount  without  notice. 
The  amount  is  fixed  in  each  case  by  the 
Inland  Revenue  Department.  The 
person  from  whom  a  fine  is  claimed  has 
the  alternative  of  a  prosecution  if  he 
thinks  that  it  is  fixed  arbitrarily  and  too 
high  and  he  can  go  before  the  magistrates. 
But  the  fine  obviously  is  a  lesser  penalty 
than  the  law  imposes. 

MagiBtratM  as  Motorists. 
Mr.  swift  MAGNEILL  (Donegal,  S.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  fact  that  at  a 
special  sitting  of  the  county  magistrates, 
at  Andover,  to  hear  the  first  batch  of 
thirty  summonses  against  motorists  for 
driving  to  the  common  danger  around 
Andover  during  the  Easter  Holidays, 
Captain  John  Robert  Stanford,  of  White 
Hatch  and  West  Tilbury,  a  magistrate 
for  Wilts  and  Dorset,  pleaded  guilty  to 


driving  a  car  at  the  rate  of  over  thirty- 
seven  miles  an  hour,  and  was  fined  £10 
and  costs ;  and,  if  so,  whether  the  atten- 
ton  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  has  been 
directed  to  the  case  with  reference  to  the 
removal  of  this  gentleman  from  the  com- 
mission of  the  peace  for  two  counties. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Akbrs- 
Douglas,  Kent,  St.  Augustine's) :  I  have 
had  no  other  in  timation  of  this  matter  than 
that  contained  in  the  Question.  I  have 
mentioned  the  matter  to  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor, who  infoims  me  that  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case  are  not  yet  sufficiently 
before  him  to  enable  him  to  form  any 
opinion. 

Parliamentary  Agents— Messrs. 
Bircoam  k  Co. 

Mr.  BENN  (Devonport) :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  whether  he  can  state  ^f  other 
borough  council  clerks,  for  whom  Messrs. 
Bircham  and  Company  act  as  Parliamen- 
tary agents,  receive,  as  in  the  Holborn 
case,  33^  per  cent,  of  the  profit  charges ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  such  payments  arc 
known  to  the  public  bodies  concerned. 

The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Gerald 
Balfour,  Leeds,  Central) :  I  am  not  in 
possession  of  the  information  for  which 
the  hon.  Member  asks. 

Mr.  CROOKS  (Woolwich):  Perhaps 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  take  care 
that  no  circular  is  sent  to  the  various 
local  bodies  asking  them  to  give  prefer- 
ence to  this  firm  of  Parliamentary  agents 
because  they  are  in  the  service  of  the 
Government  ? 

Mr.  GERALD  BALFOUR'S  reply  was 
inaudible. 
* 
Poor  Law  School  Ohildren. 

Sir  WALTER  FOSTER  (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  if  he  wi'l 
state  the  number  of  children  at  present 
maintained  in  the  district  and  separate 
Poor  Law  schools  of  the  Metropolis  and  of 
the  provinces  respectively. 

Mr.  GERALD  BALFOUR :  On  the  1st 
January  last,  the  latest  date  for  which 
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information  is  at  present  available,  there 
were  7,805  pauper  children  chargeable  to 
Poor  Law  unions  in  London,  and  4,329 
children  chargeable  to  Poor  Law  unions 
in  the  rest  of  England  and  Wales,  who 
were  maintained  in  district  and  separate 
schools. 

Pathological  ParcelB  by  Post. 

Dr.  HUTCHINSON :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Postmaster  -  Greneral  if  he  could 
see  his  way  to  rescind  the  regula- 
tion as  to  the  compulsory  registration 
of  pathological  material  sent  by  post, 
and  allow  in  its  place  some  distinctive 
mark  upon  the  envelope. 

The  POSTMASTER-GENERAL  (Lord 
Stanley,  Lancashire,  Westhoughton) : 
In  view  of  the  risk  attending  the  trans- 
mission of  pathological  material  by  post 
it  is  important  that  special  precautions 
should  b^  taken.  The  regulation  which 
requires  that  such  material  shall  be 
registered  is,  in  my  opinion,  a  necessary 
one,  and  I  regret  that  I  cannot  see  my 
way  to  modify  it. 

Dr.  HUTCHINSON:  Arising  out  of 
the  Question  I  should  like  to  call  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  attention  to  the 
fact  that  something  like  half  a  million  of 
these  specimens  were  sent  through  the 
post  during  last  year,  and  the  law  was 
not  carried  out,  while  no  injury  was 
caused  to  anybody.  Is  the  nght  hon. 
Gentleman[^aware  that  in  consequence  of 
post  offices  closing  at  8  o'clock  on  Satur- 
day nights  and  not  opening  till  8  o'clock 
on  Monday  mornings,  a  great  deal  of 
inconvenience  and  even  danger  is  caused, 
and  will  he  therefore  reconsider  the 
question. 

Lord  STANLEY :  No,  Sir.  I  think 
special  precautions  should  be  taken  in  the 
interests  of  the  stafp,  and  I  am  not  pre- 
pared to  modify  the  present  arrange- 
ments, 

Ex-Soldiers  and  Sailors  in  the  Postal 

Service. 

Sir  HOWARD  VINCENT:  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Postmaster  -  General  if  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the 
meeting  at  the  Royal  United  Service 
Institution  on  May  16th,  whereat  com- 
■nlaint  was  made   of  the  little  employ- 


ment offered  by  Government  Depart- 
ments to  ex-soldiers  and  sailors  of  good 
character ;  and  if  he  can  state  generally 
how  many  former  soldiers  and  sailors  are 
now  in  the  employ  of  the  General 
Post  Office,  to  how  many  permanent 
employment  was  given  between  April  1st, 
1904,  and  March  31st,  1905,  and  to  how 
many  temporary  employment  was  given. 

Lord  STANLEY :  My  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  meeting  at  the  Royal 
United  Service  Institution  and  to  the 
complaint  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
refers,  and  I  have  t5  say  that  there  is 
clearl}'  some  misapprehension.  In  con- 
nection with  the  Return  for  which  the 
hon.  Member  is  asVing  full  particulars 
will  be  obtained,  but  I  may  say  at  once 
that  during  the  last  financial  year  about 
1,000  ex-soldiers  and  sailors  received 
Post  Office  appointments  in  the  United 
Kingdom  under  Civil  Service  Certificates, 
in  addition  to  a  considerable  number 
who  were  employed  in  various  unestab- 
lished  capacities. 

Sea  Encroachment  on  the  East  Ooast. 

LiEUT.-CoLONEL  TUFNELL  (Essex, 
S.E.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Board  of  Trade  whether  he  will  grant  an 
inquiry  regarding  the  damage  which  is 
being  caused  to  the  eastern  counties 
through  the  encroachment  of  the  sea  on 
the  coast. 

The  PARLIAMENTARY  SECRE- 
TARY TO  THE  BOARD  OF  TRADE 
(Mr.  BoNAR  Law,  Glasgow,  Blackfriars) : 
I  regret  that  I  am  not  able  to  add  any- 
thing to  the  reply  given  by  the  Prime 
Minister  to  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Lowestoft  Division,  of  Suffolk  on  March 
30tht  last. 

Customs  Watchers*  Grievances. 

Mr.  CAUSTON  (Southwark,  W.):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether  he  will  state  what,  if  any, 
concessions  he  is  prepared  to  make  in 
answer  to  the  petition  of  the  Customs 
watchers. 

The  FINANCIAL  SECRETARY  of 
THE  TREASURY  (Mr.  Victor  Caven- 
dish,   Derbyshire,   W.) :    This  matter  is 

t  See  (4)  Dehatesy  cxliii.,  1735. 
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still  undor  my  consideration,  but  I  hope 
to  be  able  to  make  a  statement  thereon, 
if  not  before  Whitsuntide,  soon  after. 

Mr.  CAUSTON:  I  shall  repeat  the 
Question  this  day  week,  with  special 
reference  to  the  appeal  of  the  upper 
section  with  regard  to  pensions. 

Mr.  victor  cavendish  :  I  will  do 
the  best  I  can  to  get  the  information 
asked  for. 

SolarlEclipse  Expedition. 
Sir  WILLIAM  TOMLINSON  (Pres- 
ton) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  whether  the  Grovemment  are 
intending  to  take  any  steps  to  secure  for 
the  public  benefit  a  recoil  of  any  scien- 
tific observations  of  the  forthcoming 
total  solar  eclipse  on  the  August  30th  next. 

Mr.  victor  CAVENDISH :  Yes, 
Sir.  An  expedition  is  being  sent  out  at 
Government  expense  to  make  obser- 
vations. 

Sir  WILLIAM  TOMLINSON :  Where 
is  it  going  ? 

Mr.  VICTOR  CAVENDISH :  I  be- 
lieve  to  Morocco. 

Communication  between  Parliament 
BuildingB  and  Westminster  Hospital. 

Mr.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  (Kilkenny) : 
I  beg  ^to  ask  the  hon.  Member  for  Chor- 
ley,    as    representing    the    FirA    Com- 
missioner of  Works,  whether,  in  view  of 
the  fact  that  on  the  physical  disablement 
of  any  Member  of  Parliament  there  is  at 
present    no    means  of    summoning    im- 
mediate professional  aid  other  than  the 
services  of  any  hon.  Member  connected 
with]  the  medical  profession    who   may 
liappen    to    be     on    the    premises,  he 
•can  make  a  statement  as  to  erecting  a 
telephone    to     Westminster     Hospital, 
.and  as  tOj  the  intention  of  the  Treasury 
.to  make  an  adequate  money  grant  to  the 
.hospital     to    secure     prompt     medical 
assistance  in  the  House  when  needed. 

Lord  BALCARRES  (Lancashire,  Chor- 
ley) :  I  am  able  to  inform  the  hon. 
Member  that  telephonic  communication 
-with  the  Westminster  Hospital  was 
arranged    on    Friday    last.      The    Post 


Office  will  make  the  connection  early  this 
week.  The  last  part  of  the  Question 
is  one  for  my  hon.  friend  the  Secretary 
t3  the  Treasury. 

British  School  at  Shaw,  Lancashire* 

Mr.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.):  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of 
Education  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
British  elementary  school  at  Shaw,  in 
Lancashire,  has  (as  was  stated  by  the 
managers  in  their  application  for  a  final 
order,  dated  November  7th,  1903)  been 
heretofore  carried  aon  as  a  non-sectarian 
school,  the  religious  instruction  in  which 
has  been  undenominational,  and  not 
superintended  by  any  clergyman;  and 
that  the  vicar  and  other  present  managers 
of  the  school  have  recently  publicly  an- 
nounced that  the  Catechism  and  Collects 
of  the  Church  of  England  will  be  hence- 
forth taught  in  the  school ;  and  whether, 
having  regard  to  the  character  the 
school  has  hitherto  borne,  and  to  the 
fact  that  it  is  the  only  undenominational 
school  out  of  the  six  schools  in  the 
district,  the  Board  of  Education  propose 
to  take  any  such  action  as  is  open  to 
them  to  prevent  the  reUgious  instruc- 
tion given  in  the  school  from  being 
denominational. 

The  PARLIAMENTARY  SECRE- 
TARYto  the  BOARD  of  EDUCATION 
(Sir  William  Anson,  Oxford  University): 
'  The  Shaw  British  School  has  been  a 
I  voluntary  school  in  private  ownership, 
;  and  has,  it  is  believed,  been  recently 
acquired  by  purchase  from  ita  previous 
owners.  The  character  of  the  religious 
instruction  given  in  a  voluntary  school 
is  under  the  control  of  the  managers,  and 
no  new  order  for  foundation  managers  is 
applied  for  in  this  case.  I  understand 
that  it  is  contended  that  the  transfer  of 
a  voluntary  school  under  thess  condi 
tions  constitutes  the  provision  of  a  new 
school  within  the  meaning  of  Sections  8 
and  9  of  the  Education  Act,  1902,  and  I 
am  proposing  to  receive  a  deputation  on 
the  subject. 

Sneem  Steamboat  Service. 

Mr.  BOLAND  (Kerry,  S.) :    I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the    Lord 
Lieutenant    of    Ireland    whether   he   is 
aware  that,  in  consequence  of  the  with* 
drawal  of  the  Clyde  Shipping  Company's 


%7 


Questions. 


{COMMONS} 


Questions, 


96^ 


steamer  from  Sneem,  the  winkle  industry, 
which  during  the  previous  season  resulted 
in  the  earning  of  over  £300  by  families 
in  the  district,  has  been  completely 
destroyed ;  and  whether,  in  view  of  the 
effect  of  the  agreement  made  between 
the  Congested  Districts  Board  and  the 
railway  company,  the  clause  by  which 
the  Board  has  bound  itself  not  to  grant  a 
subsidy  to  any  shipping  company  for  the 
next  five  years  will  be  cancelled. 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  Walter  L©no,  Bristol.  S.) : 
The  Board  have  no  information  that  the 
fact  is  as  stated  in  the  first  inquiry. 
I  have  already  given  the  reasons  why 
the  agreement  between  the  Board  and 
the  railway  company  cannot  be  with- 
drawn. The  object  of  this  agreement 
was  to  obtain  favourable  railway  rates 
upon  the  withdrawal  of  the  subsidised 
steamship  service,  and  that  object  has 
been  attained. 

Mr.  BOLAND:  Will' the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  direct  an  inquiry  into  the 
industries  destroyed  by  the  action  of  the 
Congested  Districts  Board  ? 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG:  No,  Sir.  I 
cannot  see  that  an  inquiry  is  necessary. 
The  Board  have  made  the  best  arrange- 
ment they  could. 

Mr.  BO  LAND :  But  the  public  opinion 
of  the  whole  county  condemns  the 
arrangement. 

Mr.  FLAVIN  (Kerry,  N.):  What  object 
is  gained,  seeing  you  have  destroyed  an 
industry  and  done  great  injury  to  a  whole 
district  ? 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG:  We  secured 
special  arrangements  with  regard  to  rail- 
way rates. 

Insurance  of  Kerry  Fishing  Boats. 

Mr.  BOLAND:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  he  can  state  in  how 
many  individual  coses  the  scheme  issued 
some  months  ago  by  the  Congested 
Districts  Board  for  the  insurance  of 
fishing  boat^  has  been  taken  advantage 
of  in  the  fishing  districts  of  the  county 
Kerry. 


Mr.  WALTER  LONG:  In  one  case 
only,  so  fai. 

Mr.  BOLAND :  Is  it  because  the  rate 
is  too  high  ? 

Me.  WALTER  LONG :  I  beheve  it  is 
because  the  arrangement  has  only  been 
in  force  a  short  time.  I  do  not  think 
there  is  any  allegation  that  the  rates  ar^ 
too  high. 

Irish  A^cultural  Department- 
veterinary  Brandt 

Mr.  NANNETTI  (Dublin,  CoUege 
Green) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
whether  he  can  explain  why  certain 
competent  clerks  in  the  veterinary  branch, 
of  the  Agricultural  Department  have  been 
deprived  of  all  hope  of  promotion,  and,, 
after  more '  than  ten  years  service,  are 
limited  to  a  practically  stationary  salary 
of  £95  a  year,  whilst  other  persons  of  less 
experience  and  not  superior  in  qualifi* 
cation  have  been  brought  in  at  muck 
higher  salaries  to_do  the  same  class  of 
work. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG :  The  facts  are 
precisely  the  reverse  of  what  is  stated  in 
the  Question.  On  the  1 1th  instant  f  I  in- 
formed the  hon.  Member  that  these 
clerks  are  on  the  scale  of  salary  proper 
to  the  grade  to  which  they  belong,  that 
is  to  say,  a  scale  increasing  by  annual 
increments  up  to  £150  a  year. 

Mr.  NANNETTI:  In  view  of  this, 
public  scandal  will  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man order  an  inquiry  ? 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG :  I  do  not  think 
there  is  any  ground  whatever  for  an 
inquiry. 

Oost  of  Suppressing  the  Oarrowkeel 


Mr.  CHARLES  DEVLIN  (Galway) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  th& 
Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  to  state  how 
many  county  and  district  inspectors  were 
in  charge  of  the  coUdtabulary  sent  to- 
suppress  a  meeting  at  Carrowkeel,  county 
Galway,  on  April  3oth ;  their  names  and 
the  districts  to  which  they  belong ;  and 
if  he  will  state  the  total  cost  connected 
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Mr.  WALTER  LONG  :  Four ;  namely, 
County  Inspector  Lopdell,  of  Galway, 
W.R.,  and  District  Inspectors  Glasgow 
of  Clifden,  Egan  of  Oughterard,  and 
Spier  of  Spiddal.  The  total  cost  is  about 
£100. 

Proclamation  of  the  Carrowkeel  Meeting. 
BiK.  CHARLES  DEVLIN:  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  I^rd- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  who  was  the 
resident  magistrate  who  issued  the 
proclamation  forbidding  a  political 
meeting  at  Carrowkeel,  county  Galway, 
on  April  SOth ;  upon  what  information  he 
proceeded  and  the  grounds  upon  which 
he  took  action ;  when  was  the  proclama- 
tion issued ;  and  if,  before  issue  of  the 
proclamation,  the  facts  upon  which  the 
magistrate  acted  were  submitted  to  the 
Government. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG :  The  proclama- 
tion was  issued  by  Mr.  Bell,  resident 
magistrate,  on  April  29th.  It  was  based 
on  an  information  sworn  by  the  district 
inspector  of  police,  referring  to  the 
placards  convening  the  meeting,  which 
called  on  the  people  to  assemble  in  their 
thousands  and  show  by  their  presence 
that  a  certain  farm  must  be  divided 
among  the  people.  The  remainder  of 
the  information  was  to  the  purport 
and  effect  that  the  object  and  effect  of 
the  meeting,  if  held,  would  be  intimida- 
tion, and  that  the  meeting  would  cause 
a  breach  of  the  peace.  The  reply  to  the 
concluding  inquiry  is  in  the  affirmative. 

Alleged  Police  Violence  at  the  Carrow- 
keel Proclaimed  Meeting. 

Mr.  CHARLES  DEVLIN:  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  violence  was  used  upon  Mr. 
Thomas  Higgins,  J.P.,  at  the  proclaimed 
meeting  at  Carrowkeel  on  April  SOth 
last;  that  without  provocation  on  his 
part  he  was  seized  by  six  constables  and 
thrown  over  a  stone  wall;  that  at  the 
same  meeting  Councillor  Kennedy,  of 
Dunmore,  was  seized  by  several  con- 
stables and  thrown  to  the  ground ;  and 
that  other  acts  of  violence   were  per- 


petrated ;  and  whether  such  conduct  on. 
the  part  of  the  constabulary  has  been 
sanctioned  by  the  Government. 


Mr.  WALTER  LONG :   No  violence— 
properly  so-called — was  used  to  either  of 
the  gentlemen  named,  but  only  sufficient- 
force  was  exerted  to  prevent  the  pro- 
claimed meeting  from  being  held.     The 
hon.  Member  himself  and  Mr.  Higgins^ 
followed  by  a  crowd  of  200  persons,  in- 
cluding Mr.  Kemiedy,  were  stopped  by  the^ 
police  when  nearing  Carrowkeel.    The 
county  inspector  informed  them  that  no 
meeting  would  be  allowed.    Mr.  Higgins^ 
attempted  to  force  his  way  through  the 
police,  and,  on  being  prevented,  jumped 
over  a  low  wall  into  a  field  and  com* 
menced    to    address    the    people.    He: 
refused  to  desist,  and  was  then  pushed 
on  by  a  constable,  whereupon  he  jumped 
back   into    the    road,   and    the    crowd 
returned  by  the  way    they  had  oome^ 
Mr.  Higgins  was  not  thrown  over  a  wall,, 
nor    was  Mr.    Kennedy  thrown  to  the 
groimd.    The  action  of  the  pohce  on  the 
occasion  received    the  approval  of  tl.& 
Government. 

8  Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND  (Waterford) : 
Can  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  inform 
the  House  what  the  Irish  Government's 
definition  of  violence,  "properly  so- 
called,"  is  1  And  will  he  say  whether 
anything  short  of  breaking  a  man's 
skull  is  oonsidered  violence  ? 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG :  The  meaning 
of  that  sentence  is  that  the  police  had 
orders  to  prevent  the  meeting  from 
being  held,  and  I  am  informed  that  thejr 
used  no  violence  in  carrying  out  their 
orders.  But  they  compelled  those  who 
tried  to  hold  the  meeting  to  desist. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.):  Did  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  take  any  steps  to 
get  independent  testimony  as  to  the 
action  of  the  police ;  or  is  the  report  on 
wh'ch  he  has  based  his  approval  of  the 
action  of  the  police  the  report  of  the 
police  themselves  ? 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG :  No,  Sir ;  the 
only  information  I  have  is  that  given 
to  me  by  the  police  who  were  responsible. 
I  have  read  other  accounts,  and  I  have 
no  reason   to   believe    that    the  police 
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departed  from  their  strict  duty  in  the 
matter,  or  gave  an  inaccurate  account  of 
what  occurred. 

Mr.  CHARLES  DEVLIN :  They  did 
throw  this  man  violently  over  the  fence. 

Mr.  PATRICK  O^BRIEN:  Oould 
not  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  have 
consulted  the  hon.  Member  for  Oalway 
in  this  House?  Does  he  not  think  it 
-worth  while,  before  taking  the  word  of 
1he  police,  to  consult  a  Member  of  this 
House  who  is  on  an  equal  footing  with 
himself  in  this  House  ? 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG :  That  is  a  most 
astonishing  Question.  The  hon.  Member 
ior  Galway  is  the  complainant  in  the 
matter.  [Nationalist  cries  of  **  And  the 
police  are  the  defendants."]  All  I  can 
do^is  to  give  to  the  House  the  informa- 
tion I  have  received.  I  have  no  reason 
to  doubt  the  accuracy  of  the  information 
I  have  given. 

;  {  Captain  DONELAN  (Cork,  E.) :  Is  it 
proposed  to  suppress  the  expression  of 
public  opinion  in  Ireland  ? 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG:  Judging  by 
recent  events,  I  should  say  certainly  not. 

South  of  Ireland  Fisheries. 

Mr.  PLYNN  (Cork,  N.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask^the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether,  in  view 
of  the  fact  that  the  herring  fishing 
season  does  not  open  in  the  majority  of 
English  and  Manx  fishing  grounds  before 
the  months  of  June  or  July,  and  in  view 
of  the  fact  that  large  quantities  of 
immature  mackerel  are  captured  by 
herring  boats  o£E  the  south  coast  of 
Ireland  in  the  months  of  April  and  May, 
to  the  injury  of  the  mackerel  fishing  and 
curing  industry,  and  that  the  evidence 
given  before  the  public  inquiry  in  1892 
proved  that  large  quantities  of  small  and 
unsaleable  haak  are  also  captured  by 
herring  nets  in  these  months,  the  Fisheries 
Branch  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
will  take  steps  to  hold  an  inquiry  into 
the  complaints  made  by  the  fishermen  of 
the  south  and  south-west  coast  of  Ireland 
regarding  the  injury  caused  to  the 
mackerel  and  haak  fishing  industries  by 


the  practice  of  herring  fishing  at  an  early 
season  of  the  year. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG:  As  I  have 
already  informed  the  hon.  Member,  this 
matter  formed  the  subject  of  an  exhaus- 
tive inquiry  in  1892,  since  when  the 
situation  has  not,  so  far  as  the  Depart- 
ment are  aware,  been  changed*  in  any 
way.  It  is  therefore  considered  that  no 
good  purpose  would  be  -served  by  holding 
a  further  inquiry. 

Mr.  FLYNN  :  In  viswof  the  fact  that 
the  inquiry  was  held  thirteen  years  ago, 
when  the  vast  majority  of  fishing  boats 
did  not  engage  in  this  work— except  a 
small  number  of  Scottish  boats — will  not 
the  right  hon.  Grentleman,  bearing  in 
mind  the  responsibility  of  the  Irish  Board, 
hold  another  inquiry  now  ^ 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG:  The  Irish 
Board  fully  appreciate  their  responsibility, 
and  see  no  change  in  the  situation  such 
as  would  make  an  inquiry  desirable. 
But  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  in  possession 
'  of  any  facts  which  he  thinks  alter  the 
position,  I  shall  be  very  glai  to  consider 
them. 

I/Mr.  FLYNN  :  I  will  raise  the  question 
on  the  Vote  for  the  Congested  Districts 
Board. 

Allotments  for  Irish  Herds. 
Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  li  the  Estatss 
Commissioners,  when  purchasing  grass 
farms,  always  consider  the  case  of  the 
herds  on  the  farms ;  and  if  he  could 
state,  even  roughly,  how  "^many  herds 
have  been  made  proprietors,  and  how 
much  land,  on  an  average,  such  herd 
has  obtained. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG:  The  Com- 
missioners endeavour  to  provide  for  herds 
when  allotting  parcels  of  the  untenanted 
lands  upon  which  they  have  been 
employed,  provided  they  come  within  the 
classes  of  pe:'sons  entitled  to  advances. 
It  is  estimated  roughly  that  about 
thirty-seven  herds  have  been  so  provided 
for.  The  area  allotted  to  each  varies  in 
accordance  with  the  quality  of  the  land 
and  the  si2e  of  the  farm  upon  which  the 
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berd  has  been  employed.  Approximately 
the  aoreage  varies  from  sixteen  to  twenty 
acres,  and  the  average  purchase  money 
would  bd  about  £500. 

Irish  Agrarian  Betums. 

Mr.  MACVEAGH  (Down,  S.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  can 
state  what  is  the  intention  of,  and  what 
object  is  '^served  by,  issuing  periodical 
ParUamentary  Returns  of  Agrarian 
Offences  in  Ireland;  and  whether,  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  no  such  Return  is 
issued  for  England,  Scotland,  or  Wales, 
he  will  take  steps  to  discontinue  it. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG:  These  Annual 
Returns  are  furnished  for  the  information 
of  Parliament.  They  have  been  so 
furnished  for  a  great  many  years,  and  it 
is  not  intended  to  discontinue  them. 

Mr.  MACVEAGH :  Why  are  these  Re- 
turns made  for  Ireland  and  not  for 
England,  Scotlard,  and  Wales  ?  What  is 
the  object  ? 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG :  I  do  not  know. 
I  will  inquire. 

Terms  of  Irish  Land  Purchase. 

Mr.  flavin  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether  he  can  state  the  number  of 
years  purchase  paid  by  a  tenant  under  the 
Purchase  Act  of  1896  who  bou^t  his  hold- 
ing at  a  reduction  of  20  per  cent,  on  the 
rental;  and  whether  he  can  state  the 
number  of  years  purchase  paid  by  a 
tenant  under  the  Act  of  1903  who  bought 
his  holding  at  20  per  cent,  reduc  ion  on 
rental. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG:  In  the  case 
of  a  purchase  under  the  Land  Purchase 
Acts,  1891  to  1896,  when  the  annuity 
amounted  to  20  per  cent,  less  than  the 
rent,  the  purchase  money  represented 
twenty  y  ears  purchase  of  the  rent.  In  the 
case  ofja  purchase  under  the  Act  of  1903, 
the  purchase  money,  under  the  same 
conditions,  represents  a  little  over 
twenty-four  and  a-haU  years  purchase 
of  the  rent, 

Mr.  flavin  said  the  hard.;  fact 
remained  that  the  average  price  of  land 


h*jd  been  raised  from  seventeen  vears  to 
twenty- four  vears  purchase. 

Mr.  LAMBERT  (Devonshire,  South 
Molton) :  Does  the  twenty-four  year* 
include  the  bonus  ? 

Mr.  KILBRIDE  (Kildare,  S.) :  No, 
the  bonus  is  added. 

Buxal  District  Gouncillors  as  Teachers. 

Mr.  O'KELLY  (Mayo,  N.) ;  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  will  state 
whether  any  disqualification  attaches  to 
rural  district  councillors,  otherwise  quali- 
fied, from  acting  as  teachers  in  evening 
national  schools. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG :  I  have  nothing 
to  add  to  the  reply  which  I  gave  to  the 
hon.  Member's  similar  Question  of  the  3rd 
instant.f 

Sunday  Football  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  SLOAN,  (Belfast,  S.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord* 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  i<^ 
aware  that,  for  a  considerable  time  past 
and  especially  on  the  14th  instant,  the 
Gaelic  footballers  of  Coalisland  and 
Cookstown  have  paraded  on  Sundays 
through  Tullyhogue,  Grange,  and 
Stewartstown,  and  fired  revolvers  to  the 
annoyance  of  the  inhabitants  attending 
Divine  service;  and  what  action,  if  an>,. 
does  he  propose  to  take  in  order  to  avoid 
similar  occurrences  in  future. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG :  On  two  Sun- 
days within  the  past  three  months  a 
football  team  from  Oookstown  has  pro* 
ceeded  to  Coalisland,  and  two  return 
visits,  also  on  Sundays,  have  been  paid 
b>  the  Ooalipland  team.  On  one  of  these 
occasions  the  latter  team  sang  a  Party 
song  when  passing  Stewartstown  Pro- 
testant Church.  On  another  occasion 
the  Cookstown  team  sang  j  Party  songs,, 
and  it  is  alleged  that  a  shot  was  fired  bv 
a  member  of  the  team  near  TuUyhogue, 
but  of  the  latter  occurrence  the  police 
have  no  evidence.  I  understand  that  on 
the  one  side  games  on  Sundays  are  ob- 
jected to,  while  on  the  other  the  situation 
is  aggravated  by  Party  displays  in  hostile 

*  See  (4)  Debates,  ozlv.,  816. 
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localities.     The    police    will     take     all 
necessary    measures  for  preserving  the 
peace,  and  for  preventing  any  interfer- 
•<ence  with  Divine  service. 

-Gaelic  Footballen  Sunday  Visit  to  donee, 
Mr.  SLOAN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  what  were  the  number  of  extra 
police  or  those  doing  extra  duty  and  the 
cost,  in  consequence  of  the  Gaelic 
footballers  visit  to  Clonoe,  on  Sunday 
the  14th  instant ;  and  will  the  charge 
ibe  levied  on  the  district. 

Mr.   WALTER  LONG:   The    poUce 
'emplo3"ed  on  this  occasion  belonged  to 
the    district,  and   no    extra  cost    was 
involved. 

Balhriggan  Harbour. 

Mr.  CLANCY  (Dublin  County,  N.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he 
has  received  from  the  Dublin  Port  and 
Docks  Board  .  any  statement  regarding 
the  necessity  of  immediately  dredging 
Balbriggan  Harbour ;  and,  if  so,  whether 
he  has  arrived  at  any  conclusion  on  the 
.•subject. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG :  The  Port  and 
Docks  Board  applied  to  me  for  a  grant 
to  maintam,  improve,  and  enlarge  the 
accommodation  of  this  harbour,  and  I  was 
obliged  to  express  my  regret  that  there 
were  no  funds  at  the  disposal  of  the  Gov- 
ernment out  of  which  such  a  grant  could 
'be  made. 

Mr.  CLANCY  :  Will  not  the  right  hon- 
'Gentleman  provide  funds  ? 

Mb.  WALTER  LONG:  It  is  not  in 
my  power. 

RoBsmacowen  Eviction. 

Mr.  CHARLES  CRAIG  (Antrim,  S.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he 
has  any  official  information  as  to  the 
-conduct  of  the  police  at  an  eviction  at 
Rossmacowen,  on  the  Clinton  Estate, 
-county  Cork,  some  twelve  months  ago. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG  :  My  right  hon. 
friend  the  Member  for  Dover  replied  to 


a  Question  put  to  him  on  June  I4th,t 
1934,  by  the  hon.  Member  for  West  Cork, 
relative  to  the  action  of  the  police  at 
this  eviction.  I  presume  my  hon.  friend's 
Question  has  reference  to  a  statement 
which  was  recently  published  in  the 
Press  to  the  effect  that  on  the  same 
occasion  ^*  men's  heads  were  split  with 
batons,  women  were  violently  assaulted, 
and  a  man  was  stabbed."  I  am  informed 
that  considerable  opposition  and  resist- 
ance were  offered  to  the  sheriff  and  his 
assistants,  all  of  whom  were  struck 
several  times  by  missiles,  and  that  an 
inmate  of  one  of  the  houses  used  a  pitch- 
fork, which  was  wrenched  from  him  bv  a 
sergeant  of  police.  In  the  scuffle  ihe 
man  received  a  scratch  on  the  cheek 
from  one  of  the  prongs  of  the  fork  ;  the 
injury  was  trifling.  This  is  the  only 
foundation  for  the  statement  to  which  1 
have  referred,  and  which  in  other 
'respects  is  absolutely  and  entirely  untrue. 

Mr.  flavin  :  How  is  it  it  has  taken 
twelve  months  to  get  this  remarkable 
information  ? 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG:  I  have  said 
my  right  hon.  friend  the  Member  for 
Dover  dealt  with  it  in  1904. 

Mr.  MACVEAGH  :  How  was  the  right 
hon  Gentleman  able  to  read  the  thoughts 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Antrim.  ? 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG :  I  did  not.  I 
read  what  I  gathered  in  the  Press. 

Dursey  Island  Eviction. 
Mr.  CHARLES  CRAIG :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether,  at  the  recent 
eviction  on  Dursey  Island,  James  Leary 
was  stabbed  by  a  policeman  with  a 
bayonet;  and  whether  he  has  yet 
received  a  report  on  the  conduct  of  the 
police  on  that  occasion. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG :  I  have  received 
a  full  report  of  the  proceedings  on  the 
occasion  mentioned.  Leary  endeavoured 
to  wrest  a  rifle  from  a  head  constable, 
and  in  so  doing  his  hand  was  cut  by  the 
backsight  or  foresight  of  the  rifle;  but 
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Captain  DONELAN:  Is  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  on  this 
occasion  one  of  the  islanders  jumped  into 
the  sea  and  swam  ashore  to  the  mainland 
in  order  to  escape  the  violence  of  the 
police  ? 

*Mr.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  asked 
-whether  the  great  Naval  Powers  of  the 
world  were  iniormed  by  the  Admiralty  of 
the  great  victory  of  the  British  Fleet  in 
evicting  old  Healy  on  Dursey  Island 
-without  loss  of  life,  or  injury  to  the 
*'  Storm  Cock." 

[No  Answer  was  returned.] 

JCorley  Estate,  County  Cavan— Turbary 

Bights. 

Mr.  VINCENT  KENNEDY  (Cavan, 
yf.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whethef 
lie  is  aware  that  the  tenants  on  the 
Horley  Estate,  county  Cavan,  were  to  be 
supplied  with  turbary,  and  that  the 
holdings  were  to  be  inspected  according 


Mr.  WALTER  LONG  :  389  agreements 
for  purchase  have  been  lodged,  but  an 
advance  has  not  yet  been  sanctionec^  in 
any  case. 


Poundage  Bates  on  Irish  Land  Payments. 
Mr.  BOLAND  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  -  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whetlier  hs  is  aware  that  in 
country  districts  where  there  is  no  bank 
tenants  who  have  purchased  their  hold- 
ings are  compelled  to  pay  poundage  rates 
on  the  postal  orders  by  which  payment 
of  their  purchase  instalments  are  made  ; 
and  whether  he  will  take  steps  to  relieve 
them  of  this  impost. 


Mr.  WALTER  LONG  :  When  a  tenant 
purchaser  remits  the  instalment  of  his 
purchase  money  by  means  of  a  money 
order,  of  course  he  pays  the  usual  Post 
Office  charges,  which  range  from  2d.  for 
£1  up  to  6d.  for  a  £20  order.  The  latter 
Question  is  one  for  the  postal  authorities. 

Moneymore  Disturbances. 

Mr.  MACVBAGH:  I  beg  to  ask 
the    Chief     Secretary     to     the      Lord- 


to  the  terms  of  sale ;  and  will  he  say  if  \  ?i^^V*f  ""^^  V^    ^'""^"^^  7^1* ^'''t  ^^^^''^ 


there  has  been  any  alteration  in  these 
arrangements. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG  :  Neither  the 
originating  application  nor  the  agree- 
ments for  purchase  make  any  reference 
to  a  supply  of  turbary.  The  Com- 
missioners are  aware  that  there  is  turbary 
on  the  estate,  and  the  question  of  a 
supply  for  the  tenants  will  be  considered 
by  them.  All  cases  which  do  not  come 
within  the  provisions  of  Section  1  (a)  and 
{b)  will  be  duly  inspected  and  reported 
on. 

Morley  Estate  Purchase  Agreements. 

Mr.  VINCENT  KENNEDY :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  what  is  the  number 
of  purchase  agreements  which  have  been 

lodged  in  the  Morley    Estate,   county 

Oavan ;  if  advances  have  been  sanctioned 

in  any  cases ;  and,  if  so,  how  many,  with 

the   date    of    the    sanctioning   of   such 

advance. 


Walsh,  R.M.,  reported  to  the  Inspector- 
General,  or  any  of  his  superiors,  the 
undertaking  admitted  by  him  in  evidence, 
at  Moneymore  Petty  Sessions,  county 
Derry,  to  have  been  made  with  four  local 
Orangemen,  that  certain  contingents  of 
Nationalists  attending  a  Nationalist 
demonstration  at  Loop,  county  Derry, 
should  not  be  allowed  to  pass  through 
Moneymore;  and,  if  so,  whether  such 
undertaking  was  sanctioned;  whether 
in  the  four  days  between  this  compact 
and  the  demonstration,  these  contingents 
were  informed  of  this  decision;  and,  if 
so,  by  whom ;  and  whether,  seeing  that 
some  members  of  these  contingents  who 
had  to  pass  through  Moneymire  to  reach 
their  homes  received  injuries  from  a 
baton  charge,  that  Nationalist  proces- 
sions have  repeatedly  parsed  through 
Moneymore  witnout  disturbance,  and  that 

Captain  Creaghe,  R.M.,  in  giving  judg- 
ment, said  that,  until  the  interference  of 
the  police,  the  procession  was  orderly,  he 
will  say  what  action  the  Government  pro- 
poses to  take. 
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Mr.  WALTER  LONG :  As  a  necessary 
precaution  to  preserve  peace  and  order, 
it  was  decided,  with  the  sanction  of  the 
Grovemment,  that  no  Nationalist  proces- 
sion should  be  allowed  to  pass  through 
Moneymore  on  this  occasion  save  those 
on  whose  direct  route  it  lay  to  and  from 
the  meeting.  Moneymore  is  mainly 
inhabited  by  persons  of  the  opposite 
Party,  and  the  passas^  of  Nationalist  pio- 
cessions  through  it  has  frequently  been 
accompanied  by  the  breaking  of  windows 
and  other  disturbances.  Captain  Welch 
did  not  report  the  undertaking  referred 
to  in  the  first  part  of  the  Question, 
because  such  an  undertaking  was  not 
G^iven ;  but  he  informed  four  representa- 
tives of  the  local  Orange  lodge  of  the 
decision  which  had  l.een  arrived  at.  The 
Nationalist  contingents  from  Lissan  and 
Moneymore  passed  through  the  village 
without  hindrance  on  their  way  to  the 
meeting.  Later  in  the  day  the  police 
learnt  that  a  party  from  Loop  were 
accompanying  th^  Lissan  and  Money- 
more  party  towards  Moneymore,  though 
it  was  three  miles  out  of  their  direct 
road  home,  and  warning  was  at  once 
sent  to  them  that  the  Loop  party  wculd 
not  be  allowed  to  pass  through  Money- 
more.  The  warning  was  disregarded. 
The  police  blocked  the  way  and  repeated 
the  warning,  but  they  were  rushed  and 
attacked  by  the  entire  procession.  A 
baton  charge  was  ordered,  but  not  until 
injuries  had  been  inflicted  on  the  dis- 
trict inspector  and  others  of  the  police. 
Some  of  the  Lissan  party,  who  were  the 
first  to  attack  the  police,  were  hurt. 
Mr.  Creaghe,  in  giving  judgment,  said 
that  the  Lissan  and  Moneymore  pro- 
cession was  orderly  until  joined  by  the 
Loop  party,  when  the  three  parties 
seemed  to  have  turned  into  a  very 
riotous,  improper  assembly.  The  steps 
taken  by  the  Government  were  abso- 
lutely necessary  for  the  preservation  of 
the  public  peace.  The  Government  do 
not  propose  to  take  any  further  action. 

Mr.  MACVEAGH:  Did  not  Mr.  Walsh 
in  his  evidence  state  that  he  did  give 
this  undertaking  ? 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG:  I  am  in- 
formed he  did  not. 

Mr.  MACVEAGH :  He  swore  he  did. 
Really  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  should 


[  make  sure  of  his  facts  before  answering 
I  a  Question, 


longhanet  Galway,  Fishery. 

Mr.  CHARLES  DEVLIN :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that,  from  time  immemorial,  the 
people  of  Ballinlonghane,  Galway,  have 
earned  their  living  by  fishing  close  to  th^ 
village;  that  recently  baihffs  have  for- 
bidden them  to  cast  their  nets  there  any 
longer,  claiming  such  right  solely  for  the 
owner  of  the  Galway  &hery :  and  that 
the  nets  belonging  to  Michael  Joyce, 
Martin  Joyce,  and  Thomas  Corcoran  were 
seized :  and  whether  he  will  stop  these 
proceedings,  and  restore  to  the  people 
the  rights  of  fishing  so  long  enjoyed. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG:  I  am  in- 
formed that  these  nets  were  seised  b> 
bailiffs  of  the  Board  of  Conservators, 
not  upon  the  ground  that  the  rights  of 
any  private  fishery  were  encroached  on. 
but  because  the  nets  were  unlicensed  and 
set  in  an  illegal  manner.  I  understand 
that  the  Conservators  are  considering  the 
question  of  a  prosecution.  The  matter  h 
not  one  for  the  Executive  to  deal  with. 
If  the  rights  of  the  fishermen  have  beeu 
invaded,  they  have  their  remedy  at  law. 

Oalway  Harbour  Loan. 
Colonel  NOLAN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  if  the  Board  of  Works  is. 
specially  in  charge  of  Galway  Harbour 
owing  to  a  still  undischarged  loan ; 
and,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  en- 
trance to  the  harbour  is  now  somewhat 
impaired,  ho  will  say  if  the  Board  of 
Works  or  the  harbour  master  have 
received  any  communication  showing  that 
the  harbour  is  becoming  difficult  of  access 
for  vessels  of  3,000  tons,  even  when  these 
have  been  lightened  in  the  roadstead ; 
and  whether  the  Board  of  Works  will 
soon  take  steps  to  improve  the  Galway 
entrance,  either  by  procuring  the  dredger 
connected  with  the  Agricultural  Depart- 
ment or  by  other  means. 

Mr.  VICTOR  CAVENDISH:  The  Board 
of  Works  have  appointed  a  Receiver  to 
collect  the  revenues  of  Galway  Harbour, 
and  all  financial  arrangements  are  subject 
to   their  approval  as  mortgagees.    The 
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upkeep  of  the  harbour  is  in  the  hands  of 
its  Oommissioners.  It  is  known  that  the 
entrance  of  the  harbour  needs  dredging, 
but  the  Board  of  Works  have  not  received 
a  communication  stating  that  access  was 
difficult  for  vessels  of  3,000  tons.  As 
regards  the  last  portion  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member's  Question,  I  would  lefer 
him  to  my  reply  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Galway  City. 

Limerick  Post  Office— Wage  Scale. 

Mr.  JOYCE  (Limerick) :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Postmaster-Genertki  whether  he  will 
explain  why  the  maximum  salary  at  the 
Limerick  Post  Office  was  reduced  from 
50b.  per  week  to  48s.,  seeing  that  the 
Bradford  Report  recommends  ihi^t  the 
salary  at  this  office  be  increased ;  and  will 
he  say  if  he  has  received  a  petition  from 
the  local  staff. 

Lord  STANLEY :  The  scale  rising  to 
50s.  a  week  is  now  obsolete,  but  officers 
at  Limerick  appointed  befoie  April  1st  will 
retain  that  maximum.  I  have  received 
a  memorial  from  the  staff,  and  I  am 
having  inquiry  made  as  to  whether  the 
next  higher  scale  rising  to  52s.  a  week  is 
warranted. 

Male  Learners  in  the  Limerick  Post  Office- 
Mr.  JOYCE :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Post- 
master-General whether  he  is  aware  that 
there  are  seven  male  learners  in  the 
Limerick  Post  Office  with  services  ranging 
from  two  yeard  eight  months  to  one 
^ear  ten  months  ;  can  he  say  when  thoss 
who  entered  in  Augu&t,  1902,  and  who  are 
acting  as  temporary  force  pending  re- 
vision will  be  appointed ;  whether  he 
intends  to  compensate  these  learners  for 
the  time  they  are^  waiting  appointment, 
or  will  their  appointment  date  from  the 
time  it  was  necessary  to  create  the 
temporary  force ;  and  whether,  as  regards 
the  learners  with  twenty -two  months 
service,  he  can  hold  out  any  prospect  of 
appointment  for  them,  other  than  the 
vacancies  that  may  arise  from  superan- 
nuation, dismissal,  or  death. 

Lord  STANLEY :  I  am  aware  of  the 
f  jbcts,  which  are  substantially  as  stated 
by  the  hon.  Member.  As  the  revision 
depends  on  the  occupation  of  a  new 
office  and  other  contingencies,  I  regret 
that  I  am  unable  at  present  to  state  when 
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the  learners  acting  as  sorting  clerks  and 
telegraphists  will  be  appointed.  In  the 
meantime,  however,  they  receive  an 
acting  allowance  which  is  in  ex^^ess  of 
their  pay  as  learnerf,  and  I  do  not  pro- 
pose to  give  them  further  compensation 
or  to  date  their  appointments  from  the 
beginning  of  their  temporary  employment. 
The  senior  Limerick  learner  is  at  present 
No.  9  on  the  district  list  for  employment 
at  other  offices.  When  the  Limerick 
learners  reach  the  top  of  the  list  there 
may  be  opportunities  of  offering  them 
appointments  at  other  towns. 

Galway  Harbonr  Loans. 

Mr.  CHARLES  DEVLIN;   I  beg  to 

ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  if 
he  will  state  the  amount  advanced,  by 
way  of  loan,  by  the  BDard  of  Works  to 
the  Galway  Harbour  Commission;  the 
year  in  which  such  loan  was  made ;  the 
amount  of  interest  to  date  collected  on 
such  loan ;  the  rate  of  interest  charged ; 
the  amount  of  loan  still  due. 

Mr.  VICTOR  CAVENDISH :  (1)  Loan 
of  £24,000,  sanctioned  June  1st,  1832, 
interest  4  per  cent.  This  loan  was  com- 
muted under  30  and  31  Vic  ,  cap.  56,  the 
sum  of  £9,322  14s.  lOd.  principal,  and 
£1,949  13s.  7d.  interest  being  remitted, 
making  a  total  remission  of  £11,272  83. 5d. 
The  commuted  debt  £10,000  was  made 
repayable  in  fifty  years  at  3 J  per  ce.it. 
The  interest  paid  on  the  commuted  loan 
to  March  31st,  1905,  amounts  to 
£9,461  8s.  7d.,  and  the  principal  now  out- 
standing is  £4,291  8s.  7d.  (2)  Loan  of 
£28,100  sanctioned  August  20th,  1880, 
rate  of  interest  4  perce.it.,  period  twenty- 
five  years.  Interest  paid  to  March  3lst, 
190511  £14,537  128.  4d.,  principal  out- 
standing  £12,173  19s.  9d.  (3)  Loan  of 
£8,200  sanctioned  Mirch  13th,  1883, 
rate  of  interest  4  per  cent.,  period  twenty- 
five  years.  Interest  paid  £4,261  18s.  3d., 
principal  outstanding  £4,114  4s.  2d. 

Galway  Harbour—The  Government 

Dredger. 

Mr.  CHARLES  DELVIN :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether,  in 
view  of  the  announcement  that  the 
Tralee  Harbour  Boaid  expect  to  be 
through  with  the  dredger  by  the  1st  of 
August,  and  the  fact  that  the  need  f)r 
dredging  at  the  entrance  to  the  new  dock 
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of  Gal  way  is  pressing,  and  that  the 
Oalway  Harbour  Commissioners  have 
been  making  representations  on  the 
subject  to  the  Board  of  Works  for  years, 
he  will  place  the  dredger  at  the  disposal 
of  the  Galway  Harbour  Commission  early 
in  August. 

Mr.  victor  CAVENDISH:  The 
dredger  is  engaged  during  tiie  whole  of 
the  present  year,  but  the  Board  of  Works 
are  endeavouring  to  make  arrangements 
to  render  it  available  for  use  at  Galway 
as  soon  as  possible  next  year,  and  they 
are  in  correspondence  with  the  Harbour 
'Commissioners  on  the  subject. 

Next  of  Kin  of  Late  Helen  Blake. 

Mr.  O'KELLY:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  if  any  sum  of 
money  was  allowed  from  any  source  for 
the  prosecution  of  inquiries  as  to  the  next 
of  kin  of  the  late  Helen  Blake ;  if  so,  by 
whom  these  inquiries  were  conducted, 
where  they  were  held,  and  when ;  and 
what  was  the  total  sum  expended,  if 
a  ay. 

Mr.  VICTOR  CAVENDISH:  No 
sum  of  money  has  been  allowed  from  any 
source  for  the  prosecution  of  inquiries  as 
to  the  next  of  kin  of  the  late  Helen 
Blake. 

Volunteers  and  Imperial  Defence. 

Sir  HOWARD  VINCENT :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  if  the 
Committee  of  Imperial  Defence  has  had 
under  consideration  the  coatinuanoe  of 
the  state  of  affairs  declared  to  exist  in 
1900,  that  there  was  no  effective  organisa- 
tion for  the  utilisation  of  the  Volunteers, 
notwithstanding  the  recommendations  to 
that  end  of  the  Duke  of  Norfolk's  Cora- 
mission  in  June  last ;  and  what  steps  it 
is  proposed  to  take  in  the  matter. 

The  prime  MINISTER  and  FIRST 
LORD  OP  THE  TREASURY  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour,  Manchester,  E.):  I  think  it 
would  be  desirable  that  any  Question  deal- 
ing with  the  organisation  of  the  Volun- 
teers or  of  any  other  military  force  should 
be  addressed  to  tiie  Secretary  for  War  and 
not  to  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee 
of  Defence,  with  whom  the  matter  does 
not  rest.    Perhaps  my  hon.  friend  will 


{COMMONS} 

put  this  Question  down  to  the  Secretary 
for  War  for  another  day. 


Sir  HOWARD    VINCENT :    I    wiU 

raise  the  question  on  the  Motion  for 
the  adjournment  for  the  Whitsuntide 
holidays. 

The  Scottish  Ohnrches  XMapnte. 
Mr.  BRYCB  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  he  can 
now  inform  the  House  on  what  day  he 
proposes  to  introduce  the  Bill  which  has 
been  promised  for  dealing  with  the 
diflBculties  that  have  arisen  in  Scotland 
in  connection  with  the  property  of  the 
Free  Church  and  the  United  Free 
Church. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  As  I  have 
previously  sail,  I  have  every  expectation 
of  being  able  to  introduce  this  Bill  before 
Whitsuntide,  but  short  of  that  general 
statement  T  do  not  think  I  can  give  any 
precise  information  on  the  subject  of  the 
Question. 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  I  suppose  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  aware  that  great  impatience 
on  this  subject  exists  in  Scotland  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Oh,  yes ;  I  am 
aware  of  that  impatience,  and  I  think 
the  anxiety  on  the  subject  is  well 
justified,  but  I  doubt  whether  time 
would  really  be  gaioed  by  modifying  the 
general  outline  of  policy. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  (Perthshire,  E.) :  As 
the  General  Assemblies  meet  this  week 
could  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  not 
arrange  to  have,  this  Bill  introduced 
while  they  are  still  in  session  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  am  aware 
that  the  General  Assemblies  of  the 
Presbyterian  Churches  in  Scotland  meet 
this  week,  and  that  was  one  of  the 
reasons  why  I  thought  it  naight  not  be 
desirable  to  introduce  the  Bill  during 
their  session. 

Naval  and  Military  Expenditure. 

Mr.  lough  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether,  having 
regard  to  the  character  of  his  proposals 
for  Imperial  defence  and   the    growing 
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opinion  in  favoni  of  large  reductions  in 
tbe  national  expenditure  to  enable  the 
country  to  meet  its  liabilities,  he  can  see 
his  way  to  undertake  that  the  Govern- 
ment shall  reconsider  the  outlay  proposed 
in  the  Estimates  for  tjie  present  year, 
and  so  initiate  steps  to  relieve  distress 
and  abate  the  growing  discontent. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  think  the 
hon.  Gentleman  has  put  this  Question 
under  a  misapprehension.  In  the  opinion 
of  the  Grovemment  the  Estimates  of  the 
year  are  not  in  any  excess  of  the  national 
requirements ;  and  I  am  sorry  to  say  that 
the  general  lines  of  defensive  policy 
which  I  endeavoured  to  sketch  last 
Thursday  do  not,  to  my  mind»  hold  out 
any  hope  of  a  reduction  of  the  important 
kind  which  appeared  in  our  debate  on 
naval  expenditure. 

Mr.  lough  :  Might  not  expenditure 
on  capital^account  be  somewhat  modified 
in  view  of  the  declarations  made  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  hon. 
Gentleman  has  not  seen  our  proposals  for 
capital  expenditure  as  yet.  The  Bill  has 
not  been  brought  in. 

Tbe  Colonial  Ck>nferenc6. 
Mr.  SOARES  (Devonshiie,  Barnstaple) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
whether,  if  the  present  Government  is 
still  in  office  at  the  time  of  the  holding 
of  the  Colonial  Conference  in  1906,  it  is 
their  intention  to  authorise  the  British 
representatives  to  discuss  with  the 
colonial  representatives  the  question  of 
mutual  preferential  trading  between  the 
mother  country  and  the  Colonies. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  subject 
has  not  yet  been  considered  by  His 
Majesty's  Government,  but  as  the  hon. 
Gentleman  asks  me  the  Question,  it  seems 
to  me  impossible  for  any  Government  to 
endeavour  to  restrict  the  discussions  of  a 
Conference  with  the  Colonies;  and 
certainly,  if  it  is  difficult  for  any  Govern- 
ment, it  woidd  be  especially  difficult  for 
a  Government  which  desires  closer  com- 
mercial union  with  those  Colonies. 

Mr.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON :  Is  it 
definitely  settled  that  there  b  to  be  a 
Colonial  Conference  next  year  ? 


Mr,  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Well,  there  was 
a  Resolution  passed  at  the  last  meeting  of 
the  Colonial  Conference  that  there  should 
be  a  Conference  not  later  then  1906. 

Mr.  LOUGH:  Is  not  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  bound  by  a  general  pledge  to 
do  nothing  during  the  existence  of  the 
present  Parliament  to  advance  the 
subject  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  No,  Sir;  I 
was  talking  of  the  Conference,  not  of  this 
House. 

Mr.  SOARES :  Is  not  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  bound  by  the  terms  of  his 
Edinburgh  speech  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  No,  Sir. 

An  HON.  MEMBER:  Apparently  you 
are  bound  by  nothing. 


ADJOURNMENT. 

Sir  H.  CAMPBELLBANNERMAN 
(Stirling  Burghs):  I  wish  to  ask  the 
Prime  Minister,  with  regard  to  an  Answer 
which  he  gave  two  minutes  ago  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Barnstaple — which 
Answer  caused  great  surprise  to  a  great 
many  Members  of  the  House —whether 
we  are  to  understand  that  he  meant  to 
imply  that  he  was  under  no  obligation  to 
inaction  in  the  matter  of  colonial  pre- 
ference except  in  this  House,  and  that  out 
of  this  House  the  Government  were  free 
to  take  any  step  they  chose  so  far  as  any 
undertaking  or  pledge  on  his  part  was 
concerned;  and,  secondly,  whether  we 
are  to  understaTid  him  to  say  that  he  is 
not  bound  by  anything  he  said  on  this 
subject  in  his  Edinburgh  speech  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUft :  No,  Sir.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  asks  me  whether  I 
am  bound  to  inaction  with  regard  to 
colonial  preference  outside  this  House. 
Why,  of  course  I  am  not.  When  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  discussing  it 
every  day  from  a  public  platform,  I 
suppose  I  may  be  allowed  to  answer  him  ? 

Sir  H.  OAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
There  is  a  difference  between  discussion 
and  action* ; 
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Mr.  a.  J,  BALFOUR :  If  the  right 
hoD.  Grentlrman  means  that  we  desire  to 
use  our  majority  in  this  House  lor  deal- 
ing with  the  fiscal  question  in  the  c  ^uise 
of  the  present  Parliament,  I  must  reply 
that  we  certainly  do  not  mean  to  do  so. 

Sir  H.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
Is  it  limited  to  proceedings  in  this  House  ? 
Are  we  to  understand  that  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  really  do  not 
quite  know  what  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man means. 

Sir  H.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
Are  we  to  understand  that  while  the 
light  hon.  Gentleman  is  restricted  by 
\vhat  he  has  said  from  proceedings  or 
discussions  in  this  House  he  is  fre?,  the 
Government  are  free,  to  take  any  ad- 
ministrative steps  they  choose  wh'ch 
will  have  the  effect  of  committing  the 
country  to  a  certain  elementary  stage,  at 
all  events,  of  this  policy  ? 

Mr.  A-  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  do  not  think 
the  Government  ought  to  commit  the 
country  on  the  subject  of  fiscal  reform 
during  the  continuance  of  the  present 
Parliament. 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  (Carnarvon 
Boroughs):  Does  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man consider  that  the  Government  is  now 
bound  by  the  specific  statement  made  by 
Lord  Lansdowne  that  they  would  not 
submit  the  question  of  colonial  prefer- 
ence to  the  Colonial  Conference  without 
first  seeking  a  mandate  from  the  country 
on  the  question  of  the  reference  to  the 
Conference  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  do  not  re- 
member that  at  all. 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE :  The  state- 
ment was  specifically  made  in  the  House 
of  Lords. 

Mr.  a.  J,  BALFOUR;  I  think  it  was 
not,  as  a  matter  of  fact.' 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGB  :  Then  may  I 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  if  that  is 
not  his  view  as  to  the  attitude  of  the 
Government?  Does  that  repref^ent  his 
view  of  the  attitude  of  the  Government, 
that  the  Government  will  not  submit  the 


question  of  colonial  preference  to  the 
Conference  without  first  of  all  seeking  a 
mandate  from  the  country  on  the  ques- 
tion of  the  reference  to  the  Conference  ? 
Does  that  represent  the  attitude  of  the 
Government  alN^he  present  moment  ? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  There  is  no 
question  of  a  reference  to  the  Conference. 
The  Conference  comes  together  through 
its  own  action  in  1906.  [An  Hok. 
Member  :  Who  calls  it  ?]  That  Confer- 
ence is,  like  all  its  predecessors,  and,  I 
hope,  all  its  successors,  free  to  discuss 
any  question.  It  is  not  free  to  bind  th(' 
Colonies.  It  is  certainly  not  free  to  bind 
this  country  or  His  Majesty's  Government. 
I  do  not  see  how  it  would  be  po  .sible  f .  r 
us  or  for  our  successors  to  limit  free  dis- 
cussion in  this  Conference. 

Sir  H.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
I  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
make  the  House  understand  the  matter 
better  if  he  would  answer  the  second 
part  of  my  previous  Question,  which  he 
has  not  done  hitherto.  Does  he  depart 
from  the  pledge  he  gave  in  his  Edinburgh 
speech  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  in  no  sense 
depart  from  the  policy  I  announced  in 
my  Edinburgh  speech.  I  frankly  admit 
when  I  made  that  speech  I  had  not  in 
contemplation  the  fact  that  a  Conference 
was  to  come  together  automatically  next 
year,  and  I  said  nothing  about  it.  What 
I  did  say  was  that,  in  my  judgment,  in 
the  present  condition  of  public  opinion  in 
this  country,  it  would  neither  be  possible 
nor  right  for  the  Government  to  adopt 
any  s^'stem  of  fiscal  reform  unless  the 
plan  had  first  been  submitted  to  the 
country.  That  was  the  policy  of  the 
Edinburgh  speech,  and  anybody  who  has 
read  it  must  know  that  that  was  the 
policy  of  it. 

Sir  H.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
The  pledge  given  in  the  Edinburgh  speech 
was  that  the  country  would  be  consulted, 
first  as  to  the  submission  of  this  matter 
to  the  Conference,  and  then  again,  if 
necessary,  as  to  the  question  of  approving 
or  disapproving  the  reiults  of  the  Con- 
ference. There  were  to  be  two  conse- 
quential references  to  the  country  in  the 
matter  beffire  anything  was  done. 
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Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  think  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  aomowhat  misuses 
the  word  "pledge'*  in  regard  to  that 
speech.  I  can  understand  that  my  hon. 
friends  on  this  side  of  the  House  may  say 
that  any  announcement  of  policy  I  made 
was  in  a  sense  a  pledge  to  them  ;  but  I 
cannot  see  how  the  announcement  of  a 
policy  on  this  side  of  the  House  can  be 
regarded  as  a  pledge  to  the  other  side  of 
the  House.  Of  course,  if  you  go  to  the 
country,  as  Mr.  Gladstone  did,  saying  you 
will  do  one  thing,  and  then,  when  you 
are  returned,  you  do  something  else,  that 
is  another  thing.  But,  as  far  as  hon. 
Grentlemen  opposite  are  concerned,  it  is 
open  to  me  at  any  time  to  say  I 
have  changed  my  opinions.  But,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  I  have  not  changed 
my  opinions.  They  remain  what 
they  were,  and  I  repeat  that  when  I 
made  my  Edinburgh  speech— I  ought, 
perhaps,  to  apologise  for  not  remembering 
it,  but  I  really  had  not  in  my  mind  this 
Conference  of  1906,  and  as  I  had  not  it 
in  my  mind  it  was  not  in  any  way 
referred  to —  the  policy  referred  to  was 
clear,  and  to  that  I  adhere.  There  are 
two  alterniitives.  The  Government  may 
be  returned  to  office  on  the  broad 
question  of  fiscal  reform,  and  it  may  say, 
''We  have  that  mandate  and  we  are 
going  to  act  upon  it,  and,  if  returned,  we 
intend  to  recommend  it  to  the  House  of 
Commons."  I  stated  at  Edinburgh  that 
I  did  not  think  that  could  be  done.  I 
had  not  in  my  mind  that  a  Conference 
would  meet  in  the  course  of  the  present 
Parliament  Perhaps  it  will  not.  The 
Edinburgh  policy  was  that  any  policy 
agreed  upon  by  the  Government  should 
be  submitted  to  the  country,  and  that  is 
the  policy  of  the  Government  now.  To 
it  I  still  adhere. 

Sir  H.  CAMPBELLBANNERMAN : 
Mr.  Deputy-Speaker,  I  rise  for  the  pur- 
pose of  asking  leave  to  move  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  House  at  the  evening  sitting 
on  a  definite  matter  of  urgent  public 
importance,  namely — **  To  draw  attention 
to  the  statement  made  by  the  Prime 
Minister  that  the  question  of  colonial 
preference  will  be  submitted  to  the 
Colonial  Conference  in  1906  " 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :    I  never  said 
that,  Sir. 


Sir  H.  CAMPBBLL-BANNBRMAN  : 
''  May  be  submitted  to  the  Colonial  Con- 
ference in  1906  before  the  country  has  had 
an  opportunity  of  expressing  its  opinion 
thereon." 

Mr.  deputy -SPEAKER  asked 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
the  support  of  the  requisite  number  of 
Members,  but  the  pleasure  of  the  House 
not  having  been  signified,  Mr.  Deputy - 
Speaker  called  on  those  Members  who 
supported  the  Motion  to  rise  in  their 
places,  and  not  less  than  iorty  Members 
having  accordingly  risen. 

The  Motion  stood  over,  under  Standing 
Order  No.  10,  until  this  Evening's 
Sitting. 


NEfF  BILL. 


ALKALI,  ETC.,  WORKS  BILL. 

''  To  consolidate  and  amenl  the  Alkali, 
etc.,  Works  Regulation  Acts,  1881  and 
1892,"  presented  by  Mr.  Gerald  Balfour ; 
supported  by  Mr.  Grant  Lawsou  ;  to  be 
re  id  a  second  time  upon  Monday  next, 
and  to  be  printed.    [Bill  227.] 


POST     OFFICE     (TELEPHONE     AGREE- 

MENT). 

Order  read,  for  resuming  adjourned 
debate  on  Question  [3rd  May],**  That  a 
Select  Committee  be  appointed  to 
consider  the  Agreement  of  the  2nd  day 
of  February,  1905,  between  the  Post- 
master -  General  and  tl^e  National 
Telephone  Company,  and  to  report 
whether  it  is  desirable  in  the  public 
interest  that  the  Agreement  should 
become  binding." — (Lord  Stanley.) 

Question  again  proposed. 

Mr.  KEARLEY  (Devonport)  rose  to 
propose  the  A.mendment  which  stood  in 
his  name  on  the  Paper.  He  was  not 
objecting  to  the  appointment  of  this  Com- 
mittee, but  his  point  was  that  to  use  the 
words  of  his  Amendment,  **  having  regard 
to  the  public  statement  of  the  Post- 
master-General that  under  no  circum- 
stances can  any  alterations  be  made  in 
the     agreement     with    the     Telephone 
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Company  to  whicli  he  has  given  hifl 
assenty  this  House  fails  to  see  the 
necessity  for  the  appointment  of  a  Com- 
mittee to  consider  it." 

Mr.  deputy  -  speaker  :  I  may 
point  out  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  this 
Amendment  will  not  be  in  order.  It  is 
a  direct  negative,  but  he  will  be  at  liberty 
to  make  his  speech. 

Mr.  KEARLEY  said  his  objection  was 
that  while  he  considered  it  necessary 
that  there  should  bo  a  Parliamentary 
Committee^  he  objected  to  it  being 
appointed  with  truncated  powers,  to  it 
not  having  a  free  hand,  and  to  it 
receiving  in  advance  instructions  from 
the  noble  Lord  that  it  must  either 
accept  or  reject  thiH  agreement.  In  view 
of  the  past  experience  the  House  had 
had,  and  in  view  of  the  ill  effects  of  all  the 
various  previous  agreements,  he  did  not 
think  that  was  a  position  which  Parlia- 
ment would  desire  to  acquiesce  in,  and  he 
felt  he  was  justified  in  that  view,  because 
there  was  overwhelming  evidence  to  show 
'  that  during  the  whole  time  agreements 
had  from  time  to  time  been  arrived  at 
by  successive  Postmastrrs-Gfeneral,  the 
Hotvse  of  C^ommonshadhad  no  opportunity 
of  genuinely  considering  those  agreements, 
otherwise  much  money  would  have  been 
saved  to  the  nation,  and  they  would  have 
had  an  efficient  and  adequate  telephone 
system  at  much  cheaper  rates  than  they 
had  now.  This  agreement  completed  an 
operation,  part  of  which  had  already  been 
carried  out.  The  agreement  of  1901 
dealt  with  the  buying  up  of  the  London 
plant — the  London  exchange  area — and 
this  agreement  proposed  to  complete  the 
operation  by  buying  up  the  plant  of  the 
whole  of  the  United  Kingdom.  Indeed, 
it  went  beyond  that.  It  really  included 
the  purchase  of  the  buildings  in  the 
London  area  which  were  not  included  in 
the  1901  agreement. 

The  postmaster-general  (Lord 
Stanley,  Lancashire,  Westhoughton) : 
Yes,  I  think  that  is  so. 

Mr.  KEARLEY  continuing,  said  they 
had  this  important  fact,  that  the  1901 
agreement  provided  for  the  purchase  of 
the  London  plant,  and  now  in  1905  they 
had  an  agreement  which  contemplated 

^Ir.  Kearley 


the  purchase  of  the  whole  of  the  plant  of 
the  United  Kingdom,  plus  the  buildings 
in  London,  which  in  itself  meant  a  very 
large  sum.  It  was,  therefore,  more 
necessary  now  than  ever  before  that 
Parliament  should  consider  with  the 
greatest  care  what  was  going  to  hapi)en 
under  this  agreement*  Yet  the  Commit- 
tee which  it  was  proposed  to  appoint  was 
to  have  its  power  restricted  at  this  im- 
portant moment.  It  was  not  treating 
Parliament  in  the  way  it  had  a  right  to 
expect  to  be  treated.  They  were  a 
deliberative  body,  and  the  noble  Lord 
had  no  right  whatever  to  say  to  a  Com- 
mittee— "  Here  is  this  agreement,  take  it 
upstairs  and  consider  it ;  if  you  do  not 
like  it  reject  it ;  if  you  think  you  can 
accept  it,  do  accept  it,  but  you  are  not  to 
make  a  single  suggestion  by  way  ol 
amendment,  because  if  you  do  that  you 
will  be  going  beyond  your  powers." 
There  was  another  point.  Supposing 
this  Committee  went  to  work  and  its 
deliberations  occupied  a  long  time.  Sup- 
posing it  did  not  come  to  some  decision 
before  the  end  of  the  session.  The  hght 
hon.  Gentleman  told  them  the  agreement 
would  then  come  into  force  whether  the 
Committee  came  to  a  decision  or  not. 
That  was  a  most  astonishing  position  to 
put  Parliament  in.  They  could  not 
urge  at  this  moment  that  there  was  any 
urgency,  because  the  purchase  agreement 
would  not  really  become  efEective  until 
the  expiration  of  the  licence  of  the 
National  Telephone  Company  in  1911, 
■o  that  there  were  six  solid  years  in  front 
of  them,  during  which  they  ought  to 
have  an  opportunity  of  considering  this 
in  all  its  bearings.  This  Committee, 
when  appointed,  ought  to  have  a  free 
hand. 

Let  them  consider  for  a  moment 
the  effect  of  the  various  agreements  come 
to  between  different  Postmasters-General 
and  various  telephone  companies.  He 
would  endeavour  to  review  these  agree- 
ments in  chronological  order^  so  that  the 
House  might  appreciate  the  point  he  was 
endeavouring  to  make.  Every  one  of 
these  agreements,  without  a  single  excep- 
tion, had  had  this  effect,  that  it  had 
worsened  the  national  interests  and 
bettered  the  interests  of  the  telephone 
company.  No  single  Postmaster-General 
had  conserved  the  national  interest ;  on 
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the  contrary,  every  agreement  that  had 
been  made  had  acted  definitely  to  the 
benefit  of  the  telephone  companies. 


Mr.  DEPUTY-SPEAKER:  Order, 
order !  I  do  not  think  the  hon.  Gentle- 
.man  will  be  entitled  to  go  into  criticism 
of  the  agreements  themselves.  The 
question  before  the  House  is  whether  the 
Committee  shall  be  appointed  to  consider 
that  question,  and  he  is  now  anticipating 
the  work  of  the  Committee. 

Mr.  KEARLEY  pointed  out  that  the 
Committee  was  proposed  to  be  appointed 
to  deal  with  a  particular  agreement. 
His  argument  was  directed  towards  this. 
If  the  (government  put  a  limit  on  its 
powers,  the  Committee  would  not  have 
the  full  opportunity  of  doing  justice  to 
the  national  interest,  and  he  was  using, 
as  an  illustration,  what  had  happened  in 
regard  to  previous  agreements.  He  pro- 
posed to  point  out  that  the  effect  in  the 
past  of  not  submitting  these  agreements 
genuinely  to  Parliament  had  been  bad 
and  hurtful  to  the  national  interests. 

Mr.  DEPUTY-SPEAKER  :  That 
would  be  a  good  argument  for  sending 
this  agreement  to  a  Committee,  and  the 
hon.  Member  is  entitled  to  do  that. 

Mr.  KEARLEY  continued  that  his 
argument  was  that  the  powers  given 
to  the  Committee  were  too  restricted. 
He  had  not  the  faintest  objection 
to  the  appointment  of  the  Com- 
mittee. He  thought,  indeed,  that  a 
Committee  should  be  appointed  and 
he  welcomed  this  appointment.  He 
would  next  review  what  had  happened 
under  these  various  agreements  which 
had  been  entered  into  on  this  matter, 
and  which  had  not  been  genuinely  sub- 
mitted to  Parliament.  The  telephone 
system  of  this  country  was  not  one  of 
very  long  standing;  it  was  only  about 
twenty-five  years  old.  In  1880  the  first 
real  telephone  company  was  formed, 
the  United  Telephone  Company.  In 
1880  the  Postmaster- General,  as  repre- 
senting the  Government,  took  action 
against  the  United  Telephone  Company, 
and  it  was  successfully  maintained  in  the 
Courts  of  Law  that  the  telephone  was 
really  a  telegraph,  and  consequently  the 


use  of  this  discovery  was  prohibited  by 
the  Courts.  He  mentioned  that  to  show 
to  the  House  what  a  lack  of  concern  for 
the  national  interests  had  been  displayed 
by  the  Government,  because,  after 
having  achieved  that  success  in  the 
Courts  of  Law,  the  Postmaster-General, 
instead  of  taking  over  the  business  and 
operating  it  in  the  interest  of  the  country, 
entered  into  an  agreement  with  the 
United  Telephone  Company  and  granted 
them  a  licence  for  thirty  years,  the  licence 
which  expired  in  1911,  and  the  only 
consideration  he  got  was  that  the  Post 
Office  should  receive  a  royalty  of  10  per 
cent.  Now,  in  1884  Mr.  Fawcett,  who 
was  then  Postmaster- General,  announced 
that  the  policy  of  the  Government  was 
that  there  should  be  free  competition  in 
the  telephone  business,  and  the  result 
was  that  as  many  as  fifteen  or  twenty 
rival  companies  sprang  into  existence; 
but  in  1901  the  patent  under  which  the 
telephone  system  was  then  being  worked 
expired.  That  brought  them  down  to 
the  next  agreement  of  1892,  the  most 
fatal  agreement  into  which  this  country 
entered,  and  he  wanted  to  direct  the 
special  attention  of  the  House  to  it. 
They  had  made  a  point  of  free  competi- 
tion, but  under  the  agreement  of  1892 
theie  was  created  an  absolutely  en- 
trenched monopoly.  It  was  put  in  an  un- 
assailable position,  and  the  Government 
aided  and  abetted  that  monopoly  in 
swallowing  up  its  rivals,  and  it  further 
enabled  it  to  make  whatever  charges  it 
liked  without  any  obligations  as  to  supply 
except  that  it  could  supply  where  it 
chose.  There  were  no  terms  as  to  the 
dividend  to  be  paid,  and  the  company 
did  pay  as  much  as  40  per  cent.,  although 
it  had  been  the  practice  to  limit  divi- 
dends for  gas  and  other  undertakings. 
The  Government  also  secured  for  the 
company  the  control  of  the  streets.  It 
was  the  Post  Office  itself  that  gave  the 
telephone  company  the  control  of  the 
streets. 

Sir     J.    FERGUSSON    (Manchester, 
N.B.) :  That  is  not  so. 

Mr.  KEARLEY  said  that  later  on  he 
would  have  something  to  say  about  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  share  in  these 
transactions.       He    repeated    that  ^  t^ 
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agreement  of  1892  wrenched  away  from 
the  local  authorities  the  power  they  had 
over  the  telephone  company  in  regard 
to  the  streets. 

Mr.  deputy  -  speaker  :  Order, 
order !  The  hon.  Gentleman  must  come 
to  the  point.  He  is  now  fourteen  years 
back ;  be  must  come  a  little  more  up  to 
modern  date.  The  House  cannot  go  into 
an  elaborate  discussion.  The  question 
before  the  House  is  simply  whether  or 
not  it  shall  appoint  a  Committee  to 
consider  this  last  agreement,  and  I  shall 
have  to  stop  the  hon.  Grentleman  if  he 
persists  in  his  present  course. 

Mr.  KEAELET  Baid  the  powers  of 
this  proposed  Committee  were  restricted, 
and  he  was  endeavouring  to  show  that 
by  restricting  those  powers  there  would 
be  brought  about  a  similar  state  of  things 
to  that  from  which  the  country  was  suffer- 
ing I  ow.  Under  the  1892  agreement,  the 
Government  agreed  to  purchase  the  trunk 
lines,  to  supply  trunk  lines  as  they  might 
be  required,  and  empowered  the  tele 
phone  company  to  make  exchanges  with 
various  post  oflSces  throughout  the 
country.  The  obligation  upon  the  Gov- 
ernment to  construct  trunk  lines  on 
behalf  of  the  telephone  company  was  a 
tremendous  backing,  and  it  was  not  to 
be  wondered  at  that  the  company  suc- 
ceeded in  swallowing  up  all  rival  com- 
petition. In  evidence  of  that,  he  might 
say  that,  although  prior  to  the  agreement 
the  capital  of  the  company  was  little 
more  than  £750,000,  yet  within  two  years 
it  had  grown  to  £4,000,000,  much  of  which 
consisted  of  '*  watered  "  capital. 

How  had  Parliament  been  treated  in 
this  matter  ?  His  argument  was  that  \f 
Parliament  had  been  taken  fully  into 
consultation  much  that  had  happened 
would  not  have  occurred.  The  dissolu- 
tion in  1892  took  place  at  the  end  of 
June.  It  was  not  a  sudden  dissolution. 
It  had  been  hailed  from  the  housetops 
for  a  month  or  six  weeks  before  it  took 
place.  During  the  last  week  in  May  a 
Treasury  Minute  was  issued  describing 
the  proposals  which  were  to  be  included 
in  the  agreement  of  1892.  A  Bill  was 
introduced  and  instantly  got  its  Second 
Reading,  and  in  the  first  week  of  June 
was  referred   to  a  Committee   upstairs. 

Mr.  Kearley, 


Ten  days  after  the  reference,  the  Select 
Committee  reported  that  the  responsi- 
bility for  the  details  of  the  agree- 
ment must  rest  with  the  Gov- 
ernment, but  they  thought  that  the 
agreement  should  be  la^d  before  Parlia- 
ment. He  thought  every  Member  would 
agree  that  that  Report  bore  the  impression 
of  the  matters  not  having  been  considered 
serioush'.  It  was  a  hurried  transaction 
in  a  hurried  Committee;  there  was  no 
real  Parliamentary  consideration  of  the 
agreement,  otherwise  such  an  agreement 
would  not  have  pissed  and  the  country 
would  not  have  been  saddled  with  the 
conditions  of  to-day.  On  August  llth, 
after  the  Government  had  been  defeated 
at  the  polls,  and  on  the  very  night  of  the 
division  on  the  Asquith  Amendment, 
which  resulted  in  the  eviction  of  the 
Government,  the  then  Postmaster- 
General  signed  the  agreement.  He  sub- 
mitted that  that  was  not  a  genuine 
consultation  of  the  wishes  of  Parliament. 

Sir  J.  FBRGUSSON  :  The  agreement 
had  been  most  fully  explained  at  the  Table, 
not  only  by  myself,  but  by  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer. 

Mr.  EEARLEY:  said  he  had  seen 
many  Ministers  fully  explain  agreements 
at  the  Table  after  mii^ight,  with  per- 
haps half-a-dozen  Members  in  the 
House.  What  he  was  urging  was  that 
an  agreement  of  such  fiir-reaching 
importance  should  be  genuinely  con- 
sideied  by  a  Committe  upstairs  without 
any  fettering  of  its  powers.  But  that 
was  not  what  happened.  What  was  the 
hurry  in  signing  the  agreement  on 
August  llth  ?  The  Asquith  Amendment 
that  night  brought  the  Government  to 
an  end.  Many  Members  considered  then, 
and  had  considered  ever  since,  that  it 
was  a  very  doubtful  transaction  indeed. 
It  was  contested  in  this  House  by  Sir 
John  Lubbock  and  in  the  House  of 
Lords  by  Lord  Hobhouse,  and  it  was  to 
prevent  a  repetit-on  of  that  sort  of  thing 
that  he  was  urging  that  this  Committee 
should  be  given  untrammelled  and  un- 
restricted powers  to  deal  with  the  present 
agreement.  Asa  result  of  the  1892  agree- 
ment, there  had  been  shackled  upon  the 
country  this  telephone  monopoly  with  its 
inejficient,  inadequate,  outrageously  dear 
system.    London  had  had  to  bear  the 
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bmnt  of  the  burden,  and  had  been 
exploited  to  the  extent  of  75  per  cent, 
more  in  charges  than  any  other  part  of 
the  country.  The  natural  outcome  of 
that  agreement  "was  a  great  agitation 
throughout  the  country,  and  when  the 
n«w  Government  came  in  a  new  Com- 
mittee was  moved  for.  The  Committee 
was  duly  appointed,  and  it  was  in  the 
midst  of  its  deliberations  when  another 
dissolution  came.  It  reported  to  the 
House  that  it  had  not  had  time  to  com- 
plete its  investigation  and  that  it  hoped 
to  be  reappointed  in  the  next  session. 
It  never  was  reappointed,  and  perhaps 
the  noble  Lord  would  explain  why  it  was 
never  reappointed. 

Lord  STANLEY:  I  was  a  member 
of  the  original  Committee  which  came  to 
an  end — the  1895  Committee — and  there 
was  another  Committee  appointed.  That 
really  continued  the  work,  although  it 
was  not  reappointed  as  soon  as  we 
came  in. 

Mb.  EEARLEY  submitted  that  the 
Committee  was  not  reappointed  at  all 
in  the  true  sense  of  the  word.  No  Com- 
mittee was  appointed  until  1898.  The 
agitation  continued  in  the  country,  and 
many  municipalities  were  taking  steps 
with  the  idea  of  getting  licences,  because 
they  were  able  to  prove  that  they  could 
really  give  a  telephone  service  at  a  much 
lower  rate.  Some  of  them  estimated 
that  they  could  give  the  full  benefit  of 
unlimited  user  at  five  guineas  an  instru- 
ment, and  London  sent  in  figures  to  the 
Postmaster- General  showing  that  they 
could  give  unlimited  user  at  £10.  As  a 
result  of  that  persistent  agitation  another 
Committee  was  appointed  in  1898,  over 
which  the  late  Mr.  Hanbury  presided. 
Everybody  regarded  Mr.  Hanbury  as  a 
thoroughly  capable,  fearless  and  good 
business  man,  and  many  Members  of  the 
Opposition  held  that  he  had  not  had  the 
recognition  which  his  great  abilities 
deserved.  The  Committee  recommended — 

**  After  reviewing  the  whole  of  the  evidence, 
your  Committee  is  strongly  of  opinion  that 
general,  immediate  and  effective  competition  by 
either  the  Post  Office  or  tlie  local  authorities 
i^  necessary,  and  considers  that  a  really 
efficient  Post  Office  service  affords  the  best 
means  of  securing  such  competition." 

There  is  no  doubt  about  that  recom- 
mendation.   It  was  clear ,|  definite,  and 


emphatic.  What  happened  ?  The  1901 
agreement  proceeded  from  the  recom- 
mendation of  that  Committee,  and  all 
the  brave  talk  about  general  and  effective 
competition  vanished  into  thin  air.  Mr. 
Hanbury  himself  was  shunted  to  the 
Board  of  Agriculture. 

Lord  STANLEY:  Did  he  not  speak 
on  the  subject  1 

Mr.  KEARLEY  :  Yes,  he  spoke  on  it 
He  accused  me  personally  of  objecting  to 
the  proposals  because  I  wanted  to  get  a 
telephone  for  my  own  selfish  interests 
on  the  cheap.  That  was  the  sort  of 
criticism  that  the  late  Mr.  Hanbury 
directed  against  certain  hon.  Members  at 
that  particular  time.  The  agreement  of 
1901  dealt  with  the  purchase  of  the 
London  plant.  The  Post  Office  itself 
decided  to  start  competition,  and  laid 
down  the  condition  that  there  should  be 
free  inter  -  communication  between  the 
two  systems  forthwith.  But  there  was 
no  real  competition  at  all.  The  Post 
Office  entered  into  a  sort  of  silent-partner- 
ship with  this  huge  monopoly,  and 
instead  of  the  general  and  effective  com- 
petition recommended  by  the  Committee 
they  made  an  agreement  for  uniformity  of 
rates.  That  was  to  say,  they  bolstered  up 
and  continued  rates  that  were  already  50 
percent,  higher  than  the  necessities  justi- 
fied. That  was  the  outcome  of  the  brave  re- 
commendations of  the  Committee  upstairs. 
The  Post  Office  bolstered  up  the  rates  to 
the  detriment  of  the  national  interest  and 
to  the  great  strengthening  of  the  'tele- 
phone monopoly.  In  the  prelude  to  the 
proposed  new  agreement,  the  noble  Lord 
stated  that  the  House  had  expressed  its 
npproval  of  the  1901  agreement  after  full 
discussion.  That  was  true  as  far  as  it. 
went  in  a  Parliamentary  sense.  But 
would  the  noble  Lord  deny  that  that 
agreement  was  carried  on  pure  Party 
lines? 

Lord  STANLEY:  Did  the  hon. 
Member  ever  know  an  Amendmeat  to 
the  Address  on  which  the  Party  Whips 
v\ere  not  appointed  ? 

Mr.  KEARLEY;:  This  was  not  an 
Amendment  to  the  Address. 
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was    an    Did  the   noble  Lord  not  see  that  his 
intervention  was  rather  premature. 


Mr.  KEARLET  said  he  was  not  sure, 
but  it  did  not  matter.  The  fact  remained 
that  that  important  agreement  was  not 
left  to  the  freewill  of  tne  House.  The 
noble  Lord's  statement  supported  that. 
But  why  should  an  important  question 
like  that  have  been  dealt  with  on  the 
Address?  Why  was  not  a  Committee 
appointed  and  an  opportunity  given,  as 
he  wished  to  see  done  now,  for  full,  free,  and 
untrammelled  consideration  of  the  ques- 
tion ;  with  power  to  move  Amendments 
to  the  agreement  if  necessary  ?  That 
was  the  point  he  was  now  making.  He 
submitted  that  the  Committee  about  to 
be  appointed  should  be  free  to  deal  with 
the  1905  agreement,  and  to  amend  it  if  it 
thought  fit.  It  had  no  such  power  at 
present.  It  was  prevented  from  so 
doing.  It  could  reject  or  accept  the 
agreement,  but  if  it  came  to  neither 
determination  before  the  end  of  August 
the  agreement  would  come  into  force 
without  any  expression  of  opinion  at  all. 
That  was  surely  not  fair.  There  were  so 
many  important  points  in  the  agreement, 
and  yet  this  was  the  last  opportunity 
that  would  be  afiorded  to  Parliament  to 
consider  the  question  at  all. 

Lord  STANLEY:  No. 

Mr.  KEARLEY  :  Oh,  yes. 

Lord  STANLEY:  The  hon.  Member 
has  no  ri|L,ht  to  say  that.  The  hon. 
Member  has  made  a  statement  which  is 
contrary  to  the  fact.  The  Prime  Minister 
has  distinctly  said  that  there  will  be  an 
opportunity  given  in  the  House  of  con- 
sidering this  agreement. 

Mr.  LOUGH  (Islington,  W.):  The 
Committee's  Report. 

Lord  STANLEY:  No;  this  agree- 
ment. 

Mr.  KEARLEY  said  the  noble 
Lord  would  have  done  muoh  better 
if  he  had  allowed  him  to  explain. 
What  he  meant  by  the  last  opportunity 
was  that  this  was  the  last  time  they 
would  be  able  to  consider  this  agreement. 


Lord  STANLEY  :  No. 

Mr.  KEARLEY  said  that  there  were 
none  so  blind  as  those  who  would  not  see. 
[Ministerial  cries  of  **  Oh,  oh  1 "]    This 
was  the  last  occasion  on  which  it  could 
come    before    Parliament    because    this 
completed  the  operation,  and,  when  this 
agreement  was  got  through   ParUament 
sanctioned  the  buying  up  ot  everything 
belonging    to    the    National    Telephone 
Company.    -  He    never  .  suggested    that 
there  would  be   no  further  opportunity, 
for  debating  this  question.   He  was  aware 
that  the  noble  Lord  had  stated  that  there 
would  be  another  opportunity,  but  that 
was  not  the  point.    His  point  was  that 
this  discussion  closed  the  contract,  and 
therefore  it  was  more  than  necessary  that 
the  Committee  before  which  this  agree- 
ment was  going  to  be  considered  should 
have  powers  to  amend  it  if   necessary. 
What  could  be  the  object  of  purchase? 
Obviously    to     give    the    country    an 
improved  service  and  a  lower  rate.     If 
the  Post    Office  had    no   idea  of  doing 
that  then  the  Government  had  far  better 
leave     this    monopoly    in    its    present 
position.    The  object  must  therefore  be 
to  give  the  country  an  improved  service 
and  lower  rates.    He  wanted  to  know  if 
the  Grovemment  were  in  a  position  to  do 
that.    Upon  the  price  they  paid  and  the 
conditions  they  made  would  depend  the 
future  rates  for  the  telephone   service. 
H  they  made  a  bad^bargain — and  they 
certainly  would  if  this  Committee  had 
not  power  to  amend  the  agreement — 
either  the  existing  rates  would  continue, 
or,  upon  the  instigation  of  the  Treasury, 
the  rates  would  be  reduced.    He  thought 
the  Treasury  would  take  good  care  to  see 
that  such  rates  were  charged  as  would 
pay  interest  and  sinking  fund   on.  the 
amount  of  the  purchase  money.    It  was 
to  save  the  House  from  once  more  making 
a  bad  bargain  that  he  was  anxious  that 
the  Committee  upstairs  should  have  free 
and  unrestricted  power  to  deal  with  this 
matter,  and  that  was  the  reason  whv  he 
had  put  down  the  Amendment  on  the 
Paper  which  had  been  ruled  out  of  order. 
He  apologised  to  the  House  for  entering  so 
fully  into  ^this  historical  survey  of   the 
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question,  but  he  had  done  so  because  it 
was  impossible  for  him  to  put  the  case 
clearly  before  the  House  without  entering 
into  these  various  agreements. 

BlR.  TENNANT  (Berwickshire)  said 
there  were  one  or  two  things  .upon 
whidi  he  did  not  feel  peiiectly  certain. 
One  of  them  was  with  regard  to  the 
interruption  which  had  just  been 
made  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Post- 
master-General. He  wished  to  ask 
hiui  what  opportunity  would  be  given  to 
this  House  to  discuss  the  agreement 
between  himself  as  Postmaster-General 
and  the  National  Telephone  Company 
beyond  the  debate  which  they  were 
having  to-day?  The  second  Question 
which  he  wished  to  put  to  the  noble 
Lord  was  what  powers  would  the  Com- 
mittee which  they  were  about  to  appoint 
have  in  regard  to  this  agreement  ?  He 
thought  he  should  have  the  noble  Lord's 
concurrence  when  he  said  that  he  thought 
it  was  of  great  importance  that  this  Com- 
mittee should  have  powers  to  send  not 
only  for  persons,  papers  and  records,  but 
should  also  have  power  to  say  whether 
Clause  7  or  Clause  8  or  Sub-clause  B  was 
a  good  or  wise  proceeding.  In  other 
words,  he  thought  it  was  necessary  the 
Committee  should  have  the  power  of 
making  Amendments.  He  thought  it  of 
great  importance  that  power  should  be 
given  to  this  Committee  not  only  to  say 
that  they  would  take  this  agreement  en 
hloc^  but  that  they  should  be  able  to  say 
whether  they  disapproved  of  this  section 
or  that  sub-section,  and  generally  to 
amend  it  if  they  thought  necessary. 
What  he  felt  more  strongly  was  that  this 
was  a  question  of  abstract  justice,  and  he 
meant  by  that  the  justice  of  the  Post 
Ofiice  towards  the  National  Telephone 
Company's  employees.  He  appealed  to 
the  House  on  grounds  of  justice.  These 
women  and  others  had  been  employed 
in  the  service  of  the  National  Tele- 
phone Company  for  a  long  time,  and 
thoy  had  put  their  lives  and  training 
into  its  service.  In  other  words,  they 
had  put  their  capital  intu  this  par- 
ticular business  because  they  had  had 
to  be  well  educated  for  their  position. 
What  did  he  read  ?  He  read  in  Clause  8, 
Sub-clause  1,  that  it  was  probable  that 
the  Postmaster -General  would  be  pre- 
pared to  take  into  his  service  a  consider- 


able number  of  the  employees,  but  that 
he  was  not  prepared  to  accept  any  obliga- 
tion on  this  score,  and  he  left  the  matter 
to  the  National  Telephone  Company. 
He  knew  that  this  company  had  paid 
very  large  dividends,  but  he  was  not 
aware  that  they  had  overpaid  their  staff. 
He  knew  there  had  been  general  com- 
plaints that  they  had  not  done  this.  He 
thought  it  was  very  hard  lines  upon  these 
women  who  had  put  all  their  training  and 
capital  into  this  bnsiness  that  they  should 
not  be  taken  over. 

Lord  STANLEY  :  Perhaps  the  hon. 
Member  is  not  aware  that  I  accept  the 
second  Amendment  on  the  Paper. 

Mr.  TENNANT  said  he  was  not  aware 
of  it,  and  he  was  very  glad  that  the  noble 
Lord  had  assured  the  House  on  this  point. 
After  that  assurance  there  was  no  need 
for  him  to  trouble  the  House  further. 

Mr.  YOXALL  (Nottingham,  W.)  said 
he  was  glad  the  noble  Lord  had  seen  his 
way  to  accept  the  second  Amendment  on 
the  Paper,  but  he  wished  to  ask  him  one 
or  two  further  Questions.  Supposing  the 
Committee  discovered  that  by  the  terms 
of  the  agreement  the  interests  of  the 
employees  had  not  been  fully  considered 
and  safeguarded,  what  power  would  a 
Committee  of  this  House  have  in  the 
matter?  Would  they  be  able  to  strike 
out  words  and  insert  others  in  order  to 
safeguard  the  interests  of  the  men  and 
women  concerned?  He  believed  there 
were  no  less  than  13,000  persons  em- 
ployed by  the  National  Telephone  Com- 
pany, but  at  any  rate  there  were  a  great 
number.  He  wished  to  know  definitely 
would  the  Committee  be  able  to  insert 
in  the  draft  agreement  words  to  give 
these  employees  protection  for  their 
service  and  some  guarantee  for  a  con- 
tinuance of  their  employment?  Would 
the  Committee  be  obliged  either  to  reject 
this  agreement  altogether  or  take  it  as  a 
whole  ?  Would  the  noble  Lord  be  able 
to  sign  the  agreement  just  as  he  pleased^ 
no  matter  what  the  opinion  of  the 
Committee  might  be  ?  If  so  what  was 
the  use  of  appointing  this  Committee  at 
all  ?  He  had  no  doubt  that  he  intended 
to  do  the  utmost  he  could  to  secure 
employment  for  these  employees,  but  he 
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wanted  to  know  how  lar  this  would  be 
possible. 

Mr.  lough  (Islington,  W.)  said  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  succeeded 
in  his  attempt  to  hustle  the  House  of 
Commons  in  regard  to  this  matter. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  this  agreement  was 
practically  made  in  February  last,  and 
now  it  was  the  22nd  of  May,  and  this 
was  the  first  occasion  they  had  had  an 
opportunity  of  even  asking  a  few 
Questions  upon  this  most  important 
matter.  He  thought  they  were  indebted 
to  his  hon.  fiiend  for  pressing  this 
matter  forward,  and  for  the  historical 
account  he  had  given  of  the  negotiations 
which  had  taken  place  uj>on  this  subject 
between  the  National  Telephone  Com- 
pany and  the  Post  Office.  The  noble 
Lord  told  them  that  if  they  did  not 
grant  this  Committee  without  any 
diHcuasion  in  Government  time  they 
would  not  get  any  discussion  at  all,  and 
the  agreement  would  go  through.  He 
thought  it  was  a  pity  he  made  that 
statement,  because  when  the  Government 
came  to  consider  the  matter,  they  found 
that  they  had  to  give  them  this  free 
opportunity,  but  they  still  kept  the 
Committee  tied  up.  He  was  aware  that 
they  promised  after  the  Committee  had 
finished  its  Report  that  there  would  be 
another  opportunity  for  a  full  discussion 
in  the  House.  His  hon.  friend  had  made 
a  request  that  this  Committee  should  be 
left  free  to  get  whatever  evidence  it 
required  in  regard  to  this  most  im- 
portant matter,  so  that  the  noble  Loid, 
and  the  Government,  and  the  House  of 
Commons,  could  pay  full  attention  to 
any  recommendation  that  was  made. 
He  hoped  it  would  not  be  understocd 
that  the  Committee  must  accept  every 
line  in  the  agreement  just  as  it  stood,  and 
that  it  was  no  use  for  them  taking  any 
ether  course.  That  was  not  the  usual 
method  of  proceeding  in  this  House.  He 
thought  that  the  Committee  should 
consist  of  fifteen  members.  Originally 
there  were  only  seven,  but  -4  hey  had 
gradually  squeezed  the  noble  Lord  and 
he  had  given  consideration  to  the  matter 
and  agreed  that  the  employees  should  be 
represented.  He  believed  that  these 
employees  wou!d  not  be  worse  oft  when 
employed  by  the  State  than  when  em- 
ployed by  the  company,  but  that  was  a 

Mr,  YoxaU. 


question  which  they  would  be  able  to 
raise  in  the  House.  The  noble  Lord  had 
promised  to  give  that  matter  his  atten- 
tion, but  he  thought  th6  Committee 
should  be  entirely  free  and  be  able  to  go 
into  everything  that  was  material. 

There  were  some  large  questions  upon 
which  it  would  be  necessary  to  give  the 
House  more  information.  The  first  ques- 
tinn  which  occurred  to  him  was,  why  did 
the  noble  Lord  make  this  agreement  now '( 
In  1904  they  were  anxious  to  know  what 
the  noble  Lord  was  going  to  do,  because 
it  wcs  then  possible  to  have  gone  into 
the  whole  matter  and  bought  out  the 
undertaking  of  the  National  Telephone 
Company ;  and  had  the  noble  Lord  done 
that  before  June  30th,  the  Government 
wou!d  have  taken  over  the  undertaking 
in  December  lajst.  Month  after  month 
passed,  but  the  noble  Lord  came  to  no 
agreement,  and  no  notice  was  given  in 
1904  to  buy  out  the  company.  After 
that  time  nothing  could  be  done  for 
seven  years,  and  now  they  had  this  agree- 
ment before  them.  Now  the  noble  Lord 
had  entered  into  this  arrangement.  He 
wanted  to  know  why  he  was  tying  the 
hands  of  future  Postmasters-General  ? 

Mr.  deputy-speaker  :  Order, 
order !  The  hon.  Gentleman  is  not  dis- 
cussing the  Motion  before  the  House. 
He  is  entering  into  a  discussion  upon  the 
agreement,  and  that  is  not  in  order. 

Mr.  lough  said  he  thought  there 
was  an  understanding  assented  to  by  tbe 
Prime  Minister  that  in  this  debate  thev 
would  be  allowed  to  go  into  the  general 
quest  On  of  the  agreement.  He  thought 
a  good  deal  con!d  be  said  on  the  proposal 
that  a  Committee  should  be  appointed, 
but  he  desired  to  bow  to  the  luling. 
They  wf re  in  great  difficulty  with  respect, 
to  this  Motion  to  appoint  a  Committee, 
for  none  of  them  wished  absolutely  to 
oppose  the  appointment,  but  they  did 
want  to  give  reasons  why  it  should  be  a 
strong  and  a  perfectly  frte  Committee, 
able  to  consider  every  part  of  the  agree- 
ment, and  to  amend  it  in  any  direction 
they  pleased. 

The  other  point  he  desired  to  put 
was  in  regard  to  the  interests  of  the 
municipalities  in  this  matter.  He  thought 
the  inteiests  of  those  municipalities  which 
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had  se'  up  telephones  of  their  own  should 
he  considered,  and   that  the  Committee 
should  be  able  to  hejir  evidence,  and  to 
hear  what  suggestions  they  bad  to  make. 
This  was  not  the  first  agreement  that  had 
been  made.    There  were  purchase  clauses 
in  all  the  licences  granted   to   munici- 
palities.   He  thought  those  municipaUt'es 
Would  be  very  anxious  indeed  about  the 
terms  inserted  here.     They  were  much 
more  liberal  than  in  othor  cases,   and 
especially  those  of  Glasgow,  Hull,  Ports 
mouth,  and  one  or  two  others.     They 
were  most  anxious  to  give  evidence  in 
regard  to  the  position  in  which  they  would 
be  pi  iced  if  this  agreement  should  be  put 
through,  and    he    thought    the    House 
should    have    an    assurance    from    the 
Postmaster-General    that    the    evidence 
which  the  municipalities  desired  to  tender 
would    be    freely    received    and    freely 
considered.    They  were  placed  in  great 
difficulty  by  the  action  of  the  Govern- 
ment because  they  did    not    want    to 
oppose  the  granting  of  the  Committee. 
Indeed,   they  did  not    think  that    the 
matter   could    be    rightly    dispo  ed    of 
without  a  Committee,  but  they  objected 
to  the  way  in  which  the  time  had  been 
shortened.      The  Committee  would  re- 
quire to  work  under  pressure.    It  would 
have  to  hurry  very  much  to  get  its  Report 
ready.     On  that  ground  he  would  ask 
the  Postmaster-General  whether  a  lat  ;r 
date  than    August    3lst   could   not  be 
adopted  for  the  completion  of  the  con- 
tract.   It  did  not  seem  to  him  that  there 
was  any  hurry.     He  hoped   the  noble 
Lord  would    tell  them,  in  the  interest 
especially  of  the  greatest  municipality  of 
the  country 

Lord  STANLEY :  It  does  not  affect 
London. 

Mr.  lough  said  that  surely  the  1901 
agreement  w&s  modified  by  it. 

Lord  STANLEY :  Not  practically. 

Mr.  lough  said  the  matter  wanted 
consideration.  In  the  1901  agreement 
there  was  no  obligation  to  purchase  any 
buildings  or  any  land.  [An  Hon.  Mem- 
ber :  Order !]  He  did  not  think  that 
was  out  of  order.  He  was  only  giving 
reasons  why  the  agreement  should  be 
considered  without  pressure  with  regard 


to  time,  and  without  limitation  of  the 
subjects  to  be  c jusidere  1.  This  agree- 
ment did  modify  the  agreement  of  1901 
and  brought  in  other  subjects  besides 
the  purchase  of  plant.  He  thought  the 
noble  Lord  should  consider  whether  a 
later  date  should  not  be  mentioned. 
At  any  rate  he  hoped  he  would  see  his 
way  to  allow  all  the  evidence  to  be 
brought  up,  and  that  it  would  be  fully 
considered,  and  further  that  any  sug* 
gestions  made  would  receive  the 
sympathetic  consideration  of  the  Govern- 
ment. 

Mr.     field    (Dublin,    St.    Patrick) 
said   he  did    not   desire   to   detain  the 
House  at  any  length,  but  he  should  like 
to  ask  the  noble  Lord  what  powers  the 
proposed  Com:nittce  would  have  in  the 
matter  of  receiving  evidence  from  the 
commercial  community.     If  it  could  not 
receive  such  evidence  the  Report  of  the 
Committee  would   not   have    the   value 
which  otherwise   it  would  have.     That 
was  his  view,  and  he  hoped  the  noble 
Lord  would  correct  him  if  he  was  wrong. 
Recently  he  took  part  in  a  debate  as  a 
member  of  the  Associated  Chambers  of 
Commerce.     In  the  discussion  there  was 
considerable  difference  of  opinion  among 
commercial    men   as    to    the  telephone 
agreement.     After  all  it  was  the  com- 
mercial   community    who     were     most 
concerned  in  the  telephone  service.     He 
was  at  the  annual  meeting  of  the  Trades 
Protection  Association  in   Ijondon    the 
other    day,    and    this    agreement    was 
discubsed.     The  opinion  of  the  Chambers 
of    Commerce,      and     of     the     Trades 
Protection  Association,   and  commercial 
men  generally,   was   really  the   opinion 
which  ought  to  be  taken  mto  account 
in  the  settlement  of  the  question,  for, 
after    all,    it    was  more    a  commercial 
question  than  anything  .  else.     Another 
point   he    desired  to   bring  before   the 
noble    Lord    was    this.     He   had   been 
waited  upon  by  a  deputation,  and  he  had 
received    many    communications     with 
respect  to  the  stafi.     Although  the  time 
was  far  distant    when  the  Government 
would  take  over  the  telephones  a  large 
number  of  the  staff  were  very  anxious  to 
know  how  they  were  going  to  be  circum- 
stanced  under   the  new  agreement.     It 
appeared  to  him  that  it  would  be  unwise 
to  approve  of  this   agreement   without 
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consulting  the  commezeial  class,  and, 
after  all,  Parliament  was  the  representa- 
tive, or  was  supposed  to  be  the  repre- 
sentative, of  the  whole  community. 
Undoubtedly  the  commercial  class  were 
precisely  the  people  who  used  the  tele- 

Shone,  and  they  could  give  very[useful  evi- 
ence  in  regard,  not  ^one  to  the  further 
utility  to  which  the  telephone  service 
could  be  devoted,  but  also  with  regard  to 
the  way  in  which  this  transfer  ought  to 
take  place,  and  the  terms  on  which  the 
existing  plant  could  be  taken  over  and 
utilised.  He  did  not  wish  to  go  further 
into  the  matter  at  present.  He  was 
obliged  to  the  noble  Lord  for  the  con- 
cession which  he  had  already  made  when 
he  accepted  a  portion  of  the  Amendment. 

Me.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn  Regis) 
said  he  did  not  know  whether  it  was  that 
he  misapprehended  the  meaning  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  or  whether  it  was 
that  they  misapprehended  the  character 
of  the  Committee,  because  he  noticed 
repeatedly  it  was  suggested  that  the 
Committee  should  have  power  to  amend 
the  agreement.  It  was  not  possible  on 
the  part  of  the  Committee  to  amend  the 
agreement.  [An  Hon.  Member  :  Why  ?] 
Might  he  explain  to  hon.  Members  that  a 
Committee,  whether  a  Select  Committee, 
or  Committee  of  the  Whole  House,  was  a 
Committee  to  which  the  House  had 
committed  a  definite  matter  for  con- 
sideration, and  no  Committee,  not  even  a 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House,  had 
power  to  do  more  than  report  to  the 
House  for  the  House's  decision.  They 
could  not  give  a  Committee  of  this  House 
absolute  powers. 

Mr.  TENNANT:  You  give  your 
Select  Committees  power  to  alter  Private 
Bills.  Is  not  this  the  same  sort  of 
thing  ? 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said  the  hon. 
Member  was  perfectly  right  in  regard  to 
Committees  on  Private  Bills.  These  were 
judicial  bodies,  and  they  had  power  to 
come  to  judicial  decisions.  But  that  was 
not  ihe  case  with  a  Select  Committee 
of  this  sort,  or  with  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House,  which  made  alterations 
in  Bills.  No  doubt  their  decisions 
were  generally  accepted  and  generally 
final,  but,  after  all,  they  might  be  altered 

Mr,  Fiddt 


on  Report.  All  that  a  Committee  could 
do  was  to  report  to  the  House,  and  upon 
that  Report  the  House  might  act  as  it 
pleased.  It  might  accept  or  reject  the 
Report  of  a  Select  Committee.  It  was 
impossible  to  conceive  that  this  Com- 
mittee should  have  power  to  amend  the 
agreement.  What  the  Committee  was 
appointed  to  do  was  to  consider  the 
agreement,  and  to  report  whether  it  was 
desirable  in  the  public  interest  that  it 
should  become  binding  as  it  stood. 
When  the  Committee  had  so  reported,  it 
would  be  for  the  House  to  accept  or 
reject  the  Report,  or  differ  from  the  Com- 
mittee. The  House  was  not  bound  by 
the  Report  of  the  Committee.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  seemed  to  think  that  the 
Committee  had  the  power  of  amending, 
which  it  had  not.  It  seemed  to  have 
the  power  of  calling  any  witnesses  it 
pleased  on  the  point  it  had  to  consider. 
Meantime,  as  he  understood  the  situa- 
tion— and  he  believed  he  understood  it 
rightly — it  was  this.  There  had  been 
signed,  conditionally  he  supposed,  by  the 
Postmaster-General,  what  was  at  this 
moment  an  inchoate  agreement,  and  it 
was  only  proposed  that  a  Committee — a 
most  proper  Committee  to  be  appointed, 
and  he  hoped  it  would  be  appointed 
without  difficulty — should  be  appointed 
to  consider  whether  the  agreement  should 
become  binding.  It  seemed  to  him  that 
the  powers  of  the  Committee  would  be 
adequate  for  the  purpose  for  which  it 
was  appointed.  The  t«rms  of  reference 
were  sufficient,  and  if  the  terms  of 
reference  were  such  as  to  enable  the 
Committee  to  cut  the  agreement  into 
little  bits  he  should  think  that  a  very 
dangerous  reference  indeed  to  make  to 
the  Committee.  He  only  rose  to  remove 
what  seemed  to  him  a  slight  misappre- 
hension as  to  the  functions  and  powers 
of  the  Committee. 

Mr.  HcCRAE  (Edinburgh,  E.)  said  he 
thought  the  noble  Lord  had  been  mis- 
understood, and  that  it  was  his  intention 
that  this  Committee,  when  appointed, 
should  have  the  agreement  sent  to  it, 
and  that  the  Committee  should  have  all 
the  powers  and  privileges  which  any 
similar  Committee  possessed.  This  House 
might  give  the  Committee  power  "to 
send  for  persons,  papers  and  records," 
and    if    that     was    so      perhaps     the 
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noble  Lord  would  say.  if  the  Com-  !  He  wished  tbe  Committee  to  be  a  Select 
mittee  should  report  recommending  I  Committee,  on  exactly  the  same  terras  as 
some  alteration  in  the  agreement,  what '  ever>  other  Select  Committee.  [A.n  Hon. 
position  this  House  would  be  in  then  '  Member  on  the  Oppositiok  benches : 
when  it  considered  the  Report  of  tbe  That  is  all  we  want.]  He  desired  it  to 
Committee.  He  thought  the  noble  Lord  make  the  fullest  inquiry  that  might  be 
had  always  endeavoured  to  be  very  (air  ]  necessary  and  then  report  to  the  House, 
with  the  House.  He  remembered  hst  |  His  hon.  friend  the  Member  for  King's 
year  that  he  raised  thw  question  when    Lynn  had  put  the  case  better  than  he 


the  Postmaster-General  was  asking  a 
grant  of  £3,000,000  to  exteni  the  tele- 
phones. The  noble  Lord  gave  a  very 
definite  pledge.     He  said  that  he  did  not 


could — viz..  It  was  not  in  the  power  of  the 
(Committee  to  fiJter  the  agreement.  They 
might  make  recommendations  if  they 
liked ;  and  these  recommendations  would 


wish  to  be  bound  with  regard  to  the  form,  ,  come  up  to  the  House  in  the  same  way 
but  he  pledged  himself  that  the  House  I  as  the  Report  of  any  Committee,  and  then 
should  have  every  possible  opportunity,  the  House  would  have  to  consider  whether 
so  far  as  he  could  arrange,  for  considering  |  or  not  these  recommendations,  if  adopted, 
the  agreement,  and  that  no  agreement  |  vitiated  the  agreement.  For  his  part  he 
should  be  binding  on  the  Government  |  would  have  to  consider  whether  he  could 
until  it  received  the  assent  and  ratific3L-  go  on,  in  view  of  the  recommendations, 
tion  of  the  House.  That  brought  him  to  with  the  agreement,  seeing  it  could 
a  very  important  point.  He  thought  the  I  only  be  accepted  as  a  whole.  If  hon. 
House  was  generallv  agreed  that  there  ]  Members  had  been  under  a  anisunder- 
should  be  an  acquisition  of  the  telephones,  !  standing,  he  apologised, 
and  it  was  merely  a  question  of  terms. 

What  the  House  was  concerned  in  prin-  i  The  hon.  Member  for  Islington  asked 
cipally  was  to  get  the  best  possible  terms,  ;  why  an  agreement  should  be  now  come 
and  he  asked  the  noble  Lord,  if  thoy  I  to.  Everybody  wished  to  see  the  matter 
agreed  to  the  appointment  of  this  Com-  i  brought  to  a  satisfactory  conclusidh. 
mittee,  and  if  it  recommended  an  altera-  j  They  did  not  wish  in  1911  a  hiatus  with 
tion  in  the  agreement,  what  position  no  telephone  company,  and  thit  would 
would  the  House  be  in  in  considering  the  !  be  obviated  if  this  agreement  was  ratified 


at  once.  At  the  present  moment  a  greit 
deal  of  the  complaint  against  the 
National  Telephone  Company  was  due  to 
the  fact  that,  apart  from  London,  there 
was  no  interchangeability  between  the 
two  systems.  A  message  on  the  Post 
Ofiice  system  could  not  be  taken  for  the 
National  Telephone  system,  and  vice  versa. 
The  instant    this  agreem3nt  cam**,  into 


Report  of  the  Committee, 

Lord  STANLEY  said  the  hon.  Member 
had  stated  that  he  had  rather  left  the 
House  in  the  dark  on  certain  points.  He 
wished  now  to  clear  up  these  matters  for 
the  House.     He  would  explain  what  his 

position  was  in  the  matter.    Last  year ^ 

the  only  obligation  he  came  under  was  ]  operation  that  would  cease ;    and  as  a 
that  before  the  agreement  became  binding  I  business  matter  that  should  appeal  to 
this  House  should  have  the  opportunity  of  i  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
siying  *•  Yea  "  or  "  Nay."    He  said  at  the 

time  that  he  thought  probably  the  best  |  The  hon.  Member  for  Rugby,  he  thought, 
way  would  be  for  the  House  to  appoint  |  was  under  some  misapprehension  as  to 
a  small  Select  Committee  which  '  how  far  this  agreement  would  affect  the 
would  take  evidence  and  submit  their  employees  of  the  National  Telephone 
Report  to  the  House.  He  thought  the  Company.  What  he  had  endeavoured 
House  could  not  possibly  do  otherwise.  '  to  secure  in  the  agreement  was  that 
He  thought  it  was  the  best  way  then,  the  rights  of  the  National  Telephone  Com- 
and  he  thought  it  t^as  the  best  way  now.  I  pany's  employees  should  be  satisfactorily 
The  House  should  have  an  opportunity  of  adjusted  up  to  the  time  they  became 
saying  •*  Yea"  or  "Nay"  to  the  agree-  Post  Office  servants.  It  could  be  no  part 
ment.  Even  if  he  had  the  power  to  limit  of  the  agreement  between  the  National 
the  powers  of  the  Committee,  it  would  be  Telephone  Company  and  the  Post  Office 
absolutely  against  his  intention  to  do  so. )  as   to  what  the  Post  Office  should  do 
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with  these  employees  after  the  under- 
takiug  was  transferred.  It  was  impos- 
sible five  or  six  years  beforehand  to  say 


whether  A.,  B.,  or  C.  would  be  efficient 
at  a  particular  date ;  but  he  believed 
that  every  single  man  and  woman  now 
employed  by  the  National  Telephone 
Company,  who  was  certified  by  those 
best  able  to  judge,  vi^.,  their  superiors, 
to  be  efficient  in  1911,  would  be  taken 
over,  and  necessarily  taken  over.  He 
pledged  himself  and  his  successors  to 
take  over  the  bulk  of  these  employees, 
but  not  every  individual. 

Mr.  TENNANT  said  that  the  noble 
Lord  had  said  that  if  the  Committee 
recommended  Amendments  to  the  agree- 
ment, these  would  be  considered  by  the 
House;  but  the  noble  Lord  had  not 
said  whether  it  would  be  in  his  power  to 
say  whether  any  particular  Amendment 
should  be' adopted. 

Lord  STANLEY  said  that  that  would 
be  quite  impossible.  He  had  signed  a 
particular  agreement  and  could  not  alter 
it^  If  the  House  said  that,  in  view  of 
the  recommendations  of  the  Committee, 
they  disapproved  of  the  agreement  ae  a 
whole,  the  agreement  would  drop  to 
the  ground. 

Mr.  BLAKE  (Longford,  S.)  said  there 
was  no  doubt  that  the  Committee  had 
no  power  to  make  Amendments  to  the 
agreement.  They  could  consider  the 
whole  agreement  and  might  say  what 
were  its  good  and  its  bad  points,  and 
how  the  latter  could  be  improved.  He 
was  very  suspicious  of  some  of  the  terms 
of  the  purchase  agreement,  having 
regard  to  what  took  place  at  the  meet- 
ing of  the  National  Telephone  Company. 
However,  the  noble  Lord  the  Post- 
master-Oeneral  had  clearly  stated  on  a 
former  occasion,  and  had  reaffirmed  it 
that  day,  that  the  agreement  would  not 
become  binding  unless  the  House 
ratified  it.  But  that  was  not  altogether 
carried  out  by  the  last  clause  of  the 
agreement,  and  it  was  important  that 
the  discussion  should  not  come  to  a  close 
without  a  distinct  understanding  that, 
notwithstanding  the  difficulties  the 
last  clause  might  produce,  the  Govern- 
ment would  carry  out  the  spirit  of  the 
undertaking  of  the  noble  Lord. 

Lord  Stanley. 


Lord  STANLEY  said  he  gave  the  hoiu 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  assurance 
that  the  House  should  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  saying  "  Yea  "  or  **  Nay  "  to 
the  agreement  before  it  became  operative. 


Mr.  BLAKE  said  that  that  was  so  far 
satisfactory  ;  but  he  would  point  out  that 
the  agreement  would  become  binding  on 
August  31st  if  nDt  disapproved  oi  by 
Parliament  before  that  date.  He  sup- 
posed by  "Parliament,"  the  House  of 
Commons  was  meant. 

Lord  STANLEY  :  Oh !  yes. 

♦Sir  CHARLES  DALRYMPLB  (Ips- 
wich)  said  that  this  was  an  agreement 
between  two  parties;  not  with  the  Post 
O.Tice  alone,  but  between  the  Post  Office 
and  the  National  Telephone  Company. 
The  right  hon  Member  for  Wolver- 
hampton, who  was  chairman  of  the 
National  Telephone  Company,  he  thought 
should  have  been  in  his  place,  and 
might  have  been  appealed  to  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Islington  quite  as 
fairly  as  the  Postmaster- General  had 
been  appealed  to  as  to  any  change  in 
the  time  in  which  the  agreement  was 
to  come  into  operation. 

Mr.  DALZIEL  (Kirkcaldy  Burghs) 
sail  that  those  on  his  side  of  the  House 
were  anxious  that  the  House  should  have 
a  full  and  free  oppartuaity  of  deciding 
upon  the  policy  of  the  noble  Lord  in 
entering  on  this  agreement  and  the 
terms  upon  which  that  policy  was  to  be 
carried  out.  In  view  of  the  past  history 
of  this  company  it  was  necessary  that, 
before  a  decision  was  finally  come  to,  the 
negotiations  for  the  agreement  should  be 
discussed  in .  the  full  light  of  diy.  He 
understood  that  the  noble  TiOrd  was  now 
willing  to  albw  suggestions  to  be  made 
by  the  Committee. 

Lord  STANLEY :    I  always  was. 

Mr.  DALZIEL  said  he  was  very  glad 
to  hear  it.  He  understood  that  the 
policy  of  the  noble  Lord  was  that  ths 
Committee  could  say  "Yea"  or  "Nay'*  to 
the  agreement ;  that  the  Committee  were 
empowered  to  call  witnesses  in  regard  to 
certain  portions  of  the  agreement;    and 
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that  if,  in  the  course  of  their  investiga-  i  Parliamentary  influence  of  the  peisona 
tions,  it  appeared  to  them  that  Amend-  '  involved  in  an  agreement  of  this  kind 
ments  ought  to  be  made  to  it,  they  were    allowed  them  to  make  terms  which  ought 
powerless  to  make  those  Amendments.         to  be  very  fully  and  completely  inquired 

1  into,  and  the  House,  as  the  matter  at 

Lord  STANLEY  said  he  had  distinctly    present  stood,  had  not  sufficient  oppor- 

stated  that  the  Committee  could  recom-    tunity  to  do  that.    In  the  ordinary  accep- 

niend  alterations,  and  that  that  was  all '  tation  of  the  word  "  Select  Committee," 

the  Committee  could  do.  this   House    would    imagine  that   such 

„     _______       ...  ,  I  a  Committee  would  examine  into  both 

Mr-  DALZIEL  said  they  were  always  .  gj^es  of  the  argument  and  make  a  Report ; 
glad  to  have  something  pven  by  the  that  they  would  call  witnesses  as  to 
Minister  in  charge  of  a  Bill  which  was  the  merits  and  demerits  of  the 
worth  having,  but  he  was  not  going  to  proposal  contained  in  the  Bill,  and 
t^ke  something  from  the  noble  lord  '  ^^^m  ^e  able  to  alter  the  BiU  or 
after  a  Comnuttee  had  sat  which  would  .  they  would  be  able  to  present  a  Report 
be  worth  nothing  whatever.    The  ques-    without  looking  at  the  Bill  at  aU.    Then 


tion  was  whether  it  was  desirable,  in  the 
public  interest,  that  this  agreement 
should  be  sanctioned.  There  was  no 
suggestion  here  about  new  proposals  or 
fresh  terms,  or  anything  of  that  kind. 
The  one  point  on  which  the  Committee 


there  was  a  Select  Committee  to  which  a 
Bill  might  be  referred,  which  could  alter 
every  clause  of  the  Bill  if  they  chose,  so 
that  it  did  not  do  for  the  hon.  Member  for 
King's  Lynn  to  say  they  could  not 
appoint  a  Committee  to  deal  with  this 


was  to  give  judgment  was  not  whether  i  agreement  in  any  way.  This  House 
ornotthi8agreementshouldbealtered,but :  ^^,,1^  j^^  ^  Select  Committee  power  to 
tosay  "Ayo  or^'Nay  '  to  the  aj^eement.  I  jeal  with  any  one  of  the  clauses  or  with 
What  was  the  Motion  that  would  be  put  i  the  whole  of  the  clauses  of  this  agree- 
before  the  Houee?  It  was  that  the  ^^^^^  ^^^^^i  i^  the  same  way  as  refer- 
Select  Committee  8  Report  be  adopted,  so,  ^^^^  .  ^^  ^,^,  i^^^  to  a  Select  Com- 
that  when  this  agreement  came  back  to  ^^ttee  to  deal  with  any  Bill. 
the  House  the  House  would  not  have  any 


authority  to  alter  a  single  stop  or  comma 
in  it.  The  noble  Lord,  who  made  this 
agreement  on  behalf  of  the  Government, 
woold  make  it  a  vote  of  confidence  in 
himself,  which  would  mean  that  they 
could  not  give  a  vote  which  would  at  all 
imperil  the  continuance,  so  long  as  his 
Party  was  in  power,  of  his  tenure  at  the 
Post  Office. 


A  further  reason  why  they  should 
be  careful  was  that  the  whole  agree- 
ment was  based  upon  what  was 
called  the  tramways  arrangement,  it 
being  altogether  forgotten  that  the  tram- 
ways had  a  continued  monopoly  and  that 
this  telephone  company  had  to  stop  on 
a  certain  date.  So  that  there  was  and  could 


not  be  any  comparison  whatever.      Now 
When    the    proposal    was  made  last  |  what  he  desired  to  come  to  was  this,  the 


year  to  send  this  agreement  to  a 
Select  Committee,  he  spoke  immediately 
after  the  noble  Lord,  and  assented  to  it, 
because  he  thought  the  Committee  would 
then  investigate  the  whole  matter  before 
a  definite  decision  was  arrived  at.  But 
now,  after  it  came  back  from  the  Select 
Committee,  every  Member  of  the  House 
would  lie  denied  the  opportunity  of  mak- 
ing any  Amendment  to  the  agreement, 
because  the  noble  Lord  had  said  they 


noble  Lord  apparently  was  willing  to  listen 
to  suggestions  from  the  Select  Committee. 
He  was  willing  that  this  agreement  should 
go  to  the  Select  Committee  and  that  any 
suggestions  they  made  should  be  con- 
sidered in  the  House.  In  his  opinion 
that  would  be  a  Parliamentary  procedure 
for  which  there  was  no  precedent  what- 
ever. There  was  no  precedent  for  a 
Committee  making  suggestions  as  to 
Amendments    and    making  no  Amend- 


must  take  it  or  leave  it,  for  the  ;  ments.  He  wished  the  noble  Lord  to  keep 
recommendations  which  the  Select  Com- ,  an  open  mind  upon  this  matter  and  not 
mittee  would  make  to  the  noble  Lord  ,  to  make  it  a  matter  of  confidence,  a  con- 
would  not  give  sufficient  opportunity  to  dition  of  things  which  would  leave  them 
the  House  to  discuss  it.  In  a  matter  of  this  in  a  very  much  freer  position  than  they 
kind  the  public  thought  that  the  immense  [  were  at  present.  ^  Therefore  ho  proposed 
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to  add  alter  the  word  ** agreement" 
the  words  ''  with  such  Amendments  if 
any  as  may  be  deemed  expedient." 
It  might  be  that  no  Amendments  would 
be  required  at  all,  but  what  was  the  use 
of  all  this  ?  What  was  the  use  of  having  a 
Select  Committee  to  strengthen  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  as  to  his  policy  if  that 
Select  Committee  was  not  to  be  allowed 
to  alter  or  amend  any  particular  clause 
in  the  agreement  1  He  might  have 
perfect  confidence  in  the  agreement 
he  had  made,  but  even  then  he 
would  be  consoled  by  the  fact  that  he 
would  have  a  majority  of  his  supporters 
upon  the  Committee.  Therefore  he 
submitted  that  the  noble  Lord  ought  to 
be  able  to  accept  this  Amendment.  Such  a 
thing  would  add  great  force  to  the  recom- 
mendations of  theCommittee,  andhe  firmly 
believed  it  would  save  much  time  when 
the  recommendations  came  back  to  the 
House.  He  asked  the  noble  Lord  to 
accept  this  Amendment,  which  involved 
a  very  important  question  of  policy.  As 
they  stood  to-day  no  one  would  be 
satisfied  that  sending  tbe  agreement 
to  a  Select  Committee  would  be  of 
any  use  whatever  without  power  being 
given  to  that  Committee  to  alter  it. 
To  send  it  to  a  Select  Committee  without 
such  power  as  that  would  be  a  farce,  and 
therefore  he  appealed  with  confidence  to 
the  noble  Lord  to  accept  his  Amendment 
and  shorten  the  discussion.  He  begged 
to  move. 

Amendment  proposed — 

'*  In  line  5,  after  the  word  '  agreement,'  to 
insert  the  words  *  with  such  Amendments,  if 
any,  as  may  be  deemed  expedient.*  *' — {Mr. 
Dalziel.) 

Quest'on  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  said  it  ap- 
peared to  him  that  there  was  a  grave 
doubt  whether,  under  the  terms  of  refer- 
ence as  they  stood,  it  would  be  in  the 
power  of  the  Chairman  of  this  Committee 
to  carry  out  the  pledges  of  the  noble 
Lord.  They  had  all  heard  those  pledges, 
and,  so  far  as  he  was  concerned,  with  one 
exception,  they  were  satisfactory.  But  the 
moment  the  Committee  was  set  up  the 
power  of  the  noble  Lord  to  redeem  his 
pledges  was  gone.    He  had  no  power  over 

Mr,  DcUzid, 


the  Committee,  and  supposing  the  Com- 
mittee proceeded,  in  pursuance  of  the 
pledges  the  noble  Lord  had  given,  to  con- 
sider the  suggestions  made  by  the  Com- 
mittee in  their  recommendations,  the 
Chairman  of  the  Committee  might  say 
the  terms  of  reference  did  not  contemplate 
any  Amendment  and  theiefore  they  were 
out  of  order.  Where  was  the  noble  Lord 
then?  He  would  be  under  pledges  to 
this  House,  but  his  power  to  redeem  those 
pledges  would  be  absolutely  gone,  and  he 
would  find  himself  in  this  House  in  the 
position  of  a  person  who  is  denied  the 
facility  to  redeem  pledges  which  he  has  • 
made  with  the  best  will  in  the  world,  and 
there  would  be  no  remedy.  The  last  clause 
of  the  agreement  would  come  into  force 
because  the  House  of  Commons  would  be 
asked  to  decide  this  matter  without  hear- 
ing those  recommendations  which  the 
Committee  wished,  but  were  not  allowed 
to  make,  and  if  they  did  not  decide  thrn 
the  agreement  would  come  into  force  after 
August  31st  whether  they  sanctioned 
it  or  not.  Therefore  it  was  neces- 
sary to  see  whether  the  terms  of  re- 
ference made  it  binding  on  the  Chair- 
man of  the  Committee  to  carry  out  the 
pledges  given  by  the  noble  Lord.  That 
was  his  first  point,  and  the  words  of  his 
hon.  friend  below  him  had  that  for  their 
object. 

He  passed  to  another  point  of  some 
importance  in  regard  to  which  one 
pledge  of  the  noble  Lord  did  not  satisfy 
him.  What  the  Committee  was  called 
upon  to  do  under  the  terms  of  the  refer- 
ence was  to  recommend  alterations  in 
this  agreement.  He  did  not  agree  with 
his  hon.  friend  below  him  on  one  point, 
and  he  did  agree  with  the  noble  Lord 
that  it  would  be  against  all  precedent  to 
give,  if  it  were  possible  to  give,  to  a  Com- 
mittee upstairs  the  power  of  altering  this 
agreement.  The  thing  was  not  practic- 
able, because  an  agreement  was  an  agree- 
ment] between  two  parties,  and  the 
moment  the  Committee  upstairs  altered 
the  agreement  then  that  agreement  was 
at  an  end,  because  unless  the  other  party 
agreed  to  the  alterations  it  was  no  longer 
the  agreement  that  was  entered  into. 
Therefore,  the  demand  to  allow  the 
Committee  upstairs  to  alter  this  agree- 
was  an  impossible  demand.  What  they 
wanted    was    this :    They    wanted    full  » 
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power,  and  they  wanted  it  made  clear  in 
the  terms  of  reference  given  to  the 
Committee,  to  recommend  alterations  in 
the  agreement. 

That  brought  him  to  his  second  point, 
where  he  disagreed  with  the  noble 
Lord.  He  did  not  think  the  Committee 
ought  to  be  compelled  by  the  wording 
of  the  reference  to  report  whether 
"  on  the  balance "  they  thought  this 
agreement  ought  to  be  accepted  or  not. 
He  objected  to  that.  He  thought  they 
ought  to  be  allowed  to  report  in  any  of 
three  ways,  either  whether  "on  the 
balance'*  the  agreement  ought  to  be 
annulled,  or  that  it  ought  to  be  accepted 
ii  the  public  interest,  or  they  ought  to 
be  allowed  to  make  an  open  Report  saying 
that,  in  event  of  certain  alterations  being 
made  which  they  recommended,  they 
would  recommend  that  the  agree- 
ment be  accepted.  Under  the  terms  of 
reference  as  they  now  stood  they  would 
not  be  allowed  to  do  that.  Why  should 
not  they  be  allowed  to  make  such  a 
Report,  because  that  was  the  Report  which 
he  thought  they  ought  to  be  allowed  to 
make,  namely,  that  they  were  in  favour 
of  the  agreement  being  made  with  the 
telephone  company  in  the  public  interest, 
but  not  on  the  terms  of  the  present 
agreement.  Then  the  agreement  would  be 
altered  and  would  go  back  in  that  form  to 
the  telephone  company  and  the  tele- 
phone company,  with  all  the  chances  before 
them,  Would  agree  to  accept  thd  modifi- 
cations suggested  by  this  House,  or  go  a 
long  way  in  that  direction.  Why,  then, 
should  the  Government  tief  up  the  hands 
of  the  Committee,  and  thus  give  warning 
to  the  telephone  company  that  they 
only  had  to  stand  firm  to  get  what  they 
wanted.  He  claimed  that  the  terms  of 
reference  were  most  skilfully  drawn  so 
as  to  turn  the  proceedings  of  the  Com- 
mittee into  an  absolute  mockery,  because 
the  Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
after  the  recommendations  of  the  Select 
Committee  were  brought  before  them, 
were  tied  to  two  great  alternatives, 
either  to  destroy  the  agreement  alto- 
gether, or  to  accept  it  with  all  its  faults. 

The  Committee  might  hesitate  greatly 
in  the  public  interest,  and  say,  "We  will 
accept  it;'*  but,  on  the  other  hand, 
W€re  they  to  tell  the  Committee  to 
devote  weeks    of    labour;     to    examine 


witnesses  with  great  expense;  to  make 
p.  series  of  recommendations,  but  to 
wind  up  their  inquiry  by  the  adoption 
of  the  agreement,  and  thereby  stultify 
themselves  1  Because,  did  anybody  sup- 
pose that  the  telephone  company,  with 
su}h  a  point  in  their  hands,  would  ever 
take  the  trouble  to  read  over  the  re- 
commendations of  the  Committee  under 
such  circumstanced  ? 

They  were  engaged  on  a  very  im- 
portant discussion  which  might  mean 
millions  to  the  public  of  this  country. 
These  great  C3ntracts  were  very  serious 
matters.  He  did  not  profess  to  know 
anytj^ing  about  this  matter,  and  it 
was  not  in  the  least  necessary  that  he 
should  know  anything  about  it,  but  it 
was  a  very  technical  matter^  and  the 
House  ought  to  proceed  cautiously 
because  of  that  fact,  and  because  it 
involved  a  question  of  millions.  He  had 
heard  it  stated  that  if  this  matter  were 
carefully  considered,  and  the  principles, 
even  of  the  tramways  terms,  applied 
strictly  to  this  bargain,  that  the  tele- 
phone company  would  get  £2,000,000 
less  for  their  interest.  He  did  not  know 
if  that  was  true,  but,  in  any  case,  the 
House  ought  to  be  very  careful  in 
regard  to  anything  in  respect  to  which 
such  a  statement  could  be  made,  and 
it  should  do  its  bast  to  •  get  the 
best  terms  possible.  He  did  not 
blame  the  noble  Lord,  because  he  had 
done  the  best  according  to  his  judg- 
ment; all  he  said  was  that  the  House 
should  have  a  word  in  the  matter; 
but,  because  the  noble  Lord  had  made 
what  he  thought  to  be  the  best  terms 
possible,  he  had  drawn  the  terms  of 
reference  in  such  a  way  as  to  make  the 
labours  of  the  Committee  absolutely 
nugatory.  He  suggested  that  the  noble 
Lord  should  leave  it  open  to  the  Com- 
mittee to  send  down  to  the  House  what 
he  called  an  open  Report  to  the  effect,  if 
they  held  that  opinion,  that  they  con- 
sidered it  extremely  desirable  in  the 
interests  of  the  public  service  that  the 
telephones  should  be  bought  up,  and  that 
on  certain  lines  and  terms  which  they 
suggested  they  would  agree  to  the 
purchase.  But  if  those  terms  were  not 
made  then  they  agreed  to  make  no 
recommendations. 
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Sir      CHRISTOPHER      FURNESS 
(Hartlepool)    said    he  peisonally    knew 
nothing  about  this  matter,  but  he  had 
noticed  in  the  papers  first  on  one  day 
that  the  contract  between  the  Govern- 
ment and  the  telephone  company  had 
been  made,  and  then  that  the  shares 
of  the  telephone  company  had  gone  up. 
Then  a  day  or  two  afterwards  that  state- 
ment was  contradicted  and  it  was  said 
that  the  shares  had  gone  down.     The 
hon.  Baronet  on  the  other  aide  of  the 
House  had    informed  the   Houise    that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman   the  Member 
for  Wolverhampton  was  the  chairman 
of  the   telephone  company.    That  was 
news    to   him,    but   the    hon.  Baronet 
then  complained  of  the  absence  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  in  this  debate.    He 
should    have   considered   it  would   have 
been  in  very  bad  taste  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  been  in  his  place  on  this 
occasion,  ani  he  commended  him,  if  he 
were   connected  with   this  company  in 
any  way,  upon  his  absence  that  afternoon. 
It  would  have  been  very  much  better  if 
others  had  also  been   absent.     He  had 
heard  certain  insinuations  with  regard  to 
this  matter  and  he   called   them  most 
unworthy  insinuations,  because  he  declined 
to  believe   that   any  Gentleman  in  this 
House  had  acted  in  this  matter  in  any 
way  unworthy  of  the  best  interests  of  the 
State.     It   seemed    to    him    that    this 
Amendment  might  be  withdrawn  if  the 
noble  Lord  would  agree  to  a  suggestion 
which  he  ventured    to    make.     It  was 
perfectly  clear  to  any  business  man  that 
the  terms  which  had  been  entered  into 
could  not  be  varied  by  any  Committee 
upstairs.      It    was     quite    clear    that 
it   was    within    the    province   of    that 
Committee  to  make  alterations  in  this 
provisional  agreement  which  would  not 
be  in  any  way  binding  on  the  Telephone 
Company.     Both  sides  must  agree,  before 
it  could  be  a  binding  agreement,  but  it 
did  seem  to  him  that  the  difficultv  might 
be  easily  got  over.    Let  them  assume 
that  this  Committee  recommended  that 
the  noble  Lord  should  see  the  telephone 
company  and  made  certain  sugiiestions ; 
the  noble  Lord  should  consider   those 
suggestions,  and  after  the  Committee  had 
reported,  place  himself  in  communication 
with  the  telephone  company,  and  if  he 
was  unable  to  obtain  any  modification 
in  this  provisional  agreement,  he  shnuld 


give  a  pledge  to  tkiii  House  that  the 
agreement  should  not  become  binding  on 
August  29th,  but  that  the  House  should 
have  an  opportunity  of  discussing  this 
matter. 

Lord  STANLEY:  The  hon.  Baronet 
could  not  have  been  in  the  House  when 
I  was  speaking,  for  what  he  has  asked  for 
I  have  already  offered. 

Sir  CHRISTOPHER  FURNESS  said 
he  did  not  understand  the  roble  liord 
to  give  such  an  undertaking  as  that,  but 
if  he  had  done  so  he  was  satisfied. 

Lord  STANLEY  here  interjected  a 
remark  which  was  not  heard  in  the 
gallery. 

Mr.   LABOUCHERE    (Northampton) 
said    he    had    taken    part    in    a    good 
many    discussions    in    connection    with 
this    agreement     with     respect    to    the 
telephone    company.     He   had  oppos-^d 
all  these  agreements  because  it  always 
appeared  to  him  that  for  some   reason 
or     other     the    company     always    got 
the     best     of     the     public      and     the 
Post    Office.    But    if    the    noble    Lord 
would  accept  the  suggestion  of  his  hon. 
friend  he  thought  this  agreement  would 
be    most    desirable    and    it    would    be 
very  desirable  to    see    it   carried    out. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Mayo  pointed  out 
that  the  noble  Lord  was  not  entirely  free 
in  this  matter.    They  had  not  only  to 
deal  with  the  noble  Lord  but  also  with 
the    telephone   company    itself.        The 
company  had  its  agreement,  a  most  un* 
fair  agreement,  he  thought,  so  far  as  they 
were  concerned.     It  was  to  continue  its 
existence  until  1911  and  then  it  was  to 
be  bought  under  certain  conditions.    It 
was  admitted  that  it  was  injurious  to  the 
public     that    the    telephone     company 
should  act  under  that  agreement  until 
the  year  1911,  and  therefore  he  thought  it 
was  most  desirable  that  they  should  come 
to  some  arrangement  with  the  companv 
to  enable  the  service  to  be  freer  before 
then  than  it  was  at  present.    His  hon. 
friend  had  proposed  this   Amendment. 
The  words  were  as  follows,  '*  With  such 
Amendments,  if  any,  as  may  bedecmed  ex- 
pedient."    He  presumed  his  hon.  friend 
meant  that  he  would  have  the  agreement 
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taken  clause  by  clause,  and  that  Amend- 
ments should  be  moved  one  by  one  on 
those  clauses. 

Mr.  DALZIEL  said  he  recognised  that 
as  the  agreement  was  a  provisional  one  it 
might  be  inconvenient  to  take  it  clause 
by  clause,  and  he  would  alter  his  Amend- 
ment by  making  it  *'  suggested  Amend- 
ments." 

Lord  STANLEY :  I  oould  not  accept 
that. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said  the  question 
was  that  Amendments  might  have  to  be 
taken  on  the  agreement  itself,  and  he 
did  not  see  how  that  would  be  possible  or 
how  it  could  be  dealt  with  in  the  agree- 
ment itself,  and  he  did  not  see  how  his 
hon.  friend  could  deal  with  the  matter  at 
ail  by  way  of  suggested  Amendments. 
The  Committee  would  look  into  the 
matter  and  discuss  it,  and  then  issue 
their  Report,  and  then  what  would  be 
done  would  bo  to  move  Amendments  in 
this  House  on  the  Report  itself.  He 
thought  it  could  be  done  under  the  Motion 
itself.  But  if  there  was  any  doubt  on  the 
matter,  then  he  suggested  to  the  noble 
Lord  that  if  he  thought  it  might  be 
desirable  that  an^  of  the  reconmien- 
dations  should  come  before  the  House  as 
the  recommendations  of  the  Com- 
mittee, they  might  add  these  words, 
or  words  in  this  form,  ''either  in  its 
accepted  form  or  in  any  form  in  which 
it  is  suggested  by  the  Committee." 
That  was  the  ground  of  objection. 

Lord  STANLEY :  It  is  the  same 
thing. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said  it  was  not 
quite  the  same  thing.  The  House  would 
have  to  receive  the  Report,  and,  assuming 
there  were  certain  suggested  alterations, 
the  noble  Lord  would  have  to  consider 
those  suggested  alterations  himself,  and 
if  he  were  of  opinion  that  it  was  desirable 
that  they  should  be  made,  be  would  go 
to  the  company  and  say,  '*  You  hold  us 
perfectly  fast ;  you  may  say  that  I  have 
made  a  provisional  agreement  subject  to 
ratification  by  the  House ;  but  I  think 
the  suggested  alterations  are  sound,  and 

1  submit  it  to  youj  whether  in  your  own 


inteie^it,  and  in  the  interest  of  the  public* 
it  would  not  be  desirable  that  you  should 
give  your  assent  to  them."  But  as  the 
agreement  stood,  the  company  could 
refuse  its  assent ;  and  he  wanted  to  make 
it  as  easy  as  possible  for  the  noble  Lord, 
to  whom  he  thought  the  House  owed  a 
debt  of  gratitude  for  the  agreement  he 
had  come  to.  The  company  had  on 
previous  occasions  been  very  difficult  to 
deal  with ;  it  had  always  been  in  favour 
of  its  pound  of  flesh,  and  it  had  the  power 
now  to  stand  up  for  and  to  insist  on  its 
pound  of  flesh,  much  to  the  harm  of  the 
country,  until  the  year  1911.  He  gathered 
that  the  noble  Lord  wished  the  Commit- 
tee to  be  able  to  make  recommendations ; 
that  being  so,  there  being  many  Mem- 
bers on  that  side  of  the  House  who  did 
not  think  it  would  be  possible  under  the 
present  wording  of  the  Motion,  he  hoped 
the  noble  Lord  would  accept  such  words 
as  he  had  read  out,  or  words  tantamount 
to  them,  so  as  bo  make  the  matter  clear. 


Lord  STANLEY  desired  to  make  his 
position  perfectly  clear.  As  representing 
the  Post  Office  he  had  made  the  best 
agreement  that  he  possibly  could — in  his 
own  opinion  at  all  events — ^in  the  in- 
terests of  the  country,  and  he  believed 
that  that  agreement  was  the  utmost  that 
they  could  expect,  but  he  wished  to  be 
fortified  with  the  opinion  of  a  Select 
Committ43eof  the  House.  The  proposed 
Select  Committee  had  the  full  powers 
which  appertained  to  every  Select  Com- 
mittee ;  it  would  be  able  to  declare  what 
its  opinion  of  the  agreement  was,  also  in 
what  part,  if  any,  it  thought  the  agreement 
defective.  That  power  belonged  to 
every  Select  Committee  and  he  was 
neither  adding  to  nor  taking  away  from 
it.  When  the  Committee  had  considered 
the  question  it  would  make  its  recommen- 
dation as  to  whether  in  the  best  interests 
of  the  country  the  House  should  accept  the 
agreement  or  not,  giving  its  reasons.  He 
had  not  the  slightest  pride  in  this  matter, 
and  if  he  found  that  his  judgment  had 
been  wrong,  and  if  the  Committee  found 
that  he  had  been  wrong,  he  would  not 
hesitate  to  say  so  to  the  House  of 
Commons.  He  would  then  let  the  agree- 
ment drop,  as  lie  could  do  by  means  of  a 
vote  of  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
commence  de  novo  with  a  new  agreement. 
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He  really  thought  that  that  was  all  the 
House  of  Gommons  ought  to  ask  him  to 
do.  PersoDally,  he  believed  that  the 
Committee  would  find  that  this  agieement 
was  in  the  best  interests  of  the  country, 
and  he  could  not  accept  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  McCRAE  said  the  noble  Lord  had 
just  stated  that  this  Committee  would 
have  full  powers,  but  they  on  that  side 
of  the  House  were  afraid  that  those 
powers  were  somewhat  circumscribed  by 
the  terms  of  the  reference. 

Lord  STANLEY :  No. 

Mr.  McCRAE  said  that  was  where  the 
diffeience  of  opinion  came  in,  and  he 
suggested,  in  order  to  make  it  clear  that 
the  Committee  had  full  power  to  con- 
sider the  whole  matter,  that  the  noble 
Lord  should  strike  out  the  words  after 
•*  report "  in  order  to  insert,  **  as  to  any 
recommendations  thereon.'*  That  pre- 
served the  attitude  of  the  noble  Lord, 
and  it  would  also  meet  the  wishes  of  hon. 
Members  on  that  side  of  the  House. 

Mr.  lough  said  he  would  not  be 
suiprised  if  they  were  at  a  complete 
agreement,  but  they  on  that  side  oi  the 
House  felt,  whether  rightly  or  wrongly, 
that  if  the  reference  was  maintained  in  its 
present  wording  the  Committee  would 
or  might  be  restrained  from  making  a  full 
examination  of  the  subjects  which  this 
agreement  raised.  They  only  wanted  to 
be  sure  that  the  Committee  would  be 
quite  free  to  examine  the  whole  question 
and  to  make  whatever  Report  it  pleased, 
and  he  thought  that  if  from  the  end  of 
the  reference  there  had  been  omitted  the 
words  "and  to  report  whether  it  is 
desirable  in  the  public  interest  that  the 
agreement  should  become  binding,"  the 
matter  would  have  been  nearly  all  right. 

Mr.  DILLON :  "  To  report  thereon  " 
simply. 

Mr.  LOUOHsaid  that  if  the  words  had 
been  **  To  consider  and  report  on  the  pro- 
posed agreement"  they  would  have 
taken  no  objection  at  all.  Ultimately 
the  House  of  Commons  would  have  to 
decide  this  matter ;  but  they  would  not 
have  the  necessary  information  to  enable 
them   to  give  a  full  judgment  upon  the 

Lord  Stanleif, 


question  unless  the  Committee  was  left 
peifectly  free.  They  wanted  the  Com- 
mittee to  examine  the  agreement  from 
every  standpoint,  and  to  look  at  the 
telephone  question  from  every  stand- 
point, and  then  to  make  a  wide  and  open 
Report.  If  the  noble  Lord  would  make 
the  matter  entirely  open  they  would  be 
satisfied,  and  the  debate  would  come  to 
an  end. 

Lord  STANLEY  said  that  if  the  present 
Amendment  were  withdrawn,  and  the 
Hooss  would  agree  to  it,  he  would  be 
willing  to  insert  words  so  that  the 
reference  should  read,  **and  to  report 
as  to  any  recommendations  thereon  and 
whether  it  is  desiiable  in  the  public 
interest  that  the  agreement  should  become 
binding."  That  would  be  inserting  the 
the  words  suggested  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Edinburgh.  For  his  own  satisfac- 
tion he  desired  the  Committee  to  say 
whether  they  considered  it  desirable 
in  the  public  interest  that  the  agreement 
should  become  binding. 

Mr.  DILLON  said  that  wat  exactly 
what  he  objected  to,  as  it  was  making 
the  matter  in  the  Committee  a  question 
of  confidence  in  the  Government,  denying 
to  the  Committee  the  power  to  give  an 
open  Report.  They  would  then  get,  not 
the  true  mind  of  the  Committee,  but 
only  the  mind  of  the  noble  Lord's 
supporters. 


iM 
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Mr.  KEARLEY  suggested  that  it 
would  meet  the  views  of  the  Opposition 
if  the  noble  Lord  would  leave  out  all 
words  after  "report"  and  insert 
*•  thereon. ' 

Mr.  DILLON  said  that  would  not  do 
at  all.  The  noble  Lord  wished  to  retain 
the  words  **  whether  it  is  desirable  that, 
the  agreement  should  become  binding.'' 
The  agreement  was  the  noble  Lord's 
agreement,  and  he  wanted  to  foice  the 
Committee  to  say  whether  or  not  the? 
approved  of  his  agreement.  That  was 
what  the  Committee  ought  not  to  he 
forced  to  do. 

Lord  STANLEY  said  that  for  his  own 
satisfaction  and  justification,  he  must 
ask  the  House  to  keep  those  words  in. 
If  there  were  any  words  he  could  add    ^ 
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which  would  give  a  third  alternative  he 
was  perfectly  ready  to  put  them  in,  but 
he  must  insist  on  retaining  in  the 
Resolution  the  words  "whether  it  is 
desirable  in  the  public  interest  that  the 
agreement  should  become  binding." 

Mr.  KEARLEY:  With  recommenda- 
tions. 

LoRB  STANLEY:  I  am  quite  ready 
to  put  in  "  and  any  recommendations 
thereon." 

Mr.  DILLON:  The  noble  Lord  does 
not  see  my  point. 

Lord  STANLEY:  I  quite  see  the 
point  of  the  hon.  Member.  That  is  where 
we  differ. 

Mr.  DILLON  asked  whether  it 
amounted  ti  this — that  the  noble  Lord 
objected  to  leaving  it  to  the  Committee 
to  give  an'open  Report. 

Lord  STANLEY :  No. 

Mr.  DILLON  said  the  retention  cf 
these  words  did  not  leave  it  open  to  the 
Committee.  Under  them  the  Chairman 
and  the  Committee  would  be  bound  to 
bring  up  a  Report  for  or  against  the  noble 
Loid's  proposal,  and  he  would  not  allow 
the  Committee,  even  if  they  wisbei  to 
do  FO,  to  give  an  open  Report  saying 


Lord  STANLEY:    We  seem 
nearly  in  agreement. 


to   be 


Mr.  DILLON:  But  still  it  is  an 
important  point. 

Lord  STANLEY :  The  words  are— 

''Whether  it  is  desbable  in  the  public 
interest  tliat  the  agreement  should  become 
binding  with  or  without  modification." 

I  will  read  it  to  the  House.  I  do  not 
know  whether  the  hon.  Member  will  then 
withdraw  his  Amendment.  It  will  then 
read — 

"  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to 
consider  the  Agreement  of  February  2nd,  1905, 
l)etween  the  Postmaster-Generai  and  the 
National  Telephone  Company,  and  to  report  as 
to  any  recommendations  thereon  ;  whether  it  is 
desirable  in  the  pablic  interest  that  the  agree- 
ment shall  become  binding  with  o^  without 
ippdilications." 


Mb.  DALZIEL  said  that  under  the 
circumatances  he  should  be  willing  to 
withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question  amended*  in  line  4,  by 
inserting,  after  the  word  **  Report,"  the 
words  ''as  to  any  recommendations 
thereon,"  and  in  line  5,  by  adding,  at 
the  end  of  the  Question,  the  words  ''  with 
or  without  modifications." 

Amendment  proposed — 

''After  the  words  last  added,  to  add  the 

« words,  'and  also  whether  the  interests  of  the 

employees  of  the  National  Telephone  Company 

have    been    duly    considered.' '*—(Jtfr.    I/ukc 

White,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Lord  STANLEY :  I  accept  the  addi- 
tion of  those  words. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed 
to  consider  the  Agreement  of  the  2nd 
day  of  February,  1905,  between  the 
Postmaster  -  General  and  the  National 
Telephone  Company,  and  to  report  as  to 
any  recommendations  thereon  whether  it 
is  desirable  in  the  public  interest  that 
the  Agreement  should  become  binding, 
with  or  without  modifications,  and  also 
whether  the  interest  of  the  employees  of 
the  National  Telephone  Company  have 
been  duly  considered." 


"  That  Mr.  Benn,  Lord  Bingham,  Sir 
Horatio  Davies,  Mr.  Keir  Hardie,  Mr. 
Helme,  Sir  WilUam  Holland,  Mr.  Lamb- 
ton,  Mr.  Morrison,  Mr.  Joseph  Nolan, 
Sir  Charles  Renshaw,  Colonel  Royds, 
and  Mr.  Stuart- Wortley  be  nominated 
Members  of  the  Committee."  —  (Lard 
Stanley.) 

Mr.  DALZIEL  said  he  coiiced  that 
the  Government  had  two  more  Members 
on  this  Committee  than  the  Opposition 
had,  and  as  a  rule  in  such  Committees 
the  Goverment  only  had  a  majority  of 
one.     He  thought  the  noble  Lord  might 
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be  satisfied  with  having  a  bare  majority 
of  his  own  supporters  on  the  Committee. 
He  raised  this  objection  upon  Loid 
Bingham's  name,  but  he  did  not  object 
to  Lord  Bingham  any  more  than  any 
other  member  of  the  Committee.  He 
thought  the  Government  should  be 
content  with  one  more,  and  in  view  of 
the  importance  of  this  matter  he  sug- 
gested that  the  noble  Lord  should  take 
one  of  his  own  supporters  out.  He  might 
take  out  any  one  ho  pleased. 

Lord  STANLEY:  I  do  not  know 
exactly  what  the  right  proportion  on 
this  Committee  is  between  the  two  sides, 
but  if  I  find  that  the  proportion  is 
wrong 

.    Mr-  DALZIKL  :  It  is. 

Lord  STANLEY :  I  am  not  sure  that 
it  is,  but  if  I  find  that  it  is  so,  after  con- 
sultation, I  shall  prefer  to  add  one  more 
to  the  Committee  from  the  opposite  side. 

Mr.  DALZIEL  said  he  ^ould  be  per- 
fectly wilUng  to  accept  that.  If  the 
noble  Lord  counted  the  Irish  Members 
as  members  of  the  Opposition  he  would 
find  that  the  Government  had  a  majority 
of  two.  He  begged  leave  to  withdraw 
his  objection. 

Question  put  and  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Committee  have  power  to  send 
for  persons,  papers,  and  records." — (Lord 
Stanley,) 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
•*That  Thjee  bo  the  quorum."— (Lorrf 
Stanley,) 

Mr.  DALZIEL  said  that  with  regard 
to  the  question  of  three  being  a 
quorum 

LoRi3  STANLEY:  I  am  quite  ready 
to  make  it  five. 

Mr.  lough  satd  ihia  was  a  most 
important  matter  and 

Mr,  DalzieL 


Lord  STANLEY :  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber does  not  accept  five  I  am  ready  to 
stick  to  three. 


9> 


Question,  **  That  Five  be  the  quorum, 
put,  and  agreed  to. 


Ordered,  That  a  Select  Committee  be 
appointed  to  consider  the  Agreement  of 
the  2nd  day  of  February,  1905,  between 
the  Postmaster-General  and  the  National 
Telephone  Company,  and  to  report  as  to 
any  recommendations  thereon  whether  it 
is  desirable  in  the  public  interest  that 
the  Agreement  should  become  binding, 
with  or  without  modifications,  and  also 
whether  the  interests  of  the  employees  of 
the  National  Telephone  Company  have 
been  duly  considered. 

Mr.  Benn,  Lord  Bingham,  Sir  Horatio 
Davies,  Mr.  Keir  Hardie,  Mr.  Helme, 
Sir  William  Holland,  Mr.  Lambton,  Mr. 
Morrison,  Mr.  Joseph  Nolan,  Sir  Charles 
Renshaw,  Colonel  Royds,  and  Mr. 
Stuart  Wortley  nominated  members  of 
the  Committee. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  have 
power  to  send  for  persons,  papers,  and 
records. 

Ordered,  That  Five  be  the  quorum- 
(Lord  Stanley.) 


FINANCE  BILL 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.' 

[Mr.  Jeffreys  (Hampshire,  N.)  in  the 
Chair.] 

Clause  1. 

Mr.  scares  (Devonshire,  Barnstaple) 
said  the  Amendment  he  wished  to  propose 
was  to  leave  out  the  word  "levied"  in 
line  18  of  the  first  clause.  His  object  was 
to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
the  reason  why  that  word  was  inserted. 
It  seemed  to  him,  in  efiect,  to  be  a 
question  more  or  lesa  of  verbiage.  In  a 
Bill  of  this  kind  it  was  important  that 
every  word  should  be  carefully  con- 
sidered, and  they  did  not  want  a  word 
inf^ertod  which  thev  r^id  not  know   the 
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definite  meaning  of.  It  was  not  a 
question  of  a  few  pounds  being  dealt 
with,  because  this  Bill  dealt  with  millions 
of  pounds.  He  wished  to  know  whether 
the  woid  "levied**  was  a  word  of  [any 
service,  and  whether  it  was  necessary  for 
it  to  be  inserted  at  all.  In  ancient  times 
lawyers  used  to  be  paid  by  the  number 
of  words  they  could  insert  in  a  deed  of 
conveyance  and  they  used  to  get  as  many 
words  as  possible  inserted  which  meant 
exactly  the  same  thing.  The  word 
**  levied  "  had  fallen  into  desuetude  and 
thev  did  not  want  it  continued  in  Acts 
of  Parliament.  He  had  searched  for 
definitions  of  the  word  **  levied  "  and  he 
found  that  it  meant  "raised."  If  the 
word  ** raised"  were  put  in  he  thouj^ht 
the  word  **  levied  "  would  not  be  required. 
In  Clause  4  they  found  that  certain  rates 
were  not  to  be  charged  any  longer,  and  it 
only  stated  that  they  should  cease  to  be 
"chargeable"  and  not  *' leviable  and 
payable."    He  begged  to  move 

Amendment  proposed — 

'*  In  page  1,  line  18,  to  leave  out  the  word 
**  levied."— (J/r.  Soares.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word 
*  levied  '  stand  part  of  the  clause." 

The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr.  Austen  Chamberlain, 
Worcestershire,  £.)  said  he  hoped 
the  hon.  Member  would  not  think 
it  necessary  to  press  this  Amend- 
ment. The  form  of  words  embodied. in 
the  clause  were  those  which  had  been 
uniformly  used  in  finance  legislation  for 
many  years  past.  It  was  not  used  in 
connection  with  the  income-tax  because 
Section  26  of  the  Act  of  1896  shortened 
the  income-tax  clause  and  provided  that 
the  income-tax  should  be  **  charged,  levied, 
and  paid."  The  same  meaning  was 
attached  to  the  single  word  **  charged." 
He  did  not  think  there  was  much 
substance  in  the  addition  of  the 
word,  but  as  it  had  always  been  used 
in    Acts    of    ParUament     there    might 


be  inconvenience  caused  by  its  omission, 
because  it  might  be  argued  that 
the  House  of  Commons  meant  something 
different  when  the  old  form  was  used. 
The  form  adopted  was  the  form  which 
had  appeared  in  every  Finance  Act  for 
the  past  ten  years.  He  hoped  the  hon. 
Member  would  agree  that  it  was  not 
quite  a  reasonable  or  necessary  Amend- 
ment. He  therefore  suggested  that  they 
should  adhere  to  the  words  which  were 
customary',  because  any  departure  from 
them  might  be  assumed  to  imply  a 
difference  of  intention. on  the  part  of  the 
House.  He  thought  it  would  be  a 
mistake  to  alter  the  custom,  and 
cons»'qucntlyhe  could  not  consent  to  do 
so.  He  hoped  the  Committee  would  not 
spend  much  time  over  very  minute  points 
of  this  character. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn  Regis) 
said  the  acceptance  of  this  Amendment 
would  seriously  alter  the  Bill. 

Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.)  said  he  had  often 
heard  it  said  that  they  ought  not  to  pay 
any  attention  to  good  grammar  in  Acts  of 
Parliament.  If  the  words  **  charged  and 
levied"  were  satisfactory  in  the  case  of 
the  income-tax  why  should  they  go  on 
for  generations  using  this  bad  grammar. 
He  hoped  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer would  see  his  way  to  strike  out 
all  unnecessary  words. 

Mr.  WHITLEY  (HaUfax)  said  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  right  in 
stating  that  there  was  a  definition  in  an 
Act  of  the  nature  indicated,  surely  the 
coirect  way  to  proceed  would  be  to 
extend  that  definition  to  the  tea  duty, 
and  not  have  a  differentiation  between 
one  tax  and  another.  His  hon.  friend's 
Amendment,  if  carried,  would  bring  that 
about. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided:— A ves,  214; 
Noes,  159.     (Division  List  No.  'l68.) 


Agg-Gardner,  James  Tynto 
Agnew,  Sir  Andrew  Noel 
Allhasen,  Augustus  Hen.  Eden 
Allsopp,  Hon.  George 
Anson,  Sir  William  Keynell 
Arkwright,  John  Stanhope 


AYES. 

Amold-For^ter,lit.Hn.Hugh  0. 
Arrol,  Sir  William 
Atkinson,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Aubrey-Fletcher,  Kt.Hn.Sir  H. 
Bagot,  Capt.JoBceline  FitzRoy 
Bailey,  James  (Walworth)^ 


Bain,  Colonel  James  Robert 

Balcarres,  Lord  '^ 

Baldwin,  Alfred 

Balfour,  Rt  Hn.  A.J.(Manch*r 

Balfour,  Rt.  Hon.  G.  W.(Lttd3 

Banbury,  Sir  Frederiok  George 
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Barry,  Sir  Francis  T.  (Windsor) 
Bartley,  Sir  George  C.  T. 
Beach,  Rt.  Un.  Sir  Mich.Hicks 
Bhownaggree,  Sir  M.  M. 
Bignold,  Sir  Arthur 
Big  wood,  James 
Bill,  Charles 
Bingham,  Lord 
Bond,  Edward 
Boecawen,  Arthur  Griffith 
Bowle8,Lt.-Co].H.F.(Middle8ex 
Bowles,  T.Gib8on( King's  Lynn 
Brassey,  Albert 
Brodrick,  Rt.  Hon.  St.  John 
Brown,  Sir  Alex.  H.  (Shropsh.) 
Butcher,  John  Greorge 
Campbell,  J.H.M.(DublinUmv. 
Carlile,  William  Walter 
Canon,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Edw.  H. 
Cavendish,  V.C.W.CPerbyshire 
Cayzcr,  Sir  Charles  William 
Cecil,  Lord  Hugh  (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,  Rt.Hn.J.  (Binu. 
Chamberlain,|RtHn.  J.  A.(  Wore. 
Chaplin,  Rt.  Hon.  Henry 
Chapman,  Edward 
dive,  Captain  Percy  A. 
Cochrane,  Hon.  Thos.  H.  A.  E. 
(Vuidington,  Sir  William 
(3oghill,  Douglas  Harry 
Cohen,  Benjamin  Louis 
Colston,  Chas.  Edw.  H.  Athole 
Corbett,  T.  L.  (Down,  North). 
Cox,  Irwin  Edward  Bain  bridge 
Craig,  CiiBS.  Curtis  (Antrim,  S.) 
Cripps,  Charles  Alfred 
Cross,  Herb.  Shepherd  (Bolton) 
Dalkeith,  Earl  of 
Dalrymple,  Sir  Charles 
Davenport,  William  Bromley 
Denny,  Colonel 

Dewar,Sir  T.R.(Tower  Hamlets 
Dickson,  Charles  Scott 
Dimsdale,  Rt.Hn.  Sir  Joseph  C 
Doughty,  Sir  George 
Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akors- 
Doxford,  Sir  William  Theodore 
D^ke,  Rt.Hn.Sir  William  Hart 
Egerton,  Hon.  A.  de  Tatton 
Elliot,  Hon.  A.  Ralph  Douglas 
Faber,  Edmund  B.  (Hants,  W.) 
Faber.  George  Denison  (York) 
Fardell,  Sir  T.  George 
Fellowe8,Rt.Hn.Ailwyn  Edw. 
Fergu88on,Rt.Hn.Sir  J.(Manc'r 
Finch,  Rt.  Hon.  George  H. 
Finlay,  Sir  R.B(Inveme8sB'gh8 
Firbank,  Sir  Joseph  Thomas 
Fisher,  William  Hayes 
Flower,  Sir  Ernest 
Forster,  Henry  William 
Galloway,  WlUiam  Johnson 
Gardner,  Ernest 
Gordon,  Hn.J.E.(Elgin&Naim) 
Gorst,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  John  Eldon 
Goschen,  Hon.George  Joachim 
Goulding,  Edward  Alfred 


Allen,  (Carles  P. 
Ambrose,  Robert 
Ashton,  Thomas  Gair 
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Graham,  Henry  Robert 
Greene,Sir  E.W(B*rySEdm'nd8 
Grenfell,  William  Henry 
Gunter,  Sir  Robert 
Guthrie,  Walter  Murray 
Halsey,  Rt.  Hon.  Thomas  F. 
Hamilton,Rt  HnLordG(Midd'x 
Hamilton^Marq  of  (Londonderry 
Hardy,  L.  (Kent,  Ashford) 
Hare,  Thomas  licigh 
Harri8,F.Leverton  (TynomHh) 
Heath,  Sir  Jas.  (StafiFord8.,N.W 
Helder,  Augustus 
Henderson,  Sir  A.  (Stafford,W. 
Hickman,  Sir  Alfred 
Hogg,  Lindsay 

Hope,  J.F.(Sheffield,Bright8ide 
Houldsworth.  Sir  Wm.  Henry 
Ho7.ier,  Hn.  James  Henry  Cecil 
Hudson,  GeoTge  Bickersteth 
Hunt,  Rowland 
Hut  ton,  John  (Yorks.,  N.R.) 
Jesscl,  Captain  Herbert  Merton 
Kimbcr,  Sir  Henry 
King,  Sir  Henry  Seymour 
Lambton,  Hon.  Frederick  Wm. 
Law,  Andrew  Bonar  (Glasgow) 
Lawrence,Sir  Jo8eph(Monm'th) 
I^awson,  Jn.Grant  (Yorks. N.R. 
Ijcc,  a.  H.  (Hants.,  Fareham) 
Legge,  Col.  Hon.  Honeage 
Leve8on-Gower,Fn»derick  N.S. 
Llewellyn,  Evan  Henry 
Lockwood,  Lieut. -Col.  A.  R. 
liong.  Col.  Chas.  W.  (Evesham) 
Long,  Rt.  Hon.  W.( Bristol,  S.) 
Lowe,  Francis  William 
Lucas,  Col.  Francis  (Lowestoft) 
Lyttelton,  Rt.  Hon.  Alfred 
Macdona,  John  Cumming 
Maconochie,  A.  W. 
M' Arthur.  Charle^^  (Liverpool) 
M*lver,Sir  Ijewis( Edinburgh, W 
Manners,  Lord  Cecil 
Marks,  Harry  Hanancl 
Martin,  Richard  Biddulph 
Maxwell,Rt  Hn  SirH.E(Wigt'n 
Melville,  Beresford  Valentine^ 
Meysey-Thompson,  Sir  H.  M. 
Mitchell,  William  (Burnley) 
Montagu,  G.  (Huntingdon) 
Moore,  William 
Morgan,  D.  «i.  (Walthamstow) 
Morpeth,  Viscoimt 
Morriscn,  James  Archibald 
Morton,  Arthur  H.  Aylmer 
Mount,  William  Arthur 
Muntz,  Sir  Philip  A. 
Murray,  Charles  J.  (Coventry) 
Murray,  Col.  Wyndham  (Bath) 
Myers,  William  Henry 
O'Neill,  Hon.  Robert  Torrens 
Palmer,  Sir  Walter  (Salisbury) 
Pease.  Herb.  Pike  (Darlington) 
Peel,  Hn.Wm. Robert  WcUeslcy 
Percy,  Earl 
Platt-Higgins,  Frederick 

NOES. 

Atherley-Jones,  L. 
Austin,  Sir  John 
Barlow,  John  Emmott 
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Powell,  Sir  Francis  Sharp 
Pretyman,  Ernest  George 
Pryce -Jones,  Lt.-Col.  Mword 
Purvis,  Robert 
Randies,  John  S. 
Rankin,  Sir  James 
Rasch,  Sir  Frederie  Came 
Remnant,  James  Farquharson 
Ridley,  S.  Forde 
Ritchie,Rt.Hn.  C^as.  Thomson 
Roberts,  Samuel  (Sheffield) 
Robertson,  Herbert  (Hackney) 
Royds,  Clement  Moljmeux 
Sackville,  Col.  S.  G.  Stopford  1 
Sadler,  Col.  Samuel  Alexander 
Samuel,  Sir  H.  S.  (Limehouse) 
Sassoon,  Sir  Edward  Albert 
Scott,  Sir  S.  (Marylebone,  W.) 
Seely,  Charles  Hilton  (Lincoln) 
Seton-Karr,  Sir  Henry 
Sharpc,  William  Edward  T. 
Sinclair,  Louis  (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox,  Thomas 
Smith,H.C(North*mb.TyneHide 
Smith,  Rt.  Hon.  J.  P.  (Lanarks 
Spear,  John  Ward 
Stanley,  Hn.  Arthur  (Ormskirk 
Stanley,Edward  Ja8.(Somerset 
Stanley,  Rt.  Hon.  Lord  (Lanes. 
Stewart,Sir  Mark  J.  M*Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell,  Sir  John  M. 
Stroyan,  John 
Strutt,  Hon.  Charles  Hedley 
Talbot,  Lord  E.  (Chichester) 
Talbot,Rt.Hn.J.G(Oxrd  Univ. 
Thorbum,  Sir  Walter 
Thornton,  Percy  M. 
Tomlinson,  Sir  Wm.  Edw.  M. 
Tritton,  Charles  Ernest 
Tuff,  Charles 

Tufnell,  Lieut.-Col.  Edward 
Tuke,  Sir  John  Battv 
Vincent,Col.Sir  C.E.H(Sheffield 
Vincent,  Sir  Edgar  (Exeter) 
Walrond,Rt.Hn.Sir  William  H. 
Warde,  Colonel  C.  E. 
Welb\,Lt.-Col.  A.C.E(Taunton 
Welby,Sir  Charles  G.E.(Nott«.) 
Wharton,  Rt.  Hon.  John  Lloyd 
Whitmore,  (Carles  Algernon 
Williams,  Colonel  R.  (Dorset) 
Willoughby  de  Eresby,  Lord 
Wilson,  A.  Stanley(York,  E.R.) 
Wilson,  John  (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd,Sir  W.H.(Yorks.) 
Wolff,  Gustav  Wilhelm 
Worsley-Taylor,  Henry  Wilson 
Wortley,  Rt.  Hon.  C.  B.  Stuart 
Wrightson,  Sir  Thomas 
Wyndham,  Rt.  Hon.  George 
Wyndham-Quin,  Col.  W  H. 
Yerburgh,  Robert  Armstrong 

Tellebs  for  the  Ayes — Sir 
V  Alexander   Aoland   -    Hood 
and  Viscount  Valentia. 


Barry,  E.  (0)rk,  S.) 
Beaumont,  Wentworth  C.  B. 
Benn,  John  WiUianw 
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Hobhouse,  C.  E.  H.  (BristoJ.E. 

Holland,  Sir  William  Henry 

Hutchinson,  Br.  Charles  Fredk. 

Hutton,  Alfred  E.  (Morley) 

Jacoby,  James  Alfred 

Johnson,  John 

Joicey,  Sir  James 

Jones,  Leif  (Appleby) 

Jones, William  (Carnarvonshire 

Joyce,  Michael 

Kearley,  Hudson  E. 

Kennedy,Vincent  P.(Cavan,W. 

Kilbride,  Denis 

Lambert,  (jeorge 

Law,  Hugh  Alex.  ( Donegal, W.) 

Ijayland-Barratt,  Francis 

Leese,  Sir  Jos.  F.  (Accrington) 

Leng,  Sir  John 

Levy,  Maurice 

Lewis,  John  Herbert 

Lloyd-George,  David 

Lough,  Thomas 

Lundon,  W. 

Lyoll,  Charles  Henry 

MacNeill,  John  Goidon  Swift 

MacVeagh,  Jeremiah 

M*Arthur,  William  (Cornwall) 

M*Crae,  George 

M*Fadden,  Edward 

M*Hugh,  Patrick  A. 

M'Kean,  John 

M'Killop,  W.  (Sligo.  North) 

Mooney,  John  J. 

MoHH,  Samuel 

Moulton,  John  Fletcher 

Murphy,  John 

Nannetti,  Joseph  P. 

Nolan,  Col. John  P.(Galway.N.) 

Nolan,  Joseph  (Lonth,  South) 

Norman,  Henry 

Norton,  Capt.  Cecil  William 

O'Brien,  James  F.  X.  (Cork) 

O'Brien,  K.  (Tipperarv,  Mid.) 

O'Brien,  Patrick  (Kilkenny) 

O'Brien,  P.  J.  (Tipperary,  N.) 

O'Connor,  John  (Kildare,  N.) 

O'Donnell,  John  (Mayo,  S.) 

0*Dowd,  John 

O'Kelly,  Jas.  (Roscommon,  N.) 

0*Malley,  William 

O'Mara,  James 


BiU. 
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Blake,  Edward 

Boland,  John 

Bright,  Allan  Heywood 

Brown,  Geoi^ge  M.  (Edinburgh 

Brijiner,  Sir  John  Tomlinson 

Bryce,  Rt.  Hon.  James 

Buchanan,  Thomas  Rybum 

Bums,  John 

Buxton,  Sydney  Charles 

Caldwell,  James 

Cameron,  Robert 

Campbell,  John  (Armagh,  S.) 

CampbelLBannerman,  Sir  H. 

Causton,  Richard  Knight 

Cawley,  Frederick 

Cheetham,  John  Frederick 

Clancy,  John  Joseph 

Craig,  Robert  Hunter  (Lanark) 

Crean,  Eugene 

Crombie,  John  William 

Crooks,  William 

Dali&iel,  James  Henr^ 

Dclany,  William 

Devlin,  Ohas.  Ramsay  (Gal way 

Dp  war,  John  A.  (Invcrncss-sh. 

Dillon,  John 

Dobbic,  Joseph 

Dunclan,  Captain  A. 

Doogan,  P.  C 

Douglas,  Charles  M.  (Lanark) 

Dimcan,  J.  Hastings 

Dunn,  Sir  William 

Edwards,  Frank 

Eli  bank.  Master  of 

Ellis,  John  Edward  (Notts.) 

Emmott,  Alfred 

Esmonde,  Sir  Thomas 

Ffrench,  Peter 

Field,  WilUam 

Fitzmaurice,  Lord  Edmond 

Flavin,  Michael  Joseph 

Flynn,  James  Christopher 

Foster,  Sir  Walter  (Derby  Co.) 

Fumess,  Sir  Christopher 

Gurdon,  Sir  W.  Brampton 

Harcourt,  Lewis 

Harrington,  Timothy 

Hayden,  John  Patrick 

Hemphill,  Rt.  Hon.  Charles  H. 

Henderson,  Arthur  (Durham) 

HJgham,  John  Sharp 

Mr.  PliYNN  moved  the  omission  of 
the  words  '*or  Ireland"  in  line  19, 
in  ordei  to  exclude  Ireland  from 
the  operation  of  the  proposed  tea  duty 
of  sixpence  the  pound.  His  object  in 
making  the  Motion  was  two-fold — firstly, 
in  the  interest  of  the  poorer  classes  of 
Ireland,  and  secondly,  because  this  was 
the  proper  Parliamentary  way  to  propose 
a  differentiation  between  the  amount  of 
tea  duty  in  Ireland  and  the  other  portions 
of  the  United  Kingdom.  If  this  Amend- 
ment should  be  carried,  he  would  move 
another  Amendment  to  provide  that  the 
tea  duty  in  Ireland  should  be  threepence 
the  pound.    While  his   proposal   would 


O'Shaughnessy,  P.  J. 
F^rrott,  WilUam 
Partington,  Oswald 
Paulton,  James  Mellor 
Pease,  J.  A.  (Saffron  Walden) 
Pirie,  Duncan  V. 
Power,  Patrick  Joseph 
Price,  Robert  John 
Priestley,  Arthur 
Rea,  Russell 
Reddy,  M. 

Redmond,  Jolm  E.  (Waterford) 
Reid,  Sir  R.Threshie  (Dumfries 
Rickett,  J.  Compton 
Roberts,  John  H.  (Denbighs.; 
Robertson,  Edmund  (Dundee) 
Robson,  William  Snowdon 
Roche,  John 
Rose,  Charles  Day 
Samuel,  Herbert  L.  (Clevelant'^ 
Schwann,  Charles  E. 
Sheehan,  Daniel  Daniel 
Shipman,  Dr.  John  G. 
Sinclair,  John  (Forfarshire) 
Slack,  John  Bamford 
Soames,  Arthur  Welle«ley 
S])encer,Rt.Hn.C.R  (Northants 
Stanhope,  Hon.  Philip  James 
Stevenson,  Francis  S. 
Sullivan,  Donal 
Taylor,  Theodore  C.  (liadclifft) 
Tennant,  Harold  John 
Thomas,  Abel  (Carmarthen,E. ) 
Thomas,  Sir  A.  (Glamorgan,E.) 
Thomas,  David  Alfred  (Merthyr 
Toulmin,  Cieorge 
Trevelyan,  Charles  Philipp 
Ure,  Alexander 
Wallace,  Robert 
Walton,  Joseph  (Barnsle^; 
Wason,  Jn.  Cathcart  (Orkney) 
Whito,  Luke  (York,  E.  R.) 
Whiteley,  George  (York.  W.R.) 
Whitlev,  J.  H.  (HaHfax) 
Whittakor,  Thomas  Palmer 
Wilson,  John  (Durham,  Mid.) 
Young,  Samuel 
YoxaU,  James  Henry 

Tbllbbs  fob  thb  Nobs — Mr. 
Soares  and  Mr.  Barran. 


commend  itself  to    Irish    Members,  he 
hoped  it  would    not  be  distasteful    to 
British    Members.    In    the    first    place 
Ireland  was  a  country  where  tea  was 
very  largely  consumed  by  the   workirg 
population  who  weie  extremely   poor; 
and  therefore  Ireland  felt  the  burden  of 
this  tax  more  than  either  Scotland  or 
England.     Not  so  many  years  ago  there 
was  a  school  of  thought,  which  included 
a  large  proportion  of  the  population  of 
these  islands,  in  favour  of  a  free  break- 
fast  table — a    school    which    was    sup- 
ported     by      one      of      the      greatest 
Finance  Ministers  of  this  country.     But 
since  then  they  had  travelled  far  in  an 
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opposite  direction ;  for  now  there  were 
heavier  duties  on  all  the  elements  which 
constituted  the  spread  of  a  breakfast 
table,  such  as  tea  and  sugar,  except  the 
loaf  of  bread,  than  there  had  been  for  a 
long  period.  The  Irish  people  had 
always  protested  against  the  tea  duty 
being  imposed  upon  them.  The  pious 
aspiration  for  a  free  breakfast  table  had 
not  been  realised,  and  in  an  opposite 
direction  the  cry  had  gone  up  to  broaden 
the  basis  of  taxation.  That  meant,  of 
course,  that  the  load  of  taxation  was 
to  be  taken  oS  the  shoulders  of  those 
best  able  to  bear  it  and  put  on 
the  already  over  -  weighted  backs  of 
the  poor.  If  that  were  true  in  regard 
to  this  country,  how  much  more 
in  regard  to  the  working  population  of 
Ireland.  It  would  be  easy,  he  contended, 
to  make  out  a  case  for  the  entire  exemp- 
tion of  Ireland  from  tea  duty. 

The  late  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  West 
Bristol,  used  the  argument  that  the 
high  duty  on  tea  should  be  maintained 
because  it  was  necessary  to  raise 
taxation  in  order  to  meet  the  enor- 
mous expense  of  the  late  South  African 
War,  and  that  the  working  classes  who 
had  steadily  supported  that  inglorious 
and  wasteful  campaign  by  their  votes 
and  every  other  manifestation  of  their 
feelings  ought  not  to  complain  of  an  in- 
crease of  the  tea  duty.  But  that  argu- 
ment did  not  apply  to  Ireland  or  to  the 
Irish  people.  Therefore,  they  were  justi- 
fied in  protesting  against  the  tea  duty 
when  it  was  raised  from  4d.  to  6d.,  and 
from  ^>d.  to  8d.  They  acknowledged 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
has  taken  heart  of  grace  and  reduced  this 
duty  from  8d.  to  6d.  per  lb.,  but  the  duty 
was  still  too  heavy ;  and  he  claimed  that 
Ireland  had  a  strong  and  overwhelming 
case  for  total  exemption  from  the  tea  dut} . 

He  had  no  doubt  they  would  be  told  that 
to  exempt  Ireland  from  tea  duty  would  in- 
volve the  setting  up  of  separate  Custom- 
houses in  Ireland  and  Great  Britain.  He 
did  not  acknowledge  that.  For  many 
years  the  tea  duty  was  collected  in 
Ireland  by  the  Excise  authorities  and 
not  by  the  Customs.  If  spirits  could 
be  moved  from  one  country  to  the  other 
by  the  Excise  authorities,  tea  could  be 
moved  in  exactly  the  same  way.     Ihere 

^^.  Flynn. 


was,  therefore,  nothing  in  the  separate 
Custom  -  house     argument.      Tea     was 
moved  in  bulk  in  the  same  manner  as 
spirits  and  it  could  be  followed  to  where 
it  was  consumed  and  the  duty  imposed 
there.    The  chests  could  be  marked  in  a 
certain  manner  and  it  would  be  impossible 
to  smuggle  it  in  large  quantitie3.     At  the 
present    moment    there  were    countries 
where  there  was  a  heavy  duty  on  tea,  but 
ladies  who  were  fond  of  an  afternoon  cup 
of  what  was  called  English  tea — of  course 
it  was  not  English  tea — were  allowed  to 
take  small  quantities  of  tea  into  those 
countries;  but  the  Custom-house  authori- 
ties did  not  allow  them  to  take  in  large 
quantities  in  bulk.     Therefore  the  diffi- 
culty  which   might    be    raised    by  the 
Treasury  and  by  the  (Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer in  regard  to  the  exemption  of  Ire- 
land could  be  easily  surmounted.     Irish 
Members  had  at  present  to  complain  of  the 
Customs  and  Excise  authorities  who  took 
very  little  trouble  to  trace  the  movement 
of    articles  of   trade    and    consumption 
between  Ireland  and  this  country ;   and 
if  they  wanted  to  ascertain  the  volume 
of  trade   between    Ireland    and    Great 
Britain  they  were  told  it  could    not  be 
given.     The  mere  fact  that  it  was  difficult 
was   no   argument  against  the  attempt 
being  made  to  ascertain  it.     The  officials 
of  the  Customs  were  not  so  overburdened 
with  work  that  they  could  not  devise  re- 
gulations to  prevent  smuggling  or  illegal 
transit  of  tea  between  the  two  countries. 
For  the  reasons  stated  he  contended  that 
Ireland  was  entitled  to  this  exemption ; 
and  he  begged  to  move^ 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  seconded  the 
Motion  of  his  hon.  friend  the  Member  for 
North  Cork.  The  main  justification  for 
the  proposal  was  the  vital  fact  stated  to 
the  House  the  other  day,  that  while  in 
this  country  the  proportion  of  direct 
taxation  was  48  to  52  of  indirect  taxa- 
tion, the  proportion  in  Ireland  was  25 
per  cent,  of  direct  taxation  and  75  per 
cent,  of  indirect  t  ixation.  These  figures 
showed  how,  by  the  system  of  so-called 
equal  burden,  Ireland  was  overweighted. 
For  lo^g  years  after  the  principle  of 
equal  burden  had  been  accepted  in  this 
country  they  were  told  of  its  injustice  to 
the  poorer  classes  of  England  and  that 
direct  taxation  should  at  least  be  equal 
to  half  of  the  whole  taxation,  if  not  more 
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than  half.  But  in  Ireland  the  classes 
which  paid  indirect  taxation  contributed 
75  per  cent,  of  the  whole,  and  that  in 
itself  condemred  the  English  system  of 
taxation  as  applied  to  Ireland.  The  same 
system  of  taxation  when  applied  in  ohe 
country  might  be  just  and  even  generous 
to  all  classes  in  that  country  which  was 
prosperous  in  its  trade;  but  it  might 
be  cruelly  unjust  to  the  population 
of  another  country  which  was  poor. 
Taxation  was  apphed  to  Ireland  which 
was  only  suitable  to  Great  Britain ;  then 
mitigation  was  tried ;  but  yet  the  House 
would  not  agree  to  any  difierence  of 
taxation  as  between  the  two  countries 
because  it  might  involve  the  erection  of 
Custom-houses  and  other  impediments 
to  trade.  There,  again,  arose  the  difference 
between  England  and  Ireland.  They 
had  learned  in  this  country  that  the 
more  the  impediments  to  trade  were 
removed  the  more  the  people  flourished. 
No  such  lesson  was  learned  in  Ireland. 
The  great  principles  of  free  trado  had 
not  brought  prosperity  Und  wealth,  but 
ruin  and  misery  to  Ireland.  All  Irish 
affairs  were  considered  and  settled,  not 
in  relation  to  the  circumHtances  of  the 
Irish  nation,  but  to  the  circumstances  of 
another  nation  altogether.  Hon. 
Members  opposite  admitted  all  that; 
but  yet  they  said  they  would  not  consent 
to  break  up  the  United  Kingdom  and 
introduce  separate  tariffs.  They  argued 
that  a  reduction  in  the  duty  on  tea 
would  involve  separate  Custom-houses. 
It  might  involve  a  small  amount  of 
inconvenience;  but  it  was  not  true 
to  say  it  would  involve  separate 
Custom-houses.  His  own  impression 
was  that  separate  Custom-houses  as 
between  England  and  Ireland  only  ceased 
to  exist  in  1820.  The  duty  on  whisky, 
which  was  a  very  important  Irish  export, 
differed  in  the  two  countries  down  to 
1860 ;  the  difference  being  much  greater 
than  that  now  proposed  in  the  case  of 
tea.  Whisky  was  a  product  of  the 
country;  and  the  danger  of  smuggling 
was  therefore  infinitely  greater  than  in 
the  case  of  tea,  which  was  not  grown  in 
Ireland ;  and  which  it  was  easy  to  see 
was  not  exported. 

He  admitted  that^a  certain  amount  of 
inconvenience  would  be  involved  if  the 
Amendment  were  accepted.   For  his  own 


part,  he  would  be  prepared  to  adopt  a 
different  method ;  namely,  that  a  portion 
of  the  revenue  collected  should  be  returned 
to  an  Irish  body  responsible  to  the  Irish 
people  for  the  benefit  of  the  poor  of  the 
country,  not  in  a  demoralising  way,  but 
in  order  to  develop  the  resources  of  the 
country.  That  would,  however,  be  im- 
possible until  there  was  a  body  responsible 
to  the  people ;  and  as  long  as  there  was 
no  such  body  to  control  the  expenditure 
the  money  would  certainly  be  wasted. 
Therefore,  they  were  stopped  on  that  line. 
They  now,  however,  were  proposing  a 
specific  remedy ;  namely,  that  the  huge 
injustice  of  the  undue  burden  of  indirect 
taxation  in  Ireland  should  be  mitigated. 
The  difficulty  in  connection  with  separate 
Custom-houses  had  been  greatly  ex- 
aggerated; but»  in  any  event,  the 
Government  were  bound  to  take  some 
steps  to  obviate  the  injustice.  That  was 
the  first  duty  of  the  Government. 

He  believed  that  a  great  deal  of  the 
misfortune  of  Ireland  was  duo  to  over- 
taxation. It  was  an  enormous  difficulty  ; 
and  he  regretted  that  the  House  did  not 
realise  the  extent  to  which  it  had 
kopt  the  people  in  poverty  and 
discouraged  enterprise  of  every  kind. 
It  was  an  admitted  experience  in  the 
history  of  nations  that  there  was  a 
certain  point  of  over-taxation  which 
rendered  it  absolutely  impossible  to 
accumulate  wealth  or  successfully 
carry  on  trade  or  manufacture.  They 
in  Ireland  had  been  prevented  from 
accumulating  wealth  from  the  fact  that 
among  other  causes  taxation  was  out  of 
all  proportion  to  the  taxable  capacity  of 
the  people.  It  was  very  difficult  for 
Enghshmen  to  appreciate  that  view. 
In  Ireland  a  million  sterling  of  over- 
taxation should  be  multiplied  thirty  or 
fort>  times  as  regarded  England  ;  and  the 
over  taxation  of  Ireland  by  £2,500,000 
represented  something  like  £90,000,000 
in  England.  Would  not  that  be  con- 
sidered a  serious  matter  even  for  a 
wealthy  country  like  England.  Only  the 
other  day  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Bristol  declared  that 
he  felt  the  greatest  foreboding  at  the 
increase  of  taxation  and  expenditiu*e  in 
this  country.  What  must  be  the  opinion 
of  a  man  who  applied  his  inind  with  a 
sympathetic  spirit  to  Ireland.     In  that 
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country  taxation  had  doubled  in  fifty 
years,  whereas  the  wealth  of  England 
had  increased  at  least  tenfold  during 
that  period.  Ireland,  on  the  contrary, 
was  poorer  to-day  than  it  was  sixty  or 
seventy  years  ago ;  and  although  the 
wealth  of  the  country  had  decreased  its 
taxation  was  trebled.  A  case  such  as 
they  were  making  was  not  met  by 
silence  or  by  voting  it  down.  It  was  a 
question  of  principle,  and  the  Govern- 
ment were  bound  to  produce  some 
scheme  which  would  give  some  hope  to 
the  Irish  people. 

Amendment  proposed — 

*'  In  page  1,  line  19,  to  leave  oat  the  worda 
•or  Ireland.'"— (Jlfr.  Flynn.) 

Question  proposed   **That  the  words 
*  or  Ireland '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

Mr.  ELLIOT  (Durham)  said  that  easy 
communication  between  Great  Biitain 
and  Ireland  had  enormously  improved 
during  the  last  seventy  or  eighty  years. 
That  Dublin  and  Belfast  should  get  any 
amount  of  tea  they  wanted  free  fiom 
taxation  and  that  Liverpool  and  Glasgow 
should  pay  6d.  per  pound  more  for  their 
tea,  and  that  in  the  absence  of  all  Custom- 
house restrictions  between  the  two 
countries,  was  an  impossible  suggestion. 
Every  grocer  would  naturally  go  to  Ire- 
land to  obtain  his  tea,  so  as  to  retail  it  in 
this  country  at  an  enormous  profit.  They 
should  consider  the  relations,  not  only 
between  one  financial  entity  and  another, 
but  between  one  man  and  another,  and 
it  would  not  be  just  that  the  inhabitants 
of  Dublin  or  Belfast  should  pay  6d.  per 
pound  leas  for  tea  than  the  inhabitants  of 
Jjiverpool  and  Glasgow. 

Mr.  HEMPHILL  (Tyrone,  N.)  said  it 
was  absolutely  essential  to  reduce  the  tea 
duty  as  far  as  possible  in  Ireland,  because 
of  the  present  condition  of  that  im- 
poverished country.  It  could  not  be  too 
often  repeated  in  the  House  that  to  the 
Irish  people  generally,  the  mass  of 
whom  were  the  poorest  and  worst  fed 
people  in  Europe,  tea  was  the  first 
necessity  of  life.  Although  a  great  deal 
was  heard  in  the  House  of  the  evils  of 
intemperance  and  the  measures  suggested 
for  the  prevention  of  that  great  and 
crying  evil,  the  Government  would  not  do 

Mr.  Dillon, 


that  which,  above  all,  would  ('o  mo^t  to 
promote  temperance  in  Ireland,  namely, 
make  tea  cheaper.     There  should    not 
be  any  difficulty  about  it,  seeing  that  the 
Minority  Report  of  the  Ohilders'-  Com- 
mission   found    that  in   the   matter  of 
taxation     England    and    Ireland    were 
separate  fiscal  entities.     It  was  absurd  to 
sa>  that  they  were  to  regard  the  peasant 
of    Connemara    as    being    in  the  same 
position  as  a  rich  yeoman  of  Yorkshire, 
and  it  was  forgotten  also  that  at  the 
time  of  the  Union  Ireland  was  altogether 
independent      of     Britain,     that      the 
very  Union  was  based  on  the  idea  that 
there   was    to    be    a    separate    system 
of  taxation,  and  that,  even  in  1816  and 
1817,  it   was    expressly   provided  that 
abatements     and     exemptions    should 
be  had  in  respect  to   particular  things 
which  were  affected  at  the  time.     Even 
in  1860,  as  had  been  pointed  out,  there 
were  separate  duties.    The  duties  of  the 
two  countries  were  not  assimilated  on  any 
grounds  of  convenience  of  collection,  but 
on  general  Imperial   grounds.     It  was 
quite  possible  to  put  heavy  penalties  on 
any  person  who  tried  to  smuggle  tea  from 
Ireland  into  England,  and  since  they  had 
to  pay  a  heavy  bill  to  the  Treasury  it  was 
not  too  much  to  expect  that  they  should 
provide  officials  smart  enough   to   stop 
smuggling. 

It  was  most  unjust  to  ask  Ireland  to  pay 
an  extra  2d.  in  the  £  on  account  of  the 
South  African  War,  out  of  which  they  got 
nothing.  The  indirect  taxes  of  Ireland 
in  ratio  with  the  direct  taxes  were 
as  75  to  25,  and  it  had  always  been 
the  policy  of  this  country  to  assimi- 
late and  make  equal  as  far  as  post^ible 
the  direct  and  indirect  taxation.  The 
taking  off  of  2d.  on  tea  would  not  re- 
duce the  indirect  taxation  to  the  level  of 
direct  taxation,  but  it  would  go  some 
way  towards  it,  and  he  thought  the 
argument  that  it  could  not  be  done  be- 
cause it  would  be  troublesome  to  manipu- 
late was  most  unjust.  So  far  as  he  was 
concerned  he  would  vote  for  a  reduction 
of  4d.  on  tea  all  round,  but  if  that  could 
not  be  done  there  was  no  reason  why  Ire- 
land, which  suffered  much  mors  than  the 
rest  of  the  country  from  this  imposition, 
should  not  be  relieved.  He  should  sup- 
port the  Amendment,  and  in  doing  so 
considered  he  had  advocated  nothing  that 
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was  imp38iible  to  be  obtained,  and  that 
it  would  only  be  a  measure  of  jiistice  that 
Ireland  should  be  considered  in  this 
matter. 

Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN  said 
he    would    not   repeat    the    arguments 
which  he  put  forward  when  discussing 
the   general    question  of    the   financial 
relations    between    Great    Britain    and 
Ireland,  nor  would  he  argae  as  to  the 
amount    of    inconvenience    or    cost    to 
traders   on    both    sides    of    the    Irish 
Channel  that  would  be  involved  in  the 
execution  of  such  a  proposal  as  had  been 
made.      Under     the     Amendment     he 
thought    the    copt,    inconvenience,   and 
danger  to  the  revenue  of  this  country 
would     be     much     greater     than    hon. 
Members  opposite  had  been  inclined  to 
allow.      He  did  not  propose  U>    argue 
this  question  at  length,   because,  even 
if  it  were  shown  that  tliero  was  no  force 
in  that  practical  objection,  he  still  held 
that  this  was  not  a  proposal  he  could 
accept,  or  that  the  Committee  would  be 
wise  in  adopting.    The  hon.  Member  for 
East  Mayo  said  that  it  was  clear  that  a 
system  of  taxation  which  was  just  in  one 
country     was    not    necessarily  just    in 
another  country.    That  was  an  obvious 
principle  which  no  one  would  dispute, 
but    they    were    not    now    considering 
general    questions    of   taxation,    but   a 
particular  tax,  V.6.,  the  tea  tax.     If  tea 
were  an  article  of  exclusively  Irish  use, 
and  if  some  other  beverage  were  sub- 
stituted for  it  by  the  English  people,  he 
should  thitik  there  was  some  substance 
in  the  contention  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
East  Mayo ;  but  tea  was  used  as  much 
per  head  of  population  in  Qreat  Britain 
aB  in  Ireland.    It  was  used  by  the  poor 
in  this  country  just  as  much  as  by  the 
poor  in  Ireland.     It  was  said  that  it  was 
monstrous  for  them  to  suppose  that  the 
poor    ConnemAra    peasant    was    in  the 
same    p38ition    as    the   rich   gentleman 
in     Yorkshire;      but    it     was    equally 
absird    to    tell    them    that    the    poor 
dwellers  in  the  East  End  of  London  were 
in  the  same  position  as  the  rich  Irish 
farmer.     They  could  not  take  the  rich  of 
one  country  and  the  poor   of  another 
country  and  compare  them. 

The  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  argued 
that  a  much  larger  proportion  of  the  taxes 
of  Ireland  were  borne  by  the  indirect  tax- 


payer than  was  the  case  in  Great  Britain* 
This  was  true,  but  it  did  not  follow  that 
the  amount  of  indirect  taxation  collected 
in  Ireland  was  greater  per  head  of  the 
population  than  in  England.  The  con- 
trary, of  course,  was  true,  and  the  con- 
tribution of  direct  taxes  per  head  of 
population  in  Great  Britain  was  greater 
than  in  Ireland.  The  contribution  per 
head  of  population  in  Ireland  was  not 
greater,  and  the  tax  was  not  greater; 
and  he  could  not  be  a  party  to  the  sug- 
gestion that  they  should  have  one  rate  of 
taxes  in  Ireland  and  another  and  heavier 
rate^of  taxes  for  the  same  class  of  people 
in  this  country,  and  support  this  to 
the  country  at  large  on  the  ground  that 
relief  was  needed  for  the  poor  of  Ireland. 
If  relief  were  needed,  Ut  it  be  given  to 
the  poor  man  everywhere  and  not  single 
out  one  particular  countiy  for  relief  in 
this  respect. 

Another   statement   had   been    made 
in  the  course  of  the  debate  that,  owing 
to  this  and   other    high   taxes,  capital 
had  boen  prevented  from  being  invested 
in  Ireland,  and  that  the  accumulation 
of  wealth  in    that    country   had    been 
arrested.    Anyone  who  had  given  a  little 
attention  to  the  matter  would  come  to 
the  conclusion    that  there    were    other 
courses  more  potent  in  deterrini;  the  in- 
vestment of  capital  in  Ireland.     They 
would  all  be  glad   to  sea  more  capital 
invested  in  that  country  in  fruitful  occu- 
pations, but  he  did  not  know  on  what 
ground  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo 
suggested     that    the    accumulation    of 
wealth  in  Ireland  was  lesi  than  in  Eng- 
land ;  at  any  rate,  there  was  evidence  that 
amongst  the  poor  there  had  in  Ireland 
been  a  steady  accumulation  of  wealth, 
for  there  had  been  a  steady  growth  in  tha 
amount  put  into  the  Post  Office  Savings 
Bank,  larger,  he  thought,  in  proportion 
than  the  growth  that  had  taken  place  in 
Great  Britain.   This  certainly  did  not  lend 
colour  to  the  statement  that  taxation 
was  pressing  more  heavily  on  the  poor  in 
Ireland  than  on  the  poor  in  this  country. 
He  could  not  be  a  party  to  this  or  other 
proposals  to  set  up  two  different  systems 
of  finance  for  two  parts  of  the  United 
Kingdom.      No  such  proposal  bad  ever 
had  any  support  from  his  predecessors  in 
recent  years,  and  he  did  not  imagine  it 
would  receive  any  support  from  the  Party 
opposite. 
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Mr.  Lough  (laKngton,  W.)  said 
that  if  the  contention  that  this 
matter  was  one  for  the  individual, 
and  not  one  in  regard  to  which  the 
two  countries  should  be  looked  at 
as  separate  nations  were  sound,  there 
was  an  end  to  the  question  for  ever.  He 
submitted,  however,  that  such  a  treat- 
ment of  the  question  was  incorrect, 
inconclusive,  and  unjust.  It  was  easy  to 
say  that  the  poor  man  in  both  countries 
should  have  the  same  consideration,  but 
the  generalisation  was  not  entirely  true.  I 
For  instance,  no  one  would  suggest  that 
the  population  of  India  could  beav  the 
same  taxation  per  head  as  the  people 
of  Great  Britain.  The  contention  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Durham  was 
sound  only  when  the  historic,  social,  and 
economic  conditions  of  two  countries 
enabled  a  fiscal  unity  to  be  created. 
How  could  Gentlemen  entirely  drawn 
from  Great  Britain  be  expected  to  deal 
justly  with  the  principles  of  taxation 
which  should  afiect  another  and  a 
different  country  ?  An  Englishman, 
named  Pitt,  created  the  Union,  but 
it  was  subject  to  certain  conditions. 
The  Irish  case  was  that  those  con- 
ditions had  never  been  fulfilled  and 
that  the  bargain  which  Pitt  made 
ought  to  be  kept.  He  noticed  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  stated  that 
none  of  his  predecessors  had  entertained 
the  claim  which  was  now  made  by  Ireland, 
and  then  he  added  the  word  **  recently." 

Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN :  Mr. 
Gladstone  did  not  entertain  it. 

Mr.  lough  said  he  gave  up  Mr. 
Gladstone  at  once.  The  last  under- 
standing Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  on 
this  q\iestion  was  Sir  Robert  Peel.  He 
knew  the  case  and  the  obligations  with 
which  he  was  bound.  The  bargain  made 
by  Mr.  Pitt  was  that  equal  taxes  should 
not  be  demanded;  that  for  every  £1 
an  Irishman  paid,  £3  lOs.  should  be  paid 
by  an  Englishman,  and  that  for  every  £1 
paid  on  tea  by  Irishmen,  three  and  a- 
half  times  as  much  should  be  paid  by 
Englishmen,  imtil  the  wealth,  population, 
and  commerce  of  Ireland  should  enable  a 
change  to  be  made.  The  English  kept 
the  accounts  and  consequently  they  were 
able    to   make  the  condition  true  with 


regard  to  debt,  but  not  with  regard  to 
wealth  and  population.  If  this  arrange- 
ment was  so  simple  and  just,  why  was  it 
that  under  this  fiscal  system  the  one 
Island  of  Great  Britain  had  always 
flourished  while  the  other  was  ruined  ? 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  did  not 
appear  to  have  got  accurate  information 
upon  this  question.  Cocoa  was  med 
twenty-five  times  as  largely  in  Great 
Britain  as  in  Ireland,  and  coffee  nearly 
ten  times  as  largely  in  proportion. 

Mb.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN  said 
that  the  consumption  of  tea  in  this 
country  was  as  great  and  ^  little  greater 
than  in  Ireland. 

Mb.  LOUGH  said  the^  must  take  into 
accountithese  tea  substitutes.  Let  them 
take  two  countries  like  France  and 
England.  The  French  would  not  care 
about  a  tax  being  placed  upon  tea,  be- 
cause they  drank  very  little,  but  if  they 
were  to  put  a  tax  on  coffee  England  would 
not  be  affected  so  much  as  France.  At 
the  time  of  the  Union  Ireland  had  a 
population  of  12,000,000,  and  the  taxes 
amounted  to  £1,250,000.  Now  the  taxes 
amounted  to  £10,000,000  and  the  popu- 
lation had  gone  down  to  4,000,000.  That 
was  the  effect  of  the  working  of  this 
cruel  svstem  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Durham  thought  was  not  open  to  any 
criticism,  and  which  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Cambridge  had 
blessed.     Something  must  be  wrong. 

A  great  deal  of  nonsense  had  been  talked 
about  Custom-houses.  He  considered 
that  they  would  have  ^o  restore  the 
Custom-houses  in  Ireland,  even  if  they 
had  to  alter  the  taxation,  because  without 
them  they  could  never  discover  the 
economic  facts  which  affected  any 
country.  He  was  surprised  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Durham  should  speak  of  the 
difficulty  which  would  be  created  by  tea 
being  smuggled  across  the  Channel.  That 
difficulty  did  not  exist  in  regard  to  whisky 
which  Ireland  could  produce  at  Is.  per 
gallon,  and  which  was  worth  lOs.  or  12s. 
a  gallon  when  it  reached  this  country. 
There  would  be  no  difficulty  in  carrying 
out  this  change  in  regard  to  Custom- 
houses. Take  tea.  Would  less  tea  be 
used  in  Ireland  if  it  were  let  in  free  than 
with  a  duty  of  6d.  per  lb.     The  great 
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British  interest  in  tea  was  that  every- 
body should  drink  plenty  of  it.  [Minis- 
TSRIAL  lauffhter.]  Hon.  Members  laughed, 
but  he  wished  to  point  out  that  tea  was 
mostly  grown  in  British  territory  and 
was  conveyed  in  British  ships  to  this 
country,  and  the  Irish  people  dis- 
played their  loyalty  in  tKis  matter 
by  drinking  mostly^  Indian  tea.  He 
thought  the  Irish  people  were  only  doing 
their  duty  by  pointing  out  these  inequali- 
ties. There  were  poor  women  in  Isling- 
tion,  but  it  should  be  remembered  that 
the  burden  of  taxation  in  Great  Britain 
was  adjusts  1  by  conditions  which  did  not 
exist  in  Ireland.  That  was  seen  by  the 
Return  which  was  published  the  other  day 
in  regard  to  the  wages  of  a^cultural 
labourers.  The  same  wage  could  not  be 
got  in  Ireland  as  in  England  because  the 
economic  conditions  were  different.  We 
might  levy  the  same  tax  on  tea  in  Ireland, 
but  we  could  not  create  the  same  condi- 
tion of  ability  to  pay  the  tax.  Until  we 
made  the  people  ot  Ireland  as  wealthy 
as  in  Great  Britain  it  was  unjust  to  put 
the  same  tax  on  Ireland.  The  question 
whether  tae  difference  could  not  be  ad- 
justed by  reducing  the  tax  ought  to  be 
seriously  considered. 

Mr.  power  (Waterford,  B.)  said  that 
while  there  were,  no  doubt,  difficulties  in 
making  the  proposed  differentiation  of 
the  tea  dut^,  these  difficulties  had  been 
grossly  exaggerated  by  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  and  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Durham.  "Where  there's  a  will 
there's  a  way."  and  if  this  House  wished 
to  act  in  a  just  way  it  could  carry  out 
the  suggestion  contained  in  the  Amend- 
ment. Ireland  wan  a  country  in  which 
the  poorer  class  largely  dranJc  tea.  He 
regretted  it,  because  he  thought  they 
could  find  better  substitutes  for  their 
diet.  If  the  people  used  more  cocoa  or 
coffee  it  would  be  better,  but  things  must 
ba  taken  as  they  were  at  present.  Before 
the  famine,  when  they  largely  fed  on 
vegetables,  they  were  mentally  and  phy- 
sically a  finer  people  than  at  present.  It 
was  notorious  that  the  tea  consumed  by 
the  poor  people  of  Ireland  was  of  a  very 
much  better  quality  than  that  cjnsumed 
in  the  poorer  districts  of  Great  Britain. 
While  there  was  great  poverty  in  Great 
Britain  as  well  as  in  Ireland,  it  should 
be  remembered  that  the  poor  here  were 

VOL.  CXLVL    [Fourth  Sbribs.] 


very  much  better  able  to  bear  taxation 
than  in  Ireland.  At  the  present  moment 
tiiousands  of  men  were  employed  in  Mayo 
on  'relief  works  and  the  highest  wage  they 
received  was  Is.  a  day.  Thousands  on 
the  western  seaboard  were,  he  would  not 
say  on  the  brink  of  poverty,  but  actually 
in  a  state  of  famine,  a  heavy  gale  la  )t 
year  having  caused  a  failure  of  the 
potato  crop.  He  ventured  to  say  that 
the  unemployed  here  would  reject  the 
wages  which  were  paid  to  the  men  en- 
gaged on  public  relief  works  in  Ireland. 

Thb  DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN :  You  are 
not  in  order  in  going  into  the  question 
of  the  unemployed. 

Mr.  POWER  said  he  merely  mentioned 
that  as  an  illustration  of  the  incapacity  of 
the  average  poor  man  in  Ireland  to 
bear  a  tax  which  might  b6  imposed  on  the 
people  of  this  country.  In  considering 
the  question  of  poverty  in  Ireland  they 
should  recollect  that  enormous  sums  had 
come  into  the  country  from  America. 
But  for  that  assistance  the  people  would 
be  very  much  poorer  than  they  were. 
The  old  arguments  against  the  claim  now 
made  on  behalf  of  Ireland  had  been 
trotted  out  to-night.  There  was  no  use 
in  comparing  the  poor  of  Ireland  with 
the  poor  of  Yorkshire,  because  the  cases 
were  entirely  different.  Since  the  Union 
the  poor  people  of  Ireland  had  suffered 
much  at  the  hands  of  the  richer  people 
of  this  country  who  had  violated  the 
terms  of  the  Union  when  it  suited  them. 

Mr.  CHARLES  DEVLIN  (Galway) 
said  the  argument  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  was  that  while  the  tix 
fell  he  ivily  on  a  portion  of  the  people  of 
Ireland  it  bora  equally  heavily  on,  say, 
the  poor  p3ople  of  the  East  End  of 
London.  That  argument  had  already 
been  dealt  with  by  some  of  his  colleigues 
who  had  pointed  out  that  the  conditions 
in  the  two  cases  were  absolutelv  different. 
When  they  spoke  of  the  poor  people  of 
Ireland  they  did  not  speak  of  isolated 
cises,  but  of  the  overwhelming  mijoritr 
of  the  population.  He  had  in  his  hand 
a  report  which  had  been  circulated  by 
Lady  Dudley,  the  wife  of  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  who  had  had 
brought  under  her  notice  the  conditio  is 
of  extreme  poverty  which  existed  in^the 
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West  of  Irelsnd.  He  was  sure  such 
corditions  did  not  exist  even  among  the 
poor  of  the  East  End  of  Londor.  In 
the  West  of  Ireland  families  of  twelve 
persons  were  to  be  found  living  in 
cabins  of  cne  room.  From  a  Govern- 
ment  Report  recently  issued  he  found  that 
the  meals  en  which  the  agricultural 
labourers  in  Ireland  lived  were:  Breik- 
fa£t,  bread  and  tea ;  dinner,  bread,  tea 
and  potatoes ;  and  supper,  bread  and 
tea.  Upon  such  meals  they  bad  to  live 
and  do  their  heavy  work.  That  was  the 
reason  why  the  Iriah  lepresentatiyes 
asked  for  a  reduction  of  tbe  tax  on  tea. 
That  pointed  to  the  great  truth  tbat  a  tax 
upon  tea  was  not  a  tax  upon  a  luxury, 
but  upon  a  necessity  of  life.  It  must  not 
be  imagined  for  one  instant  that  the  Irish 
Members  had  no  sympathy  with  the  poor 
in  this  country  and  tiiat  they  would  not 
be  glad  to  see  the  tax  removed  in  Great 
Britain  also.  The  objection  to  that  came 
from  the  benches  opposite.  The  removal 
of  any  tax  on  tea  was  very  popular  in 
other  portions  of  the  Empire;  indeed, 
there  were  parts  of  the  Empire  in  which 
a  tea  tax  did  not  exist  and  where,  if  the 
Government  attempted  to  leimpose  it, 
they  would  lose  place  and  power.  The 
Charcellor  of  the  Exchequer,  trying  to 
make  an  argument  against  the  position 
the  Irish  Members  had  taken,  said  that  the 
deposits  in  the  savings  banks  in  Ireland 
were  growi  g.  Admitted,  but  who  were 
making  these  deposits?  The  police  ard 
other  officials  generally.  The  deposits 
in  the  country  districts  were  not  growing. 
The  poor  people  in  the  West  of  Ireland 
had  not  money  enough  wherewith  to  buy 
the  necessaries  of  life,  much  less  to  put  it 
away  in  a  bank.  Another  objection  they 
had  to  the  tea  tax  was  that  the  Irish 
people  had  not  sanctioned  the  war 
which  necessitated  this  expenditure. 


The  DEPUTY -CHAIRMAN  :  Older, 
order !  The  question  before  the  House  is 
the  tea  duty,  and  not  the  late  war. 

Mr.  CHARLES  DEVLIN  said  he 
accepted  the  Deputy-Chairman's  luling 
and  protested  once  more  against  the 
imposition  of  the  tea  tax  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  PARKER  SMITH  (Lanarkshire, 
Partick)  said  that  the  arguments  biought  f 

Aff,  Charles  Devlin^ 


forward  by  hon.  Members  opposite  went 
a  long  way  to  show  how  uniair  and  un- 
suited  to  Ireland  was  the  system  of 
taxation  which  had  been  adopted  in  this 
country.  He  did  not  agree  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  Islington,  who  seemed 
to  speak  as  if  this  system  had  been 
adopted  in  order  to  get  money  out  of 
Ireland.  That  was  not  the  case.  The 
system  had  been  adopted  simply  because 
we  had  not  in  our  fiscal  principles  given, 
any  consideration  to  Iieland  whatever. 
Of^course,  it  was  perfectly  true  that  the 
poor  man  in  this  country  .was  oppressed 
by  taxation  as  much  as  the  poor  man  on 
the  other  side  of  the  Irish  ChanneL  But 
the  poor  man  here  had  the  compensation 
which  was  derived  from  the  general 
prosperity  of  the  country ;  and,  therefore, 
he  contended  that  the  piesent  system  of 
taxation  did  press  with  special  force  on 
the  poorer  class  in  Ireland.  The  propoflal 
to  set  up  separate  Custom-houses 
between  England  and  Ireland  did  not 
seem  to  him  necessarily  out  of  the 
question  ;  for,  after  all,  Custom-houses 
were  made  for  man,  and  man  was  not 
made  for  the  sake  of  Custom-house 
simplicity.  But  he  attached  considerable 
importance  to  free  commercial  relations 
between  different  parts  of  the  country  in 
the  interests  of  unity.  Take  the  German 
ZoUverein—' — 

The  DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN:  Order, 
order !    This  is  a  debate  on  the  tea  duty. 

Mr.  PARKER  SMITH  said  he  was 
trying  to  deal  with  the  argument  which 
he  understood  to  be  one  of  the  main 
pointi}  against  the  Motion  before  the 
Conunittee,  viz.,  that  it  would  involve 
the  setting  up  of  separate  Custom-houses 
between  England  and  Ireland.  Custom- 
houses were  objectionable,  but  what  was 
infinitely  of  more  importance  was 
good  feeling  between  different  parts  of 
the  Empire ;  and  if  they  were  to  irsist 
upon  unity  between  England  and  Ireland, 
then  it  was  important  that  the  pre- 
dominant partner  should  do  what  the 
predominant  partner  in  the  German 
ZoUverein  did,  and,  instead  of  establish- 
ing a  system  which  did  good  to  the 
sttongest  and  harm  to  the  weakest,  be 
content,  for  the  sake  of  the  political  ends 
it  had  in  view  in  the  future,  with 
a    system    under    which    the   strongest 
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men  sufie.ed  veiy  considerable  pecuni- 
ary loss,  while  at  the  same  time  securing 
the  advantage  of  the  growth  of  unity  of 
feeling.  While  he  agreed  that  the 
burden  of  the  tea  duty  fell  especially 
heavily  on  Ireland,  he  did  not  think  the 
Amendment  was  the  way  to  secure  a 
remedy.  What  he  would  advocate  was 
a  reduction  all  round  of  the  duties 
which  pressed  especially  hardly  upon 
Ireland,  and  the  placing  of  the  burden  on 
the  general  imports  of  the  country. 

The  DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN:  Order, 
order!  The  hon.  Gentleman  is  not  in 
order  in  pursuing  that  line  of  argument. 

Mb.  PARKER  SMITH  said  that  while 
he  thought  the  burden  of  taxation  on  tea 
in  Ireland  was  too  heavy,  he  was  con- 
vincsd  that  the  present  proposal  was  not 
the  way  to  remedy  the  evil. 

Mr.  DILLON  said  that  he  had  listened 
to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Partick  Division  with  the  most  intense 
interest.  The  hon.  Member  met  their 
protest  in  a  very  fair  and  sympathetic 
spirit.  The  financial  grievance  under 
which  Ireland  suffered  was  due  to  the 
fact  that  th3  system  had  been  con- 
structed without  any  reference  to  that 
eountry.  The  system  was  based  on  the 
interests  of  a  rich  manufacturing  country 
and  pressed  most  cruelly  on  a  poar 
country  like  Ireland.  He  hoped  there 
would  be  another  opportunity  of 
discussing  the  question. 

Mr.  FLYNN  said  he  wished  to  protest 
against  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
repeating    fallacies    which     had    been 


exploded  again  and  again.  The  pooi 
man  in  Ireland  was  oppressed  by  this 
taxation  because  the  amount  of  poverty 
in  that  country  was  almost  infinitely 
greater  than  in  England.  His  hon. 
friend  suggested  it  would  be  better  to 
substitute  cocoa,  chocolate,  or  coffee ; 
but  if  these  articles  were  used,  when 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  wanted 
money  for  another  Mullah  Expedition 
he  would  immediately  double  the  duty. 
The  existing  system,  in  his  opinion,  dis- 
closed a  df^liberate  intention  as  against 
Ir^land  on  the  part  of  the  Treasury. 

Mb.  field  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick)  said 
that  the  reply  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  was  exceedingly  disappointing. 
More  tea  was  consumed  per  head  in  Ire- 
Und  than  in    England;     and    in    the 
circumstances    the    Chancellor    of    the 
Exchequer    might    very    gracefully  as- 
sent to  the  proposal  embodied   in  the 
Amendment.    He  urged  that  not  only 
from  a   temperance  point  of  view,  but 
even    from  a  humanitarian  standpoint. 
Tea  was  the  main  beverage  in  the  South 
and  West  of  Ireland ;  beer  being  scarcely 
used   at  all.     lie  hoped  in  the  circum- 
stances the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
reconsider  his  decision.     It  would  not 
cost  the  Government  much.    There  was 
a  higher  standard  of  taxation  than  that 
of  the  mere  establishment  of  a  separate 
Custom-house.    The  poor  had  no  right  ta 
be  taxed  to  the  same  extent  as  the  rich ; 
and  that  was  the  difSculty  in  Ireland. 

Question  put« 

The  Committee  divided : — Ayes»   2^ ; 
Noes,  1 10.    (Division  List  No.  169.) 
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Agnew,  Sir  Andrew  Noel 
Allhuaen,  Augustua  Henry  £. 
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Anson,  Sir  William  Reynell 
Arkwrigfat,  John  Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster,  Rt.  Hn.  H.  O. 
Arrol,  Sir  William 
Atkinson,  Rt  Hon.  John 
Aitbtey-Fletcher.Rt.  Hn.Sir  H. 
Bagot  Capt.  Josceline  FitzRoy 
Bailey,  James  (Walworth) 
Bain,  Colonel  James  Robert 
Bjilcarres,  Lord 
Baldwin,  Alfred 
J^lfoor,  Rt.  Hn.A.J.  (Manch'r. 
Balfour,  Capt.  C.  B.  (Homsey) 


AYES. 

Balfoiir,  Rt.  Hn.  G.  W.  (Leeds) 
Balfour,  Kenneth  R.  (CSiristoh. 
Banbury,  Sir  Frederick  Qeorge 
Banner,  John  S.  Harmood- 
Barry,  Sir  Francift  T.  (Windsor) 
Bartley,  Sir  George  C.  T. 
Beaumont,  Went  worth  C.  B. 
Bignold,  Sir  Arthur 
Bigwood,  James 
BiU,  Ch^lw 
Bingham,  Lord 
Bond,  Edward 

Bowle8,Lt..CJol.H.F  (Middlesex 
Bowles,T.  Gibson  ( King's  Lymi 
Brassey,   Albert 
Brodrick,  Rt.  Hon.  St.  John 
Brown,  Sir  Alex.  H.  (Shropsh.) 
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Bull,  William  James' 
Butcher,  John  George 
CampbeIl,J.H.M.(T>UDlin  Univ. 
Carlile,  WiUiam  Walter 
Garson,  Rt.  Hn.  Sir  Edw.  H. 
Cavendish, V.C.W.  (Derbyshire 
CajTzer,  Sir  Charles  William 
Cecil,  Lord  Hugh  (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,  Rt.  Hn.  J.  (Birm. 
C!hamberlain,  Rt.  Hn.  J.  A(  Wore. 
Chapman,  Edward 
Cive,  Captain  Percy  A. 
Cochrane,  Hon.  Thos.  H.  A.  E. 
Coddington,  Sir  William 
Coghill,  Douglas  Harry 
Cohen,  Benjamin  Louis 
Colston,  Chas.  Edw.  H.  Athole 
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Compton,  Lord  Ali»yne 
Corbett,  A.  Cameron  (Glasgow) 
Corbett,  T.  T-.  (Down,  Nortli) 
Craig,  Chas.  CiirtiB  (Antrim,  8.) 
CVoss,  Herb.  Shepherd  (Bolton) 
Cust,  Henry  John  C. 
Dalkeith,  Earl  of 
Dalrymple,  Sir  CJharles 
Davenport-,  William  Bromley 
Denny,  Colonel 
Dickson,  Charles  Scott 
Dim8dale,Rt.Hn.Sir  Joseph  C. 
Dixon-Hartland,'SirFred  Dixon 
Doaghty,  Sir  George 
Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 
Doxford,  Sir  William  Theodore 
Duke,  Henry  Edward 
Dyke,  Rt.  Hn.  Sir  William  Hart 
Egerton,  Hon.  A.  de  Tatton 
EUiot,  Hon.  A.  Ralph  Douglas 
Faber,  Edmund  B.  (Hants,  W.) 
Faber,  George  Donison  (York) 
Fellowes,  Rt.  Hn.Ailwyn  Edw. 
Fergu8Bon,Rt.Hn.Sir  J.(Manc'r 
Finch,  Rt.  Hon.  George  H. 
Finlay,  SirR.B(Inveme88B*gh8 
Firbank,  Sir  Joseph  Thomas 
Fisher,  William  Hayes 
Fison,  Frederick  William 
FitzGerald,  Sir  Robert  Penrose 
Fitzroy,  Hon. Edward  Algernon 
Flannery,  Sir  Fortescue 
Flower,  Sir  Ernest 
Forster,  Henry  William 
Galloway,  WiUiam  Johnson 
Gardner,  Ernest 
Gibbs,  Hon.  A.  G.  H. 
Gordon,  Hn.J.E(Elgin&Naim) 
Gordon,  Maj.  L.  (Tr  Hamlets 
Gorst,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  John  Eldon 
Goulding,  Edward  Alfred 
Graham,  Henry  Robert 
Gray,  Ernest  (West  Ham) 
Greene,Sir  RW(B'rySEdm'nds 
Grenfell,  William  Henry 
Guthrie,  Walter  Murray 
Halsey,  Rt.  Hon.  Thomas  F. 
Hamilton,Marq.  of(L*nd'nderry 
Hardy,  L.  (Kent,  Ashford) 
Hare,  Thomas  Leigh 
Harri8,F.Leverton  (Tynem*th) 
Hay,  Hon.  Claude  George 
Heath,  Sir  Jas.(StafPord8.,N.W. 
Holder,  Augustus 
Henderson,  Sir  A.(Sta!rord,W.) 
Hickman,  Sir  Alfred 
Hogg,  Lindsay 

Hope,  J.F(Sneffie]d,  Brightside 
Honldsworth,  Sir  Wm.  Henry 
Hoult,  Joseph 

Howard,  J.  (Midd. , Tottenham ) 
Hosier,  Hon.  James  Henry  Cecil 
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Hunt,  Rowland 
Jessel,  Captain  Herbert  Merton 
Kearley,  Hudson  E. 
Kerr,  Jonn 
Keswick,  William 
Kimber,  Sir  Henry 
King,  Sir  Henry  Seymour 
Law,  Andrew  Bonar  (Glasgow) 
Lawrence,  Sir  Jos.  (Monmouth) 
Lawrence,  Wm.  F.  (Liverpool) 
lAwson,  Jn.  Grant(Yorks.,N.R 
Layland-Barratt,  Francis 
Lee,  A.  H.  (Hantn.,  Fareham) 
Lsggo,  Col  Hon.  Heneage 
Leveson-Cxower, Frederick  N.S. 
IJewellyn,  Evan  Henry 
Lockwood,  Lieut. -CoL  A.  R. 
Long,  O)LCliRrleeW.(Evesham) 
Long,  Rt.  Hon.  W.  (Bristol,  S.) 
Lonsdale,  John  Brownlee 
TiOwther,  C.  (Cumb.,  Eskdale) 
Loyd,  Archie  Kirkman 
Lyttelton,  Rt.  Hon.  Alfred 
Macdona,  John  Cumming 
Maconochie,  A.  W. 
M* Arthur,  Charles  (Liverpool) 
M*Iver,Sir  Lewi8( Edinburgh, W 
Malcolm,  Ian 
Marks,  Harry  Hananel 
S^fartin,  Richard  Biddulph 
Maxwell,  Rt.HnSirH.E(Wigt'n 
Melville,  Beresford  Valentine 
Meysey-Thompson,  Sir  H.  M. 
MitcheU,  WilUam  (Burnley) 
Montagu,  G.  (Huntingdon) 
Montagu,  Hn.  J.  Scott  (Hants.) 
Moon,  Edward  Robert  Pacy 
Moore,  William 
Morpeth*  Viscount 
Morrell,  George  Herbert 
Morrison,  James  Archibald 
Morton,  Arthur  H.  Aylmer 
Mount,  William  Arthur 
Muntz,  Sir  Philip  A. 
Murray,  Cnarles  J.  (Coventry) 
Murray,  Col.  Wyndham  (Bath) 
Myers,  William  Henry 
O'Neill,  Hon.  Robert  Torrens 
Palmer,  Sir  Walter  (Salisbury) 
Parker.  Sir  Gilbert 
Partington,  Oswald 
Pease,  Herb.  Pike  (Darlington) 
Peel,  Hn.Wm.RobertWellesley 
Percy,  Earl 

Pilkuigton,  Colonel  Richard 
Platt-Higgins,  Frederick 
Powell,  Sir  Francis  Sharp 
Pretyman,  Ernest  George 
Price,  Robert  John 
Pryce-Jones,  Lt.-CoL  Edward 
Purvis,  Robert 


BiU. 


1052 


Quilter,  Sir  Cuthbert] 
Randies,  John  S. 
Rankin,  Sir  James 
Remnant,  James  Farquharsoo 
Ridlfiy,  S.  Fordo 
Ritchie,  Rt.Hn.Chas.  Thomson 
Roberts,  Samuel  (Sheffield) 
Robertson,  Herbert  (Hackney) 
RoUit,  Sir  Albert  Kaye 
Round,  Rt.  Hon.  James 
Royds,  (dement  Molynenz 
Runciman,  Walter 
SackvUle,  Col.  S.  G.  Stopford 
Sadler,  Col.  Samuel  Alexander 
Samuel,  Sir  H.  S.  (Limehonse) 
Seely,  Charles  Hilton  (Linooln) 
Seton-Karr,  Sir  Henry 
Sharpe,  William  Edward  T. 
Shaw.Stewart,Sir  H.  (Renfrew) 
Sloan,  Thomas  Henry 
Smith,H  C(North'mb.Tyne8ide 
Smith,  Rt.  Hon.  J.  P.  (Lanarks 
Soares,  Ernest  J. 
Stanley,Edward  Jas.(Somerset 
Stanley,  Rt.  Hon.  Lord  (Lanes. 
Stewart,  Sir  Mark  J.  MTaggart 
Stirling-Maxwell,  Sir  John  M. 
Stock,  James  Henry  ^  M 
Struttk  Hon.  Charles  Hedley 
Talbot,  Lord  E.  (CJhichester) 
Talbot^RtHn.  J.G.(Oxf  d  Univ. 
Taylor,  Austin  (East  Toxteth) 
Thorbnm,  Sir  Walter 
Thornton,  Percy  M. 
Tomlinson,  Sir  Wm.  Edw.  IL 
Tritton,  Charles  Emest 
Tuff,  Charles 

Tufnell,  Lieut..Col.  Edward 
Tuke,  Sir  John  Batty 
Walker,  Col.  WilUam  HaU 
Walrond,  Rt.Hn.Sir  WiUiamH. 
Webb,  Colonel  William  George 
Welby,  Lt-Col.A.C.£(TanDton 
Welby,  Sir  CharlesG.E.(Not(s.) 
Wharton,  Rt  Hon.  John  Lloyd 
Whiteley,  George  (York,  W.R.) 
Willoughby  de  Ereeby,  Lord 
Wilson,  A.'Stanley  (York,  KR. 
Wilson,  Fred.W.(Norfolk,Mid.) 
Wilson,  John  (Glasgow) 
Wilson.Todd,Sir  W.H.(York8.) 
Wodehouse,  Rt.Hn.fE.R.(Bath 
Worsley-Taylor,  Henry  Wilson 
Wylie,  Alexander 
Wyndham,  Rt.  Hon.  George 
Wyndham-Quin,  CoL  W.  H. 
Yerburgh,  Robert  Armstrong 

Tbllbrs  tob  tsb  Atbs— Sir 
Alexander  Adand-Hood  and 
Viscount  Valentia. 


Atherley-Jones,  L. 
Austin,  Sir  John 
Uarlow,  John  Bmmott 
Barran,  Rowland  Hirst 
Barry,  E.  (Cork,  S.) 
Hlake,  lixi^ard 
Boland,  John 


NOES 

Brigat,  Allan  Heywood 

Caldwell,  JamcA 

Cameron,  Robert 

Campbell,  John  (Armagh,  S.) 

Cheetham,  John  Frederick 

Clancy  John  Joseph 

Craig,  Robert  Hunter  (Lanark) 


Crean,*  Eugene 

Crombie,  John  William 

Crooks,  William 

Delany,  iVilliara 

DevUn,  Cha<^.  Ramsay  (Galway 

Dillon,  John 

Dobbie,  Joseph 
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Donelan,  Captain  A. 
Doogan,  P.  C. 
Duncan,  J.  Hastings 
I)unn«  Sir  William 
Edwards,  Frank 
Elibank,  Master  of 
£Ilioe,Capt  £.C(SAndrw'sB'ghs 
Ellis,  John  Edward  (Nott:».) 
Evan^  SirFranci9H.(Maidstone 
Evans,  Samuel  T.  (Glamorgan) 
Ffrench,  Peter 
Findlay,  Alex.  (Lanark,  N.K.) 
Fitzmaurice,  Lord  Edmond 
Flavin,  Michael  Joseph 
Furnesfl,  Sir  Christopher 
Griffith,  Ellis  J. 
Harrington,  Timothy 
Hayden,  John  Patrick 
Henderson,  Arthur  (Durham) 
Higham,  John  Sharp 
Hntchxiuon,  Dr.  Charles  Fredk. 
Isaacs,  Rufus  Daniel 
Johnson,  John 
Jones,  Leif  (Appleby) 
Jones, William  (Camarvonsnire 
Joyce,  Michael 

Kennedy, Vincent  P.(Cavan,W. 
Kilbride,  Denis 

Law,  Hugh  Alox.  ( Donegal, W.) 
Lawson,  Sir  Wilfrid  (Cornwall) 
Iieese,  Sir  Jos.  F.  (Accrington) 


lieng.  Sir  John 

Levy«  Maurice 

Lewia,  Johx)  Herbert 

Lloyd-George,  David 

Lundon,  W. 

Lyell,  Charles  Henry 

MacNeill,  John  Gordon  Swift 

MacVeagh,  Jeremiah 

M'Fadden,  Edward 

M^Hugh,  Patrick  A. 

M*Kean,  John 

M'Killop,  W.  (SUgo,  North) 

Mooney,  John  J. 

Morgan,  J.  Lloyd  (Carmarthen) 

Moss,  Samuel 

Murphy,  John 

Nannetti,  Joseph  P. 

Nolan,  CoLJohn  P.(Galway,N.) 

Nolan,  Joseph  (Jx>uth,  Souths 

O'Brien,  James  F.  X.  (Cork) 

O'Brien,  K.  (Tipperary,  Mid.) 

O'Brien,  P.  J.  (Tipperary,  N.) 

O'Connor,  John  (Kildare,  N.) 

O'Donnell,  John  (Mayo,  S.) 

O'Dowd,  John 

0' Kelly,  Jas.  (Roscommon,  N.) 

O'Malley,  William 

O'Mara,  James 

O'Shaughnessy,  P.  J. 

Parrott,  William 

Perks.  Robert  William 


Philipps,  John  Wynford 
Power,  Patrick  Joseph 
Rea,  Russell 
Reddy,  M. 

Redmond,  John  E.  (Waterford) 
Reid,  Sir  R.  Threshie( Dumfries 
Richards,  T.  (W.  Monmouth) 
Rickett,  J.  Compton 
Roberts,  John  H.  (Denbighs.) 
Roche,  John 
Sheehan,  Daniel  Daniel 
Shipman,  Dr.  John  G. 
Slack,  John  Bamford 
Stanhope,  Hon.  Philip  James 
Sullivan,  Donal 
Thomas,  Abel  (Carmarthen.  E.) 
Thomas,David  Alfied(Merthyr) 
Toulmin,  George 
Ure,  Alexanrler 
Wallace,  Robert 
Walton,  Joseph  (Barnsley) 
Wason,  Eugene  (Clackmannr.n) 
Wason,  Jo£i  Cathcart(  Orkney) 
White,  Luke  (York.  E.  R.) 
Whitley,  J.  H.  (Halifax) 
Wilson,  John  (Durhamt  Mid.) 
Young,  Samuel 

Tellers  for  the  Nogs — Mr. 
tield  and  Mr.  Flynn. 


And,  it  being  after  half-past  Seven  of 
the  clock,  the  Chairman  left  the  Chair  to 
make  his  Report  to  the  House. 

Committee    report  Progress;    to    sit 
again  this  evening. 


EVENING  SITTING. 


ADJOURNMENT  (UNDER  STANDING 
ORDER  No.  10)  (COLONIAL  PREFER- 
ENCE). 

SiK  H.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling  Burghs) :  Mr.  Deputy-Speaker, 
I  rise  for  the  purpose  of  moving 
the  adjournment  of  the  House  in 
order  to  obtain  information  for  the 
House  upon  a  subject  of  the  very  highest 
importance.  I  am  struck  by  the  fact 
that  when  I  have  occasion  either  to 
originate  a  Motion  or  to  make  a  speech 
in  this  Parliament  it  always  takes  the 
form  of  a  desire  and  a  demand  for  in- 
formation. But  usually  we  have  been 
provided  with  some  obscure,  philosophic 
utterance  which  requires  explanation; 
it  is  not  so  on  this  occasion.  The  matter 
which  I  shall  bring,  and  which  has  been 
brought  to-day  before  the  House  is 
perfectly  plain,  and  what  we  want,  and 
I  think  what  we  are   entitled  to,  is   a 


definite  answer  to  definite  questions  on 
matters  of  fact,  and  therefore  I  am  glad 
to  say  that  my  part  in  this  debate  will 
be  really  that  of  laying  before  the  House 
the  short  and  simple  story  of  what  has 
occurred. 

As  matters  stand,  a  statement  has 
been  made  to-day  by  the  Prime 
Minister  which  seems  to  us,  and  I 
think  will  seem  to  most  people  without 
much  further  explanation  and  light, 
irreconcilable  with  undertakings  given  by 
the  Prime  Minister  and  accepted  by  the 
country  a  few  months  ago.  I  go  back. 
Sir,  to  August  of  last  year*-  Then  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  brought  up  the  question 
of  our  commercial  and  fiscal  relations  with 
the  Colonies,  and  expressed  his  strong 
opinion  that  the  subject  was  ripe  for 
some  definite  decision  on  the  part  of  the 
Government,  and  a  strong  desire  to  leani 
what  information  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man could  give  as  to  the  policy  of  call- 
ing a  conference.  A  day  or  two  after- 
wards the  Prime  Minister  showed  his 
estimate  of  the  position  in  which  the 
matter  then  stood  by  saj-ing  that^he  did 
not  propose  to  take  any  steps  at  the 
present  moment  on  the  subject.  !^So  the 
matter  was  left  at  the  end  of  last^session. 
But  a  very  few  weeks  passed  and  there 
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was  a  change  apparently  in  the  mind 
of  the  right  hoii.  Gentleman,  because  early 
ill  October,  before  the  usual  interchange 
of  amenities  between  politicians  in 
the  autumn  commenced,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  to  the  astonishment  of  every- 
body, and  as  much  to  the  astonishment 
of  his  own  supporters  as  to  that  of  anyone 
else,  organised  an  opportunity  for  himself 
in  Edinburghin  order  to  unburden  himself 
of  his  opinions  on  the  fiscal  question. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Birmingham  was  going  to  speak  two  days 
later  at  Luton.  I  do  not  know  whether 
there  was  any-  connection  between  the 
two  occasions,  but  I  noticed  that  the 
Member  for  Birmingham's  engagement 
was  of  long  standing,  whereas,  as  I  have 
said,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman — I  cannot 
imagine  with  the  view  of  forestalling  his 
right  hon.  friend,  but  for  some  reason  or 
other — came  in  in  front  of  him  on  this 
occasion  at  Edinburgh  Now,  Sir,  that 
can  only  have  been  done — this  sudden 
creation  of  an  opportunity — for  the 
purpose  of  a  serious  declaration  of  policy. 
I  mean  that  must  have  been  one  of  the 
main  objects,  and  it  appears  to  me  to  be 
so  from  the  references  that  are  made  to 
what  he  said,  and  that  he  himself  has 
made  to  what  he  said  on  that  occasion. 
I  have  here  in  my  hand,  in  order  to  be 
sme  of  being  accurate,  a  publication  called 
"Handy  Notes  on  Current  Politics,"  a 
monthly  vade  mecum  for  Conservatives 
And  Unionists,  and  a  very  short  passage 
which  I  shall  read  in  that  speech,  the 
only  one  which  really  concerns  the 
question  which  I  am  putting  before  the 
House,  is  this — 

**  My  view,  therefore,  ia  that  tlie  policy  of 
this  Party  should  he,  if  we  come  inio  power 
after  the  next  election,  to  ask  the  Colonies  to 
join  a  conference  on  these  lines  [which  he  had 
described],  a  conference  whose  discussions 
shall  be  free,  bnt  whose  conclusions  shall  not 
commit  any  of  the  communities  concerned  to 
any  larger  plan  of  Imperial  union  on  fiscal  or 
other  line<«  unless  their  various  electorates  have 
given  theii*  adhesion  to  the  scheme." 

The  House  will  observe  that  this 
involved  two  elections.  The  next  election 
after  the  date  of  his  speech  and  then,  if 
they  came  into  power  after  that,  they 
were  to  ask  the  Colonies,  having  obtained 
the  assent  of  the  country  to  that  part  of 
the  policy,  to  join  a  conference  on  this 
subject.  That  was  very  unmistakable 
and  clear,   and  it  meant,   of  course,  as 

Sir  H.  Campbell 'Bannerman. 


I  have  just  said,  that  the  country  would 
be  consulted  before  this  conference  took 
place,  and  so  it  was  understood  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  so,  no  doubt, 
a  very  closer  observer  of  all  the  words 
that  fell  from  the  Prime  Minister  imder- 
stood  it,  for  at  Luton,  on  October  5th,  the 
right  hon.  Grentleman  the  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  welcomed  the  speech 
and  the  sentiment  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  on  the  general  question,  but 
he  said — 

'*  I  cannot  understand  what  is  the  necessity 
for  a  second  plebiscite,  involving  as  it  would  do 
two  mandate:*,  two  general  elections  on  thc« 
same  subject,  coming  within  a  few  months  of 
one  another." 

Afterwards  he  says — 

"  I  have  thought  it  ri^ht  to  mention  that  as 
the  only  blemish  which  I  see  in  a  plan  which  in 
all  other  respects  I  heartily  welcome." 

Then  I  come  from  October  to  January, 
when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ^as  at 
Manchester  and  the  day  after  he  made 
the  speech  in  which  he  read  the  well- 
known  half-sheet  of  notepaper,  he  said — 

"  If  the  scheme  which  I  have  many  times 
recommended  to  the  country,  and  which  last 
night  I  repeated  in  a  succinct  and  unmistak- 
able form,  if  that  scheme  were  carried  out^  I  do 
not  see  that  the  country  could  be  called  u^n 
to  decide  the  colonial  aspect  of  this  question 
until  not  only  one,  but  two  elections  have 


That  is  a  confirmation  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  after  a  couple  of  months 
had  passed  of  the  impression  created  by 
himself  universally  through  the  country, 
and  acknowledged  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Birmingham. 
Let  us  go  on  to  March  8th  when  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oldham  moved  a  fiscal 
Resolution  in  this  House.  What  did  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  say  on  that 
occasion?  He  referred  again  to  the 
speech  that  he  made  at  E^nburgh,  and 
to  the  words  I  have  quoted  in  that  speech 
being  as  fair  and  categorical  as  any 
words  could  be.   He  says — 

**That  was  one  element  in  the  8i)eech  which 
I  made  at  Edinburgh,  and  what  was  the  other 
element  ?  It  was  an  appeal  to  the  country  in 
the  face  of  the  controversy  raging  on  the  fiscal 

?ue8tion  to  discuss  our  colonial  relati'-ns  in  a 
ree  conference.  I  do  not  believe  that  m3' 
statement  on  that  subject  was  a  bit  more  am- 
biguous than  my  stat<*ment  on  protection.  It 
wa»  clear,  it  was  definite,  it  was  complete,  and 
it  was  because  in  my  judgment  the  liesolution 
moved  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  on  the  other  side 
of  the  House  flies  in  tlic  face  of  that  second 
part  of  my  sjieech  made  i!t  Edinburgh,  that  in 
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my  opinion  all  who  were  good  enough  tx) 
accept  the  poUcy  I  recommended  to  the  country 
ought  to  support  me  this  evening.*' 

Here  again  the  House  will  observe,  in 
January,  he  boasts  of  the  clear  and  com- 
plete and  definite  language  he  had  used 
on  this  Very  subject,  and  I  have  quoted 
^  the  House  tJiat  clear  and  cooiplete 
4ind  definite  language,  and  the  House  will 
see  that  it  involved  the  f undaooiental  prin- 
-ciples  that  there  was  to  be  an  election 
and  a  submission  of  the  case  to  the 
•country  before  the  conference  was  held. 
Now  let  me  move  forward  to  April  11th. 
On  that  date  there  was  a  debate  on  the 
same  subject  in  another  place,  and  on 
that  occasion  I  think  the  most  in8tru3tiv  ? 
i-.hing  to  quote  was  what  was  said  by  the 
Duke  of  Mailborough,  he  being  the 
official  mouthpiece  in  the  other  House  of 
the  Colonial  Office^ 

**  The  Dollcy  of  the  Government/*  says  the 
Duke  of  Marloorough,  '*  which  had  been  care- 
fully defined  by  the  Prime  Minister  was,  if 
they  were  again  returned  to  power  at  the 
next  general  election,  to  summon  a  conference 
-at  which  representatives  of  the  various  self- 
:goveming  Colonies  and  of  Inaia  would  be 
4bsked  to  attend." 

I  think  that  these  quotations  are 
almost  enough  to  show  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  represented  to  the 
•country  that  his  distinct  decision  was  to 
refer  this  fisca.1  question  to  a  conference 
which  should  be  specially  called  for  the 
purpose,  and  at  all  events  whioh  should, 
not  have  the  question  referred  to  it  until 
After  the  people  of  this  country  had 
assented  to  that  coursd  being  taken. 
But  I  find  that  on  another  day,  a 
very  short  time  before  the  date  of  the 
last  quotation,  my  hon.  friend  the 
Member  for  Kincardineshire  put  a  Ques- 
tion to  the  Prime  Minister,  and  it  was  in 
these  terms  : — ^Whether, 

*'  In  the  event  of  the  Colonial  Conference 
-which  meets  in  1906  taking  place  before  a 
general  election,  the  question  of  Imperial  unity 
on  a  basis  of  preferential  duties  on  colonial 
produce  will  be  submitted  to  it." 

The  Question  was — If  the  conference 
comes  ofi  without  a  general  election  pre- 
ceding it,  is  the  question  of  Imperial  unity 
on  a  preferential  basis  to  be  submitted 
to  it,  and  to  this  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said — 

"  The  hon.  Grentleman  in  probably  aware 
that  we  have  over  and  over  again  stated  that 


in  the  course  of  this  Parliament  we  pro|X)se  to 
take  no  steps.'' 

— No  steps — 
**  With  regard  to  fiscal  reform." 

It  will  be  observed  it  is  "  We  take  no 
steps  in  this  House  in  the  course  of  this 
Parliament."  ["  We."]  Yes,  he  speaks 
for  the  Qovernment.  Then  my  hon. 
friend  the  Member  for  Barnstaple  asks 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury — 

**  Whether  the  British  representatives  at  the 
Colonial  Conference  to  be  held  in  1906  will  have 
power,  subject  to  the  subsequent  approval  of 
the  House,  to  negotiate  a  scheme  of  preferential 
tradin|^  on  the  basis  of  taxation  of  food  and  raw 
material. " 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  he 
answered  that  when  he  replied  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Kincardineshire,  so 
that  he  gave  the  "  go  by  "  to  the  Ques- 
tion of  my  hon.  friend  the  Member  for 
Barnstaple.  But  my  hon.  friend  came 
back  to  the  charge,  and  the  Prime 
Minister  replied — 

"  We  are  not  dealing  with  that  question." 

Then  my  hon.  friend  the  Member 
for  Aberdeen,  seeking  to  clear  the  matter 
up,  pointed  out  that  the  Question  re- 
ferred to  the  question  outside  Parlia- 
ment in  the  Colonial  Conference,  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman    said — 

"  I  have  over  and  over  again  said  that  in  the 
course  of  the  present  Parliament  we  do  not 
propose  to  deal  with  the  fiscal  question." 

Now  all  this  time  the  country  was 
led  to  believe,  did  believe,  and  was 
justified  in  believing,  that  two  elections, 
one  to  approve  of  the  conference  and 
the  other  to  approve  of  the  decisions 
of  the  conference,  would  be  taken ;  the 
policy  of  two  elections  and  two  mandates 
was  the  working  basis  of  all  the  descrip- 
tions given  us  on  the  subject  and  was 
the  bulwark  against  any  sudden  alter- 
ation of  fiscal  policy.  Now  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  excuses  himself  by 
stating,  in  the  course  of  a  rapid  cross- 
examination —it  is  not  easy  to  bear  in 
mind  all  that  happened,  but  I  have 
refreshed  my  memory  from  the  reports 
in  the  evening  papers — I  understand 
he  has  excused  himself  on  the  ground 
of  forgetfulness,  that  the  meeting  was 
to  take  place  in  1906  escaped  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  notice.  Well,  small 
blame  to'  him  for  that.  It  was  quite 
possible   on    October  3rd  ;    but  months 
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passed — ^November,  December,  January, 
February,  March,  April,  May— and  all 
that  time  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
leaves  the  country,  leaves  his  supporters, 
leaves  his  opponents  under  the  impres- 
sion that  there  were  to  be  two  elections, 
with  what  the  right  hon*  Member  for 
Birmingham  has  called  a  *' double  man- 
date "  ;  but  although  he  knew  that  was 
an  error — I  am  assuming  it  as  he  says — 
he  allowed  the  country  to  be  deceived,  and 
his  friends  and  those  who  were  somewhat 
suspicious  of  his  policy  to  be  deceived, 
by  the  words  he  had  used  and  which 
did  not  represent  what  he  meant.  There 
was  little  reason  why  he  should  forget 
it  all  this  time,  all  these  seven  months, 
because  on  one  occasion,  February  15th 
— my  right  hon.  friend  the  Member  for 
Berwick,  speaking  here,  asked  the  Colo- 
nial Secretary  point-blank,  not  think- 
ing there  was  any  misunderstanding 
about  it,  whether  what  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  called  the  automatic 
conference  would  be  held,  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  asserted  that  it 
would  be.  Therefore  I  do  not  think 
the  Prime  Minister  can  have  been  for  a 
long  period  in  ignorance,  though  I 
make  this  concession,  that  at  the  time 
he  made  his  speech  at  the  rapidly-organ- 
ised meeting  at  Edinburgh  he  may  have 
forgotten  this  somewhat  important  fact ; 
and  yet  he  had  ample  time  to  refresh 
his  memory  and  infoim  himself  ;  in 
fact,  he  could  not  fail  to  have  been  made 
aware  of  all  that  happened ;  but  not 
until  now,  May  22nd,  do  we  hear  that 
he  has  made  a  mistake  after  all,  that 
a  conference  to  decide  the  question 
is  to  be  held  next  year  without  any 
election. 

Do  not  let  us  confuse  two  things 
which  are  totally  distinct ;  two  separate 
undertakings  have  been  given,  one 
that  there  shall  be  no  proposal  in 
this  Parliament  having  the  effect  of 
departing  from  free  trade,  and  with  that 
we  have  no  concern  this  evening.  It  is 
not  before  us ;  and  the  other  is  that  a 
Colonial  Conference  which  would  discuss 
the  question  of  preference  and  food 
taxation  would  not  meet  in  the  course 
of  the  present  Parliament,  and  not  until 
the  country  had  been  consulted  and  had 
the  opportunity  of  pronouncing  an 
opinion  whether  a  conference  with  that 

Sir  H.  Cam'pheU-Bannefman, 


object  ought  or  ought  not  to  be  held^ 
That  pledge  repeated,  as  I  have  shown^ 
is  a  pledge  that  cannot  be  disowned  V 
and  it  seems  to  me,  so  far  as  we  are  at 
present  able  to  judge,  it  has  been  repudi- 
ated to-day.  Can  it  be  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  changed  his  opinion 
and  his  policy  ?  We  wish  to  know 
what  the  reason  is.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  not  altogether  to  blame 
for  not  paying  too  much  attention  to 
the  Press ;  he  sometimes  receives  some- 
what sinister  advice  from  the  Prees^ 
Here  is  what  a  leading  organ,  writing, 
of  the  pledge,  the  DaUy  Tdeqrafh,  says 
["  Oh,  oh  !  "] — I  see  the  interruption 
comes  from  an  Ulster  Member  not 
initiated  in  the  arcana  of  tarifE  reform — 

"  A  pledge,  alike  in  politics  ann  ethics,  must 
be  conBtrued  according  to  the  circumstances  in 
which  it  is  given.  At  the  time  the  Prime 
Minif^ter  gave  his  undertaking,  few  believed 
it  possible,  not  even  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
himself,  that  there  was  any  likelihood  of  the 
pre$>ent  Parliament  completing  its  normal  term 
of  life,  but  circumstances  for  which  the  incom- 
petence of  the  Opposition  "— 

have  hon.  Members  sunk  so  low  in  their 
own  estimation  that  they  are  pleased 
to  hear  that  it  is  not  to  their  merits,., 
but  to  the  incompetence  of  the  Oppo- 
sition, that  their  prolonged  existence  is- 
duet — 

"  For  which  the  incompetence  of  the  Opposi- 
tion is  responsible,  have  changed  the  piospect, 
and  what  seemed  impossible  last  year  becomes- 
not  only  possible  but  probable." 

I  do  not  do  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the    dishonour    of    supposing    that    he- 
followed  that  advice  or  used  that  excuse.- 
I  have,  as  I  promised,  made  a  plain  and 
simple   statement   of  the   facts,   and  I 
make  no  comment  on  them ;  I  await  the^ 
explanation  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
It  is  an  important  matter  we  are  dealing 
with,  the  fiscal  policy  of  the  country 
and    our   relations   with    the   Colonies ;' 
but  it  has  a  far  higher  importance  than 
that,  because  if  it  is  proved  that  the^ 
country  has  been  thus  misled,  what  we 
have  to  consider  is  what  is  the  effectual 
means   for   preserving  the   dignity   an^ 
character  of  pledges  given  by  the  Prime 
Minipter  and  the  honourable  traditions^ 
of  our  pubUc  life.    I  beg  to  move  that^ 
the  House  do  now  adjourn. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed^ 

"  That  this  House  do  now  adiourn.*'^ . 

{Sii    H,   Camj>bdl'Bannerman.)J^ 
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The  secretary  of  STATE  for  the 
COLONIES  (Mr.  Lyttblton,  Warwick 
and  Leamington)  rose  to  address  the 
House,  but  was  received  with  loud  cries 
of  "  BaKour,  Balfour,"  "  Let  him  defend 
himself,"  "An  insult  to  the  House," 
*'Let  him  defend  his  own  honour," 
"  Sit  down,"  "  Take  it  as  read,"  "  He 
wauts  to  speak  when  he  cannot  be  re- 
plied to,"  "  Order,"  and  "  Chair." 

After  some  minutefr-^ 


Mr.  DEPUTY-SPEAKER:  I  appeal 
to  hon.  Members  on  that  side  of  the 
House.  ["No,  no!"]  The  question  of 
the  Colonial  Conference  surely  comes 
within  the  province  of  the  Colonial 
Secretary.  ["  No."  "  The  Prime  Minis- 
ter's personal  honour,"  and  "Order."] 
I  have  no  doubt  whatever  the  Prime 
Minister  will  speak  ["  When  he  cannot 
be  answered  "],  and  that  there  will  be  an 
opportunity  of  replying  to  him.  ["  No."] 
It  is  a  very  imusual  precedent  to  prevent 
the  Colonial  Secretaiy  speaking. 

*Mr.  JOHN  ELLIS  (Nottinghamshire, 
RushclifEe) :  I  rise  to  a  point  of  order. 
You  have  remarked,  Sir,  that  it  is  with- 
out precedent 


Mr.  deputy-speaker  :  Does  the 
hon.  Member  rise  to  a  point  of  order  ? 

♦Mr.  JOHN  ELLIS:  Yes.  As  you 
have  referred  to  precedent  I  desire  to 
ask  whether  you  can  point  to  a  precedent 
of  a  Prime  Minister's  honour  being  chal- 
lenged when  he  has  not  at  once  risen 
to  reply. 

Mr.  DEPUTt-SPEAKER  :     That  is 
not  a  point  of  order. 

Mr.  LYTTELTON  again  attempted 
to  speak,  but  his  words  were  lost  amid 
cries  of  "  Balfour,"  "  Sit  down,"  "  We 
don't  want  to  hear  you,"  and  "  Order. 


» 


Mr.  DEPUTY-SPEAKER:  I  must 
appeal  to  hon.  Members  to  give  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  a  hearing.   [Nationalist 


cries  of  "  Police,  police."]  Might  I  be 
allowed  to  point  out  that  the  precedent 
would  be  a  very  dangerous  one.  If 
you  make  it  impossible  for  right  hon* 
Gentlemen  on  that  side  to  be  heard, 
it  is  equally  possible  for  that  to  be  done 
in  the  case  of  right  hon.  GkDtlemen> 
on  the  other  side. 

♦Mr.  JOHN  ELLIS  :  He  has  no  author- 
ity to  speak  for  the  personal  honour  ol 
the  Prime  Minister. 

Mr.  DEPUTY-SPEAKER:  Obvi- 
ously  the  result  of  that  would  be  a  very 
undesirable  one  and  not  to  the  credit  of 
the  House.  The  Prime  Minister  has 
intimated  that  he  will  speak. 

Mr.  CHURCHILL  (Oldham) :  1  am 
quite  sure  there  would  be  no  indisposition 
to  hear  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  if  the 
Prime  Minister 

The  hon.  Member,  being  unable  further 
to  make  himself  heard,  left  his  place 
below  the  gangway,  and,  proceeding 
to  the  side  of  Mr.  Speaker's  Chair,  wa» 
understood  to  say  that  the  House  would 
hear  the  Colonial  Secretary  if  the  Prime 
Minister  would  undertake  to  make  a 
statement  himself  after  the  right  hon» 
Gentleman  had  spoken. 

Mr.  LYTTELTON  again  unsuccessfully 
essayed  to  speak,  his  opening  words  being 
once  more  drowned  by  cries  of  "  Balfour,' 
"  Play  the  Game,'*  "  Send  for  the  Horse 
Guards,"  "Time,"  "Personal  honour,'" 
"  Are  you  going  to  stand  there  all  night  ? 
and  "  Sit  down." 


» 


Mr.     LLOYD-GEORGE 
Boroughs)  rose. 


(Carnarvon 


Mr.  deputy-speaker  :  Does  the 
hon.  Member  rise  to  a  point  of  order  ? 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE :  I  do.  The 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  having, put  a 
Question  to  the  Prime  Minister  and  asked 
for  an  explanation  of  the  statement  made 
by  him,  of  his  own  words,  I  submit,  Mr. 
Deputy-Speaker,  quite  respectfully,  that 


■  I 
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the  House  of  Commons  is  entitled  to  an  r     Mb.  LTTTELTON  again  rose,  but  was 


explanation  from  the  Prime  Minister. 

Mr.  deputy-speaker  :  The  hon. 
Member  is  perfectly  right,  and  I  have  not 
the  least  doubt  in  the  world  that  the 
Prime  Minister  will  give  an  explanation. 
["  When  ?  "]  There  may  be  other  hon. 
Members  who  desire  to  ask  Questions  of 
the  Prime  Minister,  and  if  the  Prime 
Minister  answers  at  once  he  will  be  de- 
barred from  giving  any  further  answer. 
I"  No."]  I  would  appeal  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers to  allow  the  debate  to  proceed. 
P*  Balfour."]  I  would  give  an  assurance, 
if  it  were  necessary,  that  the  Prime 
Minister  will  speak  in  time  for  a  reply. 
I  heard  an  observation  from  one  hon. 
Member  that  no  reply  woidd  be  permitted. 
I  will  give  the  assurance  to  hon.  Members 
that  they  will  have  an  opportunity  to 
reply  to  the  speech  of  the  Prime 
Minister. 

Mb.  LLOYD-OEORGE  :  No  Member 
got  up  on  either  side  of  the  House  after  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition.  The  only  Member 
who  did  get  up  was  the  Colonial  Secretary, 
who  presumably  did  not  propose  to  ques- 
tion the  Prime  Minister,  and  I  submit — 
[An  hon.  Member  :  That  is  not  a  point 
of  order.]  May  I  further  say  that  even 
if  other  Questions  were  asked  in  the  course 
of  the  debate,  no  Prime  Minister  has  ever 
been  refused,  by  the  leave  of  the  House* 
an  opportunity  of  answering  any  Question 
put  to  him  ? 

Mr.  deputy  -  SPEAKER  :  It  is 
usual  that  Motions  should  be  seconded. 
In  this  case  there  was  no  seconder. 
Owing  to  the  position  of  the  right  hon. 

* 

Gentleman  t  did  not  think  it  necessary 
to  ask  for  a  seconder.  Still  it  is  quite 
possible  that  some  other  hon.  Members 
may  wish  to  supplement  what  fell  from 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman.  ["  No."] 
^^f.  Lhyd-Oeorge. 


unable  to  proceed  further  than  to  say, 
"  I  am  perfectly  wiUing ** 

Mr.  J.  F.  HOPE  (Sheffield^  Brightside)  : 
On  a  point  of  order,  Sir,  I  call  your 
attention  to  the  fact  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northwich  is  calling  out 
"  Police,  police," 

Lord  HUGH  CECIL  (Greenwich) : 
May  I  interrupt  to  make  an  appeal  to 
both  sides  of  the  House  to  allow  the 
Colonial  Secretary  to  proceed  ?  This  is  a 
debate  which  is  of  very  great  public 
interest.  No  doubt  it  aSects  the  declara- 
tion of  the  Prime  Minister,  and  the  Prime 
Minister,  I  have  no  doubt,  will  make  his 
own  explanation;  but  it  also  affects — 
and  in  my  judgment  that  is  the  more  im- 
portant issue — ^the  whole  policy  of  the 
Government ;  and  I  am  much  more  con- 
cerned to  know  what  that  policy  is,  and 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  right 
in  supposing  that  the  Government's 
policy  has  been  modified.  [Cries  of 
"  Speech."]  I  merely  wanted  to  appeal 
to  the  Opposition  to  listen  to  my  right  hon. 
friend.  I  am  anxious  to  know  whether 
the  Government  policy  has  been  modified, 
what  the  Government J^policy  is,  either 
from  the  Colonial  Secretary  or  any 
other  member  of  the  Government.  The 
personal  question  can  be  dealt  with 
afterwards  by  the  Prime  Minister. 

Mr.  LYTTELTON  again  attempted 
to  address  the  House,  but  without 
success. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  WALTON  (Yorkshire, 
W.R.,  Bamsley) :  Nobody  asked  you  to 
answer  the  Question. 

Mr.  pike  pease  (Darlington) :  On 
a  point  of  order,  Sir,  may  I  through  you 
appeal  to  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  to 
ask  his  followers  to  allow  the  debate  to 
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proceed  ?     [Opposition  cries  of   "  Ap- 
peal to  bhe  Prime  Minister."] 

Mb.  GHURCBDTLL:  May  I  through 
you,  Sir,  appeal  to  the  Prime  Minister  to 
relieve  the  House  from  this  position  by 
making  the  explanation  that  is  demanded 
of  him  t 

Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  B.) :  May  I 
suggest  that  you  send  for  the  police  and 
clear  the  House  ? 

Mb.  FLAVIN  (Kerry,  N.) :  I  had  the 
pleasure  of  being  removed  by  the  police. 
Is  it  not  the  turn  now  of  some  of  the 
gentlemen  of  England  to  be  removed  1 

Mb.  DILLON  :  Why  is  not  the  same 
treatment  good  enough  for  you  which  was 
.good  enough  for  us  ?  [Cries  of  "  Send  for 
the  police."] 

Mb.  JOSEPH  WALTON :  Why  does 
mot  the  Prime  Minister  answer  ? 

Mb.  JOHN  BURNS  (Battersea) :  May 
1  appeal  to  you  and  ask  you  whether, 
ior  the  credit  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
the  time  has  not  come  for  putting  in 
force  the  new  rule  for  the  suspension  of 
the  sitting.  Unless  that  is  done  the 
<}uty  devolves  upon  the  Prime  Minister, 
for  the  credit  of  the  House,  to  at  once 
respond  to  the  appeal  which  has  been 
znade  to  him  to  speak  [Opposition 
•cheers  and  Ministebial  laughter] ;  and 
if  he  does  not  respond  to  it,  the  respon- 
sibility for  this  discreditable  and  re- 
:gretfid  scene  rests  upon  him.  [Oppo- 
avnoN  cheers  and  Ministebial  cries  of 
-**  Oh,  oh !  "J 

Mb.  DEPUTY-SPEAKER  :  The  point 
'which  the  hon.  Member  has  raisedTas 


to  the  adjournment  of  the  House  has 
occurred  to  me,  but  I  am  anxious  not  to 
put  that  rule  in  force.  The  House  has 
met  to-night  for  a  particular  purpose, 
which  has  not  yet  been  arrived  at.  But, 
if  I  may  say  so,  it  is  an  unusual  thing 
for  the  Opposition  to  dictate  to  the 
Qovemment  the  order  in  which  speeches 
are  to  be  made ;  and  surely,  if  hon. 
Members  will  reflect,  it  is  a  very  danger- 
ous weapon  to  employ.  If  used  on  one 
side  to-nigh  J,  it  may  be  used  by  the  other 
side  another  night.  [An  Hon.  Mbm- 
BBB :  It  has  been  used  already.]  As 
the  Prime  Minister  has  indicated  [Op- 
position cries  of  "  He  has  not," 
"When?"  and  "Why  does  he  not 
face  it  now  ?  "]  He  said  that  he  will 
[Renewed  Opposition  cries  of  "No," 
"  When  did  he  say  it  ?  "  and  '*  He  said 
nothing  of  the  kind."]  I  certainly  un- 
derstood him  to  say  that  he  would  reply. 
[Cries  of  "  When,  when  ?  "] 

Sib  H.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN, 
who  was  received  with  Ministerial  in- 
terruptions and  cries  of  **  Divide,  divide,"- 
said :  Mr.  Deputy -Speaker,  I  venture 
to  make  an  appeal  to  the  Prime  Minister 
as  the  Leader  of  the  House.  [Minis- 
TEBIAL  cries  of  **  No,  no ! "  and  "  Order, 
order!"]  I  think  the  Leader  of  the 
House  must  see  that  it  will  be  impossible 
for  this  debate  to  proceed  unless  he, 
in  the  first  place,  makes  a  statement 
[Loud  Ministebial  cries  of  "  No,  no  *• 
and  Opposition  cries  of  "  Order,  order," 
and  "  Name,  name  "]  on  a  subject 

The  secretary  op  STATE  fob 
INDIA  (Mr.  Bbodbiok,  Surrey,  Guild- 
ford) :    Appeal  to  your  own  side. 

The  chancellor  op  the  EX- 
CHEQUER  (Mr.  Austen  Chambbblain, 
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Worcestershire,  E.) :  Yes,  keep  them 
in  order.  [Renewed  Ministerial  cheers 
and  Nationalist  cries  of  "  Suspend  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer"  and  "Send 
for  the  police."] 

Mr.  deputy-speaker  :  The  right 
hon.  Grentleman  has  risen  with  a  view 
of  appealing  to  the  Prime  Minister  and 
to*  the  House.  [Ministerial  cries  of 
"  No."] 

The  prime  MHpSTBR  and  FIRST 
LORD  OF  the  treasury  (Mr .  A.  J. 
Balfour,  Manchester,  E.) :  That  is  not 
in  order.  [Ministerial  cheers  and  Op- 
position  cries   of   "  Order."] 

Mr.  deputy  -  speaker  :  Other 
hon.  Members  have  risen  to  make  an 
appeal,  and  I  think  it  is  right  that  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  also  should 
make  an  appeal.  [Opposition  cheers.] 
He  must  feel,  as  deeply  as  I  feel,  that  ii^ 
is  desirable  that  this  scene  should  come 
to  a  conclusion.  He  may  say  some- 
thing that  may  lead  to  that  conclusion 
being  arrived  at.  [Ministerial  laughter 
and  cries  of  "  No,  no ! "] 

Sir  H.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
I  wish  to  make  an  appeal  to  the  Prime 
Minister  on  the  ground  that  the  question 
before  the  House  is  one  upon  which  no 
one  can  make  reply  except  himself.  It 
is  his  speeches  at  various  times  and  what 
he  has  said  to-day  at  Question  time  which 
are  in  question,  and  no  speech  by  the 
Colonial  Secretary  can  touch  that  point. 
Therefore  I  would  appeal  to  him,  as 
the  sole  cause  of  any  disorder  [loud  and 
prolonged  cries  of  "  Oh,  oh  ! "  *'  Name, 

name ! "  and  "  Divide  "  from  the  Min- 
isterial Benches]— — 
Mr,  Austen  Chamberlain. 


Mr.  DEPUTY-SPEAKER:  I  am 
afraid  that  last  sentence  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  spoiled  the  eftec\  of  his 
appeal. 

Sir  H.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 

Let  me  finish  the  sentence,  sir.  [Minis- 
terial cries  of  "  No  "  and  "  Withdraw."  J 
What  I  was  about  to  say  is  that  as  the 
sole  cause  of  disorder  is  the  fact  of  his 
not  speaking,  the  disorder  would  cease  if 
he  now  replied  in  debate. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  rise  to  «t 
point  of  order.  Shall  I  be  allowed  to 
reply  to  the  last  speech  of  the^right  hon> 
Gentleman  without  losing  my  subsequent 
right  to  reply  to  the  first  speech  ? 

Mr.  deputy -SPEAKER:  The 
speech  which  fell  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  in  the  nature  of  an 
appeal,  and  I  am  sure  that  the  House 
would  permit  the  Prime  Minister  to 
reserve  what  he  has  to  say  to  a  subse* 
quent  stage. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  What  I  am  now 
saying  is  merely  in  the  nature  of  a 
personal  observation  and  does  not  touch 
the  general  substance  of  the  debate^  and 
on  that  I  have  to  say  that,  in  my  opinion,. 
it  would  be  highly  improper  for  me 
immediately  to  follow  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  The  debate  which  he  has 
chosen,  by  an  unusual  but  no  doubt  a 
perfectly  justifiable  course,  to  initiate  is 
one  which  deals  no  doubt  largely  with 
myself,  and  also  deals  with  my  colleagues^ 
[Opposition  cries  of  "  No  "] — ^I  am  quite 
willing  to  take  it  that  it  deals  solely  then 
with  myself.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman 

is  not,  I  imderstand,  the  only  speaker  ia 

the   House.     I  have  never  yet  in  thd 


i 

« 
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whole  course  of  my  experience  known 
a  debate  on  the  adjournment  concluded 
in  two  speeches ;  least  of  all  a  debate 
which  deals  with  a  subject  which  arouses 
such  vehement  passion  as  the  present 
one.  It  appears  to  me  it  would  be 
absurd  to  attempt  to  anticipate  all  the 
subsequent  attacks  that  may  be  miide 
upon  me  by  replying  to  the  first  attack 
that  has  been  made  ;  and  never  in  the 
i^hole  course  of  my  Parliamentary  experi- 
ence have  I  known  the  House  refuse  to 
listen  to  a  member  of  the  Government 
dealing  with  a  subject  which  concerns 
the  head  of  the  Gk>vemment,  nor  have  I 
«ver  known  an  Opposition  who  thought 
it  their  function  to  suggest  the  order 
in  which  the  Front  Bench  opposite  to 
them  ought  to  deliver^their  speeches.  I 
am  bound  to  say  the  precedent  to-night, 
if  followed,  will  absolutely  ruin  the 
House  of  Commons. 

A  NATIONALIST  MEMBER  :    You 

iiave  done  that  already. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  And  as  you, 
Sir,  have  most  truly  pointed  out,  and  as 
must  be  obvious  even  to  the  right  hon. 
■Gentleman,  if  a  Secretary  of  State  is  to 
l)e  silenced  by  clamour  simply  and  solely 
'because  Gentlemen  opposite  desire  to 
Lear  somebody  else  [Opposition  cries 
of  "  Oh  "]— well,  I  will  put  it  difierently 
—desire  to  anticipate  by  an  hour  or  an 
liour  and  a  half  the  pleasure  of  hearing 
somebody  else  ["  Hear,  hear ! "],  then  I 
<lo  not  see  how  the  dignity  of  this  House 
is  to  be  preserved.  [Cries  of  "  It  has  not 
got  any  "  and  "  Move  the  closure."]  I 
should,  of  course,  take  care — I  should 
-endeavour  to  rise  at  a  time  which  would 
^ve  any  hon.  (Jentleman  opposite  the 
xight  of  replying  to  any  observations  I 


might  make  ;  but  never  yet  did  I  hear  it 
suggested  that  it  was  consistent  either 
with  the  rules  of  this  House  or  with 
common  justice  that  the  criminal  in  the 
dook — ^for  I  understand  that  is  the 
position  I  occupy — is  obliged  to  make  his 
defence  before  he  has  heard  the  whole 
accusation, 

Mb.  LYTTELTON  then  attempted  to 
continue  his  speech,  but  he  was  again 
received  with  disorderly  cries  irom  the 
Opposition,  such  as  "  Divide,"  "  Police,'* 
"  Go  to  the  Old  Bailey,"  and  laughter. 
He  was  proceeding  to  refer  to  the  cir- 
cumstances which  governed  the  calling 
together  of  the  Colonial  Conference 
amid  loud  Ministbrial  cries  of  **  Pirie," 
when 

Mb.  CHURCHILL  intervened  and 
asked  if  the  Prime  Minister  would  speak 
next. 

Mb,  J.  F.  HOPE,  who  rose  amid 
Opposition  shouts  of  "Order"  and 
pointed  to  the  benches  opposite: 
On  the  point  of  order.  Sir,  the  hon. 
Member  opposite — [Loud  Opposition 
cries  of  "  Ordc  r  "  and  Ministbbial  cries 
of  "  Pirie."] 

Mr.  DBPUTY-SPBAKBR  :  I  thought 
it  was  understood,  after  the  appeal  of 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  and  the 
reply  made  by  the  Prime  Minister,  that 
the  House  was  prepared  to  listen  ["  No  "] 
to  the  Colonial  Secretary,  the  Prime 
Minister  having  stated  that  he  would 
reply.    [Opposition  cries  of  "  No."] 

Mb.  O'MARA  (Kilkenny,  S.) :  Send 
for  the  police. 
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Mb.  LYTTELTON  again  endeavoured  j     Mr.  FLAVIN :    I  beg  to  move,  Six, 
to   address   the   House,   but    owing    to  \  that  the  Question  be  now  put. 
renewed  interruptions    the    only    words 


which  were  audible  were  "  I  intend  to 
stand  here" 


Mr.     deputy-speaker     ignored 
the   interruption. 


Sir  GEOBGE  BARTLEY  (Islington, 
N.),  amid  cries  of  "  Order,"  said  :  I  beg, 
Sir,  to  move  that  the  debate  be  now 
adjourned.  [Ministerial  cheers  and 
Opposition  cries  of  "  Oh."] 

Mr.  deputy  -  SPEAKER  and  Me. 
DILLON  rose  together :  Mr.  Dillon 
shouted  out,  "  On  a  point  of  order.  Sir," 
and  was  greeted  with  loud  Ministbrial 
cries  of  "Name,"  "Name."  The 
Nationalists  retaliated  by  crying  out 
^*PoUce,"  "Send  for  the  police,"  and 
by  cheering  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo, 
who  remained  standing,  though  unable 
to  gain  a  hearing.  Ultimately  he 
resumed  his  seat. 

Mr.  DEPUTY-SPEAKER :  The 
Motion  for  the  Adjournment  of  the 
debate  would  not  be  in  order.  The 
Motion  before  the  House  is  that  the 
House  do  now  adjourn. 

Mr.  LYTTELTON  again  rose,  but  the 
interruptions  were  renewed.  "  I  am 
endeavouring  to  tell  the  House  "  were  the 
only  words  which  could  be  heard.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  stood  at  the  Table 
of  the  House,  awaiting  a  cessation  of  the 
interruptions,  and  was  greeted  with  cries 
of  "Time,"  "Time,"  by  Mr.  Dillon 
Mr.  Kilbride  shouted  across  the  floor  of 
the  House,  "  We  cannot  hear  one 
word  you  are  saying,"  while  Mr.  Reddy 
called  out,  "  This  is  a  proclaimed 
meeting." 


Mr.  LYTTELTON  continued  standing 
at  the  Table,  but  was  unable  to  proceed 
with  his  speech. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  WALTON:  I  beg  to 
move  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  h% 
no  longer  heard. 

Mr.  LYTTELTON  refused  to  give  way^ 
to  Mr.  Joseph  Walton,  but  ihade  no  pro- 
gress with  his  speech.  There  were  con- 
tinuous cries  of  "  Go  on  "  and  "  Time,'*' 
while  Mr.  Dillon  shouted  out  several 
times,  "  Call  in  the  Irish  Constabulary,"^ 
and  another  Nationalist  Member 
demanded,  that  "  The  Horse  Guards  be 
sent  for."  The  Colonial  Secretary  was 
heard  to  say,  "  I  have  been  invited  ta 
continue,"  but  calls  for  "Long,"  and 
renewed  cries  of  "  Time, "  rendered 
inaudible  the  remainder  of  the  sentence. 
The  disorder  continued,  and  a  iew  miautea 
before  10.30, 

Mr.  DEPUTY-SPEAKER  rose  and 
said :  It  is  perfectly  obvious  that  this, 
scene  cannot  go  on.  It  has  now  lasted 
for  nearly  an  hour.  In  these  circum- 
stances it  comes,  I  take  it,  within  the 
words  of  Rule  21 — namely,  "that  in 
case  of  grave  disorder  "  the  power  rests^ 
with  the  Speaker  to  adjourn  the  House 
without  Question  put.  That  power  1 
now  exercise,  and  I  declare  that  the  House 
stands  adjourned. 


I 


Adjoamed    accordingly    at    half 
after  Ten  o'clock* 
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PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS, 


The  Lord  Chancellor  acquainted  the 
House,  That  the  Clerk  of  the  Parliaments 
had  laid  upon  the  Table  the  Certificates 
from  the  Examiners  that  the  Standing 
Orders  applicable  to  the  following  Bills 
have  been  compUed  with: — Electric 
Lighting  Provisional  Orders  (No.  8)  Th.l.]; 
^  Iramways  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  1) 
^  [h.l.];  Tramways  Orders  Confirmation 
:§  (^^o.  2)  [h.l.]  ;  Qa»  Orders  Confirmation 
^  [h.l.]. 

The  same  were  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
Table. 


STANDING   ORDERS   COMMITTEE. 

Report  from,  That  the  Standing  Orders 
not  complied  with  in  respect  of  the 
Petition  for  additional  Provision  in  the 
Wellingborough  and  District  Tramroads 
and  Electricity  Supply  Bill  fH.L.]  ought 
to  be  dispensed  with,  and  leave  given  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Bill  to  insert  the 
additional  Provision. 

Read,  and  agreed  to. 

Rhymney  and  Aber  Valleys  Gas  and 
Water  Company  Bill  [h.l.].  Presented 
(pursuant  to  leave  given  on  Tuesday 
last);  read  1%  and  referred  to  the 
Examiners. 


t^  Stockport  Corporation  Bill.  The 
i§  Chairman  of  Committees  informed  the 
^  House  that  the  opposition  to  the  Bill  was 
2  withdrawn.  The  orders  made  on  Thurs- 
day  and  Friday  last  discharged,  and  Bill 
>q   committed. 

Great  Berkhampstead  Gas  Bill;  Clay 
Cross  Railway  (Abandonment)  Bill; 
Goeport  and  Fareham  Tramways  Bill 
[h.l.]  ;  Western  Valleys  (Monmouthshire) 
Water  and  Qaa  Bill  [h.l.];  Accrington 
District  Gkts  and  Water  Board  Bill ;  Croy- 
don Gas  Bill;  Hastings  Tramways  Bill 
[h.l.]  ;  South  Lancashire  Tramways  Bill 
[h.l.]  ;  Hull,  Barnsley,  and  West  Riding 
Junction  Railway  and  Dock  Bill ;  Otley 
Improvem'^nt  BiU.  Reported,  witii 
Amendments. 


ft: 


VOL.  CXLVI.    [Fourth  Sbbibs.] 


South  Suburban  Gas  Bill ;  Nottingham 
and  Retford  Railway  Bill.  Read  3\  and 
passed. 

Stepney  Borough  Council  (Superannua- 
tion) Bill  [H.L.];  Tees  Valley  Water 
Board  Bill  [h.l.J;  Workington  Harbour 
and  Dock  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Hythe  Corporation 
Bill  [H.L.].  Read  3*,  and  passed,  and 
sent  to  the  Commons. 

South  Metropolitan  Oas  Bill.  Read  3% 
with  the  Amendment,  and  passed,  and 
returned  to  the  CommoniB. 

Leeds  and  Liverpool  Canal  Bill  [h.l.]  ; 
Metropolitan  District  Railwav  Bill  [h.l.]  ; 
Orphan  Working  School  and  Alexandra 
Orphanage  Bill  [h.l.].  Commons  Amend- 
ments considered,  and  agreed  to. 

Electric  Lighting  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  1)  Bill  (No.  86) ;  Electric  Lighting 
Provisional  Order  (No.  3)  Bill  (No.  87). 
Brought  from  the  Commons;  read  1*; 
to  be  printed;  and  referred  to  the 
Examiners. 

Pier  and  Harbour  Provisional  Orders 
(No.    1)    Bill  [h.l.];  Pier  and  Harbour 
Provisional  Orders  (No     2)  Bill  [h.l.]. 
Committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whol/ 
House  on  Thursday  next. 

Education  Board  Provisional  Orders 
Confirmation  (Liverpool,  etc.)  Bill  [h.l.]. 
House  in  Committee  (according  to  order) ; 
Bill  reported  without  Amendment; 
Standing  Committee  negatived ;  and  Bill 
to  be  read  3*  on  Thursday  next. 

Education  Board  Provisional  Order 
Confirmation  (London  No.  2)  BiU  [h.l.]. 
House  in  Committee  (according  to  order). 
An  Amendment  made.  Standing  Com- 
mittee negatived.  The  Report  of 
Amendment  to  be  received  on  Thursday 
next. 

East  Cowes  Gas  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Hastings 
Harbour  District  Railway  (Abandon- 
ment) BiU  [H.L.] ;  McConneU's  Divorce 
BiU  [h.l.].  Returned  from  the  Commons 
agreed  to. 

Tyneside  Tramways  and  Tramroads 
BiU  [h.l.].  Returned  from  the  Commons 
agreed  to,  with  Amendments. 
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Malone's  Divorce  (Validation)  Bill 
[h.l.];  Lautour'B  Divorce  Bill  [h.l.]. 
Message  from  the  Commons  for  copy  of 
the  Minutes  of  Evidence  taken  before 
this  House ;  together  with  the  pro- 
ceedings and  the  documents  deposited 
in  the  cases.  Ordered  to  be  communi- 
cated, with  a  request  that  they  may  be 
returned. 


WOOLWICH  BOROUGH  COUNCIL  BILL. 
[Second  Reading.] 

Order  of    the   day    for   the    Second 
Reading  read; 


>> 


Moved,  '*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\ 
— (Earl  Camngton.) 

On  Question,  agreed  to. 


Bill*  read  2^  accordingly,  and  com- 
mitted: the  Committee  to  be  proposed 
by  the  Committee  of  Selection. 

♦Lord  AVEBURY  :  My  Lords,  I  rise  to 
move  the  Motion  standing  in  my  name, 
viz,  ''That  it  be  an  instruction  to  the 
Conmiittee  to  which  the  Bill  may  be  re- 
ferred that  they  shall  strike  out  Clause  20." 
The  Bill  which  has  just  been  read  a  second 
time  contains  a  number  of  provisions 
which,  no  doubt,  may  very  properly 
be  considered  hereafter  in  the  usual 
manner  by  a  Committee  of  the  House. 
There  is,  however,  one  clause  which,  if 
allowed  to  pass  into  law,  would,  as  it 
seems  to  us,  work  grave  injustice  and 
form  a  dangerous  precedent.  Clause  20 
proposes  to  abolish  certain  rights  at 
present  possessed  by  docks  and  railway 
companies  in  the  Borough  of  Woolwich 
and  almost  everywhere  in  the  Kingdom. 
The  general  district  rate  is  one  imposed 
by  local  authorities  for  services  rendered 
in  respect  of  lighting,  sewers,  streets, 
recreation  grounds,  etc.,  and  in  virtue  of 
a  series  of  Public  Health  Acts  beginning 
in  1848  and  culminating  in  the  Public 
Health  Act,  1875.  In  these  Acts  a 
special  allowance  of  75  per  cent  has 
Always  been  allocated  to  railway  com- 
panies and  owners  of  land  covered  by 
water  outside  the  Metropolitan  area.  No 
doubt  the  reason  for  this  special  allowance 
was  to  alleviate  in  some  degree  the  hard- 
ship to  railway  and  dock  companies  of 
the  established  system  of  the  rating  of 


their  property.  These  companies  con- 
tribute on  a  very  onerous  basis  towards 
local  expenditure,  receiving  in  return  but 
little  benefit.  As  an  instance  I  may 
mention  the  fact  that  they  provide  their 
'  own  police,  repair  their  own  roads, 
maintain  their  own  system  of  sewage, 
light  their  own  property,  require  no 
baths  or  free  libraries,  and  last,  but  not 
least,  they  have  no  votes.  That  the 
exemption  or  allowance  is  justified 
thereiore  in  theory,  no  one  wUl,  1  think, 
be  bold  enough  to  dispute. 

I  do  not,  however,*  base  my  objection 
to  the  clause  on  this  ground — strong  as 
it  is  -  but  because  the  provisions  of  a 
Public  Act  ought  not  to  be  nullified  by 
a  Private  Bill.  For  some  reason,  into 
which  I  need  not  now  enter,  this  pro- 
vision, though  extending  to  all  the  rest 
of  the  country,  was  not  applied  to  the 
Metropolis.  Until  1899  Woolwich  did 
not  form  part  of  the  Metropolis.  In  1899, 
however.  His  Majesty's  Government  in- 
troduced a  Bill  which  brought  Woolwich 
and  some  other  districts  within  the  Metro- 
politan area.  In  doing  so,  however,  the 
Prime  Minister  pledged  himself  that  all 
the  then  existing  rights  would  be  up- 
held. This  promise,  1  need  not  say,  he 
scrupulously  fulfilled.  The  exemptions 
were  carefully  considered  by  the  House 
of  Commons  in  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  the  15th  of  May,  1899.  There 
was  a  lengthy  debate  on  an  Amendment 
which  had  for  its  object  the  abolition  of 
these  very  exemptions.  The  Prime 
Minister  and  the  Solicitor-General  both 
strongly  resisted  the  Amendment,  and  the 
Prime  Minister  said  that  he  could  not 
imagine  that  privileges  conferred  by  Act 
of  Parliament  should  be  taken  away  by 
a  stroke  of  the  pen  and  without  com- 
pensation. The  House  of  Commona, 
by  207  to  lU,  adopted  the  Prime 
Minister's  view  and  agreed  to  Section  10, 
by  which  it  is  expressly  provided  that — 

"  Any    scheme    under    this    Act  .  .  .  thtAl 
make  provision  for  protecting  the  interests  of 
owners  and  occnpiers   of    any    hereditament 
whioh  is  exempt  from  any  rate  or  liable  to  b^ .. 
assessed  thereto  at  a  less  amount  than  other 
hereditaments." 

Scarcely,  however,  had  the  Act  become 
law  when  the  Borough  of  Woolwich  en« 
deavoured  to  evade  the  law  and  defeat  the 
express  undertaking  of  the  Prime  Minister. 
The    question  was    fought  out  in   the 
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Law  Courts,  and  the  Lord  Chief  Justice 
decided  agaiust  the  local  authorities.  He 
said— 


"  We  are  all  clearljr  of  opinion  that  this  con- 
teotion  oannot  be  maintained.  .  .  .  We  think 
that  it  was  clearly  intended  that  though  Wool- 
yfkh.  and  other  outlying  places  were  to  oome 
within  the  Metropolis  generally,  yet  that 
•exemption  should  continue." 

That  the  Bill  does  propose  to  repeal 
provisions  contained  in  a  Public  Act 
indeed  is  very  fairly  admitted  by  the 
promoters  of  the  Bill.  Clause  20  pro- 
poses to  change  the  incidence  of  the 
jate — 

**  Notwithstanding  the  regulations  and  condi- 
tions contained  in  the  London  Government 
Act." 

Avowedly,  therefore,  the  local  authori- 
ties come  before  us  and  a^k  that  the 
rights  given  by  the  Public  Health  Acts, 
which  tne  Prime  Minister  promised  should 
1)8  maintained  by  the  London  Govern- 
ment Act  of  1899,  which  were  maintained 
by  that  Act,  and  which  the  Lord  Chief 
Justice  says  were  clearly  intended  to  be, 
«nd  as  a  matter  of  fact  were,  protected 
by  that  Act,  should  be  swept  away  by  a 
Private  Bill. 

My  Lords,  I  think  it  would  be  easy  to 
«how  that  therer  were  good  grounds  for 
:the  rights  conferred  on  the  companies. 
Jtforeover,   large    sums    have    been    in- 
vested on  the  faith  of  these  rights,  and 
purely  the  shareholders  are  entitled  to 
«laim    the    support   of    His    Majesty's 
Government  and  to  call  on  them  to  carry 
out    the    pledge   given    by    the   Prime 
^Minister.    It  cannot  reasonably  be  con- 
tended that  the  railway  or  dock  com- 
panies have  gained  any  benefit  whatever 
by  their  property  in   the  Borough  of 
"Woolwich  being  included  in  the  Metro- 
X>olis,  or  that  the  borough  have   been 
isaddled  with  any  extra  expense  by  the 
<shange.    I  believe  I  am  right  in  saying 
that  the  general    district   rate    at  its 
present  figure  would  bring  in  something 
like  an  additional  £1,750  per  annum  U 
levied  in  full  on  the  properties  which  at 
present  enjoy  the  three-fourths  exemption. 
1^0 w,  as  your  Lordships  are  all,  no  doubt, 
Aware,   there  have    been  proposals   for 
some  time  past  to   expropriate  all  the 
lx>ndon     dock    undertakings    for     tbe 
purpose  of  forming  a  public  trust,  and 


Council  promoted  a  Bill  with  that  object. 
The  effects  of  Clause  20  of  thi»  Bill 
would,  I  am  told,  be  a  clear  loss  of  over 
£1,000  a  year  to  the  London  and  India 
Docks  Company  alone,  and  if  the 
purchase  of  their  undertakings  is  carried 
out  while  the  Woolwich  rates  are  at 
anything  like  their  present  figure,  the 
purchasing  body  would  be  in  a  position 
to  claim  that  their  undertaking  is  worth 
£30,000  less  than  it  is  to-day.  This  would 
manifestly  be  most  unjust. 

The  present  system,  which  rests  on  a 
series  of  Public  Acts  and  the  pledge  of 
the  Prime  Minister,  is  just  and  right  in 
itself.    But  even  if  Parliament  considered 
that  there  were  sufficient  grounds  for 
depriving  the  companies  of  their  rights, 
I  submit  to  your   Lordships  that  this 
should  be  done  openlv  and  by  a  Public 
Act.    On  these  grounds  it  has  seemed  to 
those  whom  I  have  consulted  that   we 
are  justified  in  asking  your  Lordships  to 
withdraw  the  clause  from  the  cognisance 
of  the  Committee.    Bights,  given  by  a 
Public  Act  and  canfirmed  by  Parliament 
over  and  over  again,   ought  not  to  be 
over-ridden  by  a  Private  Bill.    I  submit 
to  your  Lordships  that  if  we  pass  the 
Second  Reading  of  this  clause  we  shall 
be  estabUshing  a  mischievous  precedent, 
that  we  shall  strike  a  blow  at  public 
confidence,  and   I   confidently  ask  His 
Majesty's  Government  to    support   the 
instruction  and  thus  give  effect  to  the 
pledge  of  the  Prime   Minister,   on  the 
faith  of  which  the  Metropolis  Manage- 
ment Act  of  1899  was  passed  by  ParUa- 
ment.       Moreover,    if    this    clause    is 
allowed    to     stand    it     will    infallibly 
be  urged  hereafter  as  a  precedent  in  such 
an  event,  for  instance,  as  that  of  the 
great  districts  of  East  and  West  Ham 
being    hereafter    brought    within     the 
Metropolis,    a    contingency     that     has 
already  been  seriously  suggested  in  Par 
liament  by  the  Prime  Minister.    In  thos 
boroughs  there  are  very  extensive  dock 
and  railway  systems,  and  it  would  doubt- 
less be  attempted  to  extend  the  injustice 
against  which  we  now  protest,  and  to  quote 
this  Bill  as  a  direct  precedent  in  favour 
of  doing  so.    My  Lords,  I  have  no  direct 
personal  interest  in  this  matter,  but  it 
seems    in   the    first   place    unfair    and 
unjust  to  interfere  with  an  arrangemect 
only    this    year    the    London    County   deliberately  made  by  Parliament;  and, 
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in  the  second,  most  improper  that  pro- 
visions deliberately  adopted  by  a  succes- 
sion of  Public  Acts,  and  on  the  faith  of 
which  large  sums  have  been  invested, 
should  be  upset  by  a  Private  Bill. 

Moved,  **  That  it  be  an  instruction  to 
the  Committee  to  which  the  Bill  may  be 
referred  that  they  shall  strike  out  Clause 
20  of  the  Bill."— (lori  Avebury,) 


Council  Bill, 


vm 


Thb  chairman  of  committees 
(The  Earl  of  Onslow)  :  My  Lords,  pei- 
haps  I  ought  to  say  a  word  with  regard 
to  this  Bill,  which  has  come  up  from  the 
House  of  Commons,  where  the  matter 
has  been  considered  by  a  Committee  o' 
that  House.     As  soon  as  I  saw  the  notice 
standing  on  the  Paper  in  the  name  of 
the  noble  Lord,  I  asked  that  I  might  be 
supplied  with  a  copy   of  the  evidence 
which  was  laid  before  the  Committee  of 
the  other  House.   I  only  received  that  evi- 
dence on  Saturday,  and  I  have,  therefore, 
been  unable  to  express  to  the  noble  Lord 
the  views  of  my  Department  with  regard 
to  the  Bill;  but  after  having  carefully 
looked  into  the  matter,  I  find  that,  as  the 
noble  Lord  has  informed  your  Lordships, 
this  particular  question  has  been  under  the 
consideration  of  the  High  Court,  who  took 
the  view  which  the  noble  Lord  has  already 
stated.    And  perhaps  it  would  be  as  well 
if  I  quote  to  your  Lordships  the  woids  of 
the  Lord    Chief    Justice    in   delivering 
judgment.    The  Lord  Chief  Justice  said— 

"  Hection  10,  Sub-section  1,  of  the  Act  of 
1899  provides  expressly  that  a  scheme  shall 
make  provision  for  pioteoting  the  interests  of 
owners  and  occupieis  of  any  hereditament 
which  is  exempt  from  any  rate  or  liable  to  be 
assessed  thereto  at  a  less  amount  than  other 
hereditaments.  We  think  that  it  was  clearly 
mtended  that  though  Woolwich  and  other  out- 
lying  places  were  to  come  within  the  Metropolis 
generally,  yet  that  exemption  should  continue.** 

The  object  of  the  Bill  is  to  over-ride  the 
decision  of  the  High  Court,  because,  of 
course,  nothing  short  of  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment could  do  so,  and  it  is  claimed  that 
the  Act  as  it  appears  upon  the  Statute- 
book  dors  not  in  truth  convey  the  inten- 
tion of  Parliament.  I  did  not,  under 
those  circumstances,  feel  it  my  duty  to 
take  the  usual  course  of  moving  the 
Second  Reading  of  this  Bill,  and  it  has 
been  moved  by  the  noble  Earl  opposite 
(Earl  Carrington).  The  Act  of  1899  is  a 
general  Act  afiecting  the  whole  of  the 
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Metropolis,  and  I  think  lam  right  in  saying: 
that  when  it  was  passing  through  Parha- 
ment  the  intention  of  the  Government 
was  expressed  that  all  existing  saving 
rights  ought  to  be  and  should  be  pro- 
tected, and  I  am  therefore  not  able  t^ 
concur  in  the  view  that  the  intention  of 
Parliament  has  not  been  properly  ex- 
pressed in  the  Act. 

It  is  not  in  any  way  desirable  that  it 
should  become  the  practice  of  this  Housfr 
to  move  instructions  to  Committees.    As 
a  general  rule,  it  is  much  better  that  all 
Private  Bills  should  go  to  Committees  to 
be  thrashed  out,  but  when  a  Bill  is  in- 
troduced to  say,  not  what  is  the  law,  or 
how  the  law  ought  to  be  altered,  but  what 
was  the  intention  of  Parliament  in  making, 
a  law,  then  I  venture  to  think  that  your 
Lordships  as  a  body  are  entitled  to  ex- 
press your  opinion.     I  cannot  contend 
that  tfie  moving  of  instructions  to  Com- 
mittees  is  without  precedent.    There  have 
been  two  precedents,  one  a  gcod  many 
years  ago  and  one  in  the  year  1902,  which 
dealt  with  a  Bill  promoted  by  the  Londoft 
County  Council, to  bring  tramways  over 
Westminster  Bridge.    On  both  of  those 
occasions    an    instruction    was    moved 
in  this  House,  and  on  the  last  occasion, 
although  my  predecessor  in  the   office 
which  I  now  occupy  held  the  same  view 
that  I  do,  that  it  was  inexpedient  and 
undesirable  that  instructions  should   bo 
moved  to  Committees,  your  Lordshipa 
decided  otherwise,  and  the  instructioik 
was  carried.      In  the  circumstances  of 
this  case  I  do  not  propose  to  ask  your 
Lordships  to  oppose  the  Motion  of  the 
noble  Lord,  but  I  confess  I  think  it  would 
have  been  much  better  if,  in  view  of  the 
expression  of  opinion  that  has  been  given, 
to  them,  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  had 
adopted  the  usual  course  and  withdrawn 
the  clause    rather    than    compel    your 
Lordships  to  go  to  a  division  upon  it. 


*Earl  CARRINGTON  :  My  Lords,  I 
hope  the  House  will  allow  me  to  say  a 
few  words  on  this  clause  as  I  had  the 
honour  of  moving  the  Second  Reading  of 
the  Bill.  The  noble  Lord  who  moved  the 
instruction  to  the  Committee  went  so  far 
as  to  say  that  the  provisions  of  Clause  20 
of  this  Bill  constituted  an  unjust  and  un- 
fair arrangement.  I  hope  it  is  hardly^ 
necessary  to  say  that  if  we  had  oonsideied. 
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that  there  was  an3rthiiig  unjust  or  unfair 
about  the  arrangement  we  should  be 
the  last  persons  in  the  world  to  have 
given  any  sanction  to  it ;  but  I  think  the 
case  is  really  not  a  very  difficult  or  com- 
plicated one.  The  borough  of  Woolwich 
as  it  now  exists,  consists  of  the  parish  of 
Woolwich,  the  pariah  of  Plumstead,  and 
the  parish  of  Eltham,  all  welded  into  one 
large  borough.  It  is,  I  believe,  the  second 
largest  borough  in  London.  The  parish 
of  Woolwich  was  the  only  parish  in  the 
Metropolis  which  retained  its  local  board 
till  it  was  dealt  with  by  the  London 
'Government  Act  of  1899,  and  when  the 
Government  passed  that  Act  they  in- 
tended, I  believe,  that  Woolwich  should 
be  placed  under  the  general  law  applying 
to  Metropolitan  boroughs.  The  Chairman 
^f  the  Committee,  who  had  paid  great 
attention  to  the  arguments  urged  by 
^counsel  on  both  sides,  said — 

"  We  had  to  consider  what  was  the  probable 
intention  of  Parliament  in  framing  these  clauses. 
The  intention  of  the  Government  was  to  place 
Woolwioh  under  the  general  law  applying  to 
metropolitan  boroughs.  * 

They  never  intended  that  the  London 
and  East  India  Docks  Company,  the 
South  Eastern  and  Chatham  Railway 
'Company,  and  the  Great  Eastern  Railway 
Company  should  be  exempted  from  pay- 
ing three-fourths  of  the  rates  of  the 
p  Irish  of  Woolwioh.  The  intention  was 
that  they  should  pay  the  whole  of 
the  rates  payable,  as  they  do  in  the 
parishes  of  Eltham  and  Plumsteid. 

I  do  not  think  that  the  promoters 
of  this  Bill  have  any  reason  to  complain 
jSLt  all  of  the  attitude  taken  by  the  noble 
Earl  the  Chairmin  of  Committees  in 
your  Lordships'  House.  He  was  quite 
frark  on  the  subject,  and  said  he  would 
not  oppose  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
Bill.  It  should  be  remembered  that  this 
Bill  has  been  approved  by  the  Police  and 
Sanitary  Committee  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons and  by  the  Hou^e  of  Commons 
itself,  and  that  the  Local  Government 
Board  and  the  Trcis  iry  have  carefully 
'Considered  Clause  20,  which  is  as  follows — 

"  From  and  altsr  the  thirtieth  day  of  Septem- 
ber next,  after  the  passing  of  this  Act,  all  Kinds 
of  property  within  the  parish  of  Woolwich,  for 
the  time  being  by  law  assessable  to  the  general 
rate  to  which  Sub*section  (1)  (b)  of  Section  211 
of  the  Public  Health  Act,  1875,  applies,  shall  bo 
assessed  on  the  full  net  annual  value  of  such 
property  notwithstanding  the  exceptions  regu- 


lations, and  conditions  contained  in  that  section 
and  the  provisions  of  the  London  Goyemment 
Act,  1899,  or  any  scheme  or  order  made  there- 
under. Provided  always  that  nothing  in  ihu 
section  shall  prejudice  or  affect  any  exemption 
from  any  rate  or  any  right  or  liability  to  bo 
assessed  to  any  rate  at  a  less  amount  than  other 
hereditaments  under  or  by  virtue  of  the  Metro- 
polis Management  Act,  1855,  or  any  other  enact- 
ment applying  to  London." 

and  are  satisfied  that  the  change  pro- 
posed to  be  effected  is  necessary  and 
desirable.  In  thesa  circumstances  I  do 
most  respectfully  submit  that  we  have 
a  very  strong  case.  We  have  been  told 
that  this  is  an  attempt  to  altar  a  Public 
A^t  by  a  Private  Bill.  No  doubt  that 
would  be  a  very  improper  thing  to  do, 
but  I  submit  that  this  public  law,  as  it  is 
called,  never  did  apply  to  London  at  all. 
Before  the  passing  of  the  Act  of  1899, 
Woolwich  was  not  a  part  of  London  for 
local  government  purpojes.  It  became 
an  integral  part  of  the  Metropolis  when 
that  great  Act  was  passed,  and  all 
country  Acts  relating  to  Woolwich  were 
supposed  to  have  been  repealed  and  the 
London  Acts  applied.  The  pres<>nt  state 
of  affairs,  which  Clause  20  proposes  to 
remedy,  arose  really  through  a  mistake 
in  the  drafting,  and  advantage — I  wiU 
not  say  unfair  advantage — has  been  taken 
of  the  mistake  that  was  made. 

I  am  empowered  to  say  that  the 
borough  of  Woolwich  does  not  object  in 
any  way  to  proper  opposition  to  this  Bill ; 
they  do  not  object  to  opposition  from 
any  of  the  companies.  They  wish  for 
fair  play,  and  are  quite  ready  to  acc3pt 
the  result.  But  they  do  object  to  this 
side  wind  being  brought  in  to  prevent  an 
inquiry  which  I  respectfully  submit  ought 
to  be  made  before  the  proper  tribunal, 
namely,  a  Committee  of  your  Lordships' 
House.  I  have  nothing  more  to  say.  I 
leave  the  case  of  the  borough  of  Wool^^  ich 
with  the  greatest  confidenc3  in  the  ha  ids 
of  your  Lordships.  I  would  only  repeat, 
in  conclusion,  that  both  tha  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  and  the  Treasury  have  care- 
fully considered  the  clause  and  are 
satisfied  that  the  change  propose!  is 
necessary  and  desirable.  Surely,  in  those 
circumstances,  it  is  a  little  hard  that  the 
clause  should  be  disposed  of  by  an 
instruction  to  the  Committee,  thus 
depriving  the  Committee  of  the 
oppcrtunity  of  giving    the    matter  the 
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consideration  it  deserves.  The  com- 
panies concerned,  whose  interest  Lord 
Avebury  seeks  to  protect,  would  still 
have  every  opportunity  of  opposing  the 
Bill  before  the  Committee,  who  may 
safely  be  left  to  safeguard  any  rights  they 
may  have.  I  hope  your  Lordships  will 
not  accept  the  instruction  moved  by 
Lord  Avebury,  but  will  allow  the  Bill  to 
go  to  a  Committee  and  proceed  in  the 
ordinary  course. 

Lord  JAMES  of  HEREFORD:  My 
Lords,  I  should  like  to  say  a  word  or  two 
on  the  second  point  raised  by  the  nobis 
Earl  who  has  just  sat  down.  I  will  not 
touch  on  the  merits  of  the  Bill.  What  I 
object  to,  on  principle,  is  that  by  the 
provisions  of  this  Bill— a  Private  Bill — it 
is  sought  to  repeal  a  Public  Act.  I  can 
assure  your  Lordships  that  by  Section  10 
of  the  Act  of  1899  any  scheme  under  that 
Act  must  make  provision  for  protecting 
the  interests  of  owners  and  occupiers  of 
any  hereditaments  exempt  from  any  rate 
or  liable  to  be  assessed  thereto  at  a  less 
amount  than  other  hereditaments.  That 
provision,  so  far  as  it  affects  Woolwich, 
is  sought  to  be  repealed  by  this  Private 
BiU.  I  hope  this  House  will  not  agree  to 
that.  Some  years  ago  in  the  House  of 
Commons  a  Private  Bill  sought  to  repeal 
a  Public  Act  of  Parliament.  I  ventured 
then  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  of 
Commons  to  the  matter,  and,  with  the 
full  sanction  of  the  Speaker,  the  House 
condemned  the  principle,  and  that  Bill, 
so  far  as  it  proposed  to  repeal  a  Public 
Act,  was  not  proceeded  with. 

I  would  remind  your  Lordships  that 
the  mode  of  procedure  in  passing  Public 
and  Private  Acts  is  entirely  different.  In 
the  case  of  Public  Act«  public  opinion  is 
brought  to  bear  on  their  procedure 
through  both  Houses  of  Parliament,  and 
they  are  discussed  on  their  merits  by 
those  who  know  what  public  opinion  is ; 
but  in  the  case  of  Private  Bills  no  such 
procedure  takes  place  except  in  a  very 
modified  form,  and  if  this  principle  is  to 
prevail  you  may  have  a  Public  Act,  the 
principle  of  which  has  been  discussed  in 
both  Houses  of  Parliament,  repealed  by 
a  Private  Bill,  at  the  consideration  of 
which  by  the  Committee  the  public  were 
totally  unrepresented.  The  promoters  of 
a  Private  Bill  and  the  opponents  might, 

Earl  Carrington. 


for  instance,  come  to  terms  as  to  a  clause,, 
and  that  clause  might  repeal  a  Public 
Act.  The  principle  is  altogether  a  bad 
one,  and  I  hope  your  Lorddkips  will  not 
sanction  it.  If  the  contention  of  the- 
noble  Earl  who  moved  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Bill  is  right,  let  them 
remedy  the  matter  by  a  Public  Act. 

There  is  another  objection — a  practical 
objection — in  referring  to  which  I  am 
certain  I  shall  receive  the  support  of  the- 
noble  and  learned  Earl  on  the  Woolsack. 
The  Judges  who  have  to  administer  the 
law  have  records  of  every  Public  Act,  but 
no  library,  except  a  few  local  libraries^ 
possesses  copies  of  Private  Acts.  Judges 
have  no  records  of  Private  Acta,  and  yet 
they  are  supposed  intuitively  to  know  that 
a  clause  of  some  Private  Act  has  repealed 
another  clause  of  a  Public  Act.  This, 
mode  of  legislating  places  those  who  have 
to  administer  the  law  in  a  false  position,, 
and  I  hope,  for  the  reasons  which  have 
been  stated,  the  Motion  moved  by  Lord 
Avebury  will  be  carried. 

Lord  TWEEDMOUTH :  My  Lords,  I 
should  like  to  offer  a  few  remarks  with 
regard  to  what  has  just  fallen  from  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  opposite.  I  think 
he  has  put  the  case  in  rather  too  strong 
a  light.  He  says  that  Clause  20  of  thia 
Bill  proposes  to  repeal  a  Public  Act.  I 
think  that  is  far  too  strong  an  expresaion 
to  use.  I  quite  admit  that  it  proposes  to 
modify  conditions  which  hold  good  under 
a  Public  Act,  but  only  in  order  to  bring 
it  in  accordance  with  the  London  Govern- 
ment Act,  1899,  which  has  been  passed 
for  the  whole  of  London.  These  condi* 
tions  which  it  is  now  proposed  to  apply 
to  the  Borough  of  Woolwich  are  condi> 
tions  which  were  applied  by  a  Public 
Act  to  the  whole  of  the  r^t  of 
London.  You  have  at  this  particular 
moment  the  Borough  of  Woolwich 
alone  in  which  these  particular  cor* 
pora tions  are  exempt  from  the  pajrment 
of  a  certain  share  of  the  rates. 

The  noble  Lord  who  moved  the  in- 
struction to  the  Committee  argued  thia 
question  rather  on  the  justice  of  the 
case.  He  said  it  was  hard  on  the  dock 
and  railway  companies  that  thev  should 
be  subject  to  these  rates  because  they 
did  not  use  the  baths  and  washhouses  or 
the  public  library,  and  derived  no  benefit 
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from  the  objects  of  the  rate ;  but  1  do 
not  think  that  is  a  good  argument.  It 
does  seem  to  me  that  whoever  holds 
property  in  a  particular  district  is  bound 
on  that  property  to  pay  for  the  benefit 
of  the  whole  district  and  for  the  services 
which  apply  to  the  whole  district. 
Therefore,  I  say  it  is  a  fair  thing  and 
common  justice  that  these  great  corpora- 
tions should  be  brought  in  to  contribute 
fairly  to  the  general  rate  of  the  Borough  of 
Woolwich .  1  had  thought  it  was  accepted 
by  all  parties  that  one  of  the  great  de- 
sideratums  was  that  in  London  the 
burden  of  the  rates  should  be  equalised. 
In  every  other  part  of  London,  as  I  have 
already  informed  your  Lordships,  the 
rates  fall  on  corporations  of  the  kind 
which  my  noble  friend  now  endeavours 
in  the  case  of  Woolwich  to  exempt,  and 
I  do  not  think  it  is  fair  that  they  should 
be  so  exempted  in  the  case  of  Woolwich. 

As  the  noble  Earl  who  moved  the 
Sacond  Reading  has  pointed  out,  the 
Bill  has  passed  through  the  House  of 
Commons,  has  been  examined  by  a  Com- 
mittee of  that  House,  and  has  received 
the  support  of  the  Treasury  and  the 
Local  Government  Board  there.  I  should 
like  to  know  what  the  view  of  the 
representative  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  in  your  Lordships'  House  is 
with  regard  to  this  Bill.  We  are  now 
asked  by  Lord  Avebury  to  pass  an 
instruction  to  the  Committee  to  which 
the  Bill  may  be  referred  to  strikeout 
Clause  20.  All  we  are  asking  is  that  this 
particular  clause  should  be  allowed  to  go 
to  a  Committee  of  your  Lordships'  House 
to  be  discussed,  in  order  that  the  whole 
merits  of  the  case  may  be  brought  be- 
fore the  Committee  and  thoroughly 
threshed  out.  I  had  always  thought 
that  there  was  nothing  this  House  was 
more  opposed  to  than  limiting  the  dis- 
cretion of  its  own  Committees.  The 
Committees  of  this  House  have  deservedly 
obtained  a  high  reputation  for  the  way 
in  which  they  deal  with  Private  Bills, 
and  I  urge  your  Lordships  not  to  depart 
from  the  ordinary  practice  in  this  case, 
but  allow  the  Bill,  without  this  instruc- 
tion, to  go  before  the  Committee  and  be 
disc.issed  and  decided  on  its  merits. 

Lord  MONKSWELL  :    My  Lords,  I 
only^  rise  to  point  out  the  view  of  Sir 


Erskine  May  in  regard  to  the  repealj[of 
Public  Acts  by  Private  Bills.  Sir  Erskine 
May  says  that  it  had  been  questioned 
whether  a  Public  Act  might  be  amended 
by  a  Private  Bill,  but  that — 

"No  rule  has  been  established  which  pre- 
cludes the  promoters  of  a  Private  Bill  from 
seeking  to  amend  a  Public  Act,*' 

though  such  a  proposal  required  proper 
supervision.  He  gives  a  good  many 
precedents,  and  states  that  in  1887  the 
Dover  Harbour  Corporation  Bill  was 
passed  through  Parliament  repealing  the 
Dover  Harbour  Public  Act  of  1861. 

The  LOBD  CHANCELLOR  (The  Eail 
of  Halsbxtry)  :  My  Lords,  I  only  wish 
to  say  that  I  entirely  associate  m3melf 
with  the  remarks  made  by  my  noble  and 
learned  friend  Lord  James.  It  may  be, 
where  some  great  case  has  been  made 
out  and  where  there  is  an  overwhelming 
necessity  for  it,  that  a  Private  Bill  may, 
as  Sir  Erskine  May  says,  be  allowed  to 
repeal  a  Public  Act ;  but  it  is  idle  to  say 
that  there  is  any  spch  overwhelming 
necessity  in  this  case.  The  Borough  of 
Woolwich  wishes  to  obtain  moie  rates, 
but  that  is  not  an  overwhelming  neces- 
sity such  as  would  justify  the  repeal  of  a 
provision  in  a  Public  Act.  I  trust,  there- 
foie»  that  your  Lordships  will  not  sanc- 
tion the  clause  in  question  going  to  the 
Committee. 

Earl  SPENCER :  My  Lords,  I  rather 
regret  being  obliged  to  say  anything  on 
this  matter,  but  I  feel  some  difficulty  in 
agreeing  to  the  course  urged  by  my  noble 
friends  behind  me.  1  am  not  going  into 
the  merits  of  the  matter  as  to  whether 
the  clause  is  a  just  one  or  not,  and  I  will 
not  even  go  into  the  question  which  Lord 
Tweedmouth  has  so  clearly  put  with 
regard  to  the  general  Act,  and  the 
bringing  of  Woolwich  into  line  with  the 
other  boroughs  in  this  matter ;  but  I  do 
confess  I  feel  strongly  that  the  view  put 
forward  by  my  noble  and  learned  friend 
Lord  James  is  the  correct  one,  that  a 
Private  Bill  should  not  be  allowed  to 
repeal  a  clause  in  a  Public  Act.  The 
Act  in  question  is  a  very  important 
general  Act,  and  I  feel  veiy  great 
difficulty  in  the  matter.  This  is  a  case 
of  a  Private  Bill  seeking  to  set  aside  a 
clause  in  a  Public  Act,  and,  without 
going  into  the  merits  of  the  case  at  all» 
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I  should  feel  great  difficulty,  if  it  came  to 
a  division,  in  following  my  noble  friends 
behind  me  and  voting  against  the  in- 
struction proposed  by  the  noble  Lord. 

There  is  another  matter  which  I  cannot 
help  referring  to  as  a  la}  man  who  does 
not  find  it  always  easy  to  interpret  Acts 
of  Parliament.  I  allude  to  the  fact  that 
in  this  clause  there  is  a  greater  sin  of 
reference  than  almost  any^  that  has  been 
committed.  I  consulted  a  very  distin- 
guished lawyer  on  the  question,  and  he 
said  he  was  ready  to  Iook  into  it,  but  the 
clause  was  so  complicated  that  even  he 
could  not  in  a  few  hours  give  a  clear 
view  upon  it.  That,  I  think,  is  a  good 
example  of  what  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  on  the  Woolsack  and  my  noble  and 
learned  friend  opposite  referred  to  la^t 
night — the  evil  of  legislating  by  reference. 
I  regret  to  have  had  to  make  this  state- 
ment, but  I  feel  that  there  is  considerable 
force  in  what  has  been  said  against  over- 
riding a  Public  Act  by  a  Private  Bill. 
If  it  is  unjust  to  exempt  Woolwich  in 
this  matter,  that  injustice  should  be 
remedied  by  a  Public  Act,  and  not  by  a 
clause  in  a  Private  BiU. 

On  Question,  Motion  agreed  to. 


PETITIONS. 


INTOXICATING  LIQUORS  (HOURS  OF 
SALE)  BILL  [H.L.]. 

Petitions  in  favour  of ;  of  inhabitants 
of  Gloucester;  Chillenden;  Liverpool 
(2) ;  Stockton-on-Tees ;  Derby ;  Glasgow ; 
Reading ;  Ley  tonstone ;  Birmingham 
(2) ;  Atherton  ;  Croydon ;  Dorset  and 
Southern  Counties  Temperance  Associa- 
tion ;  Welsh  Good  Templars,  East  Anglia 
Lodge;  Probus  Society;  Bible  Christian 
(Methodist)  Cliurch ;  Summerfield  Latter 
Day  Saints ;  London  Good  Templars ; 
Kent  Temperance  Federation ;  Durham 
Good  Templars  (2) ;  Midland  Temperance 
League ;  Scottish  Temperance  League ; 
Scotch  Good  Templars.  Read,  and 
ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 


TRADE  REPORTS  :  ANNUAL  SERIES. 

No.  3379.    United  States  (Porto  Rico) ; 
No.  3380.  Western  Pacific  (Samoa). 

Earl  Spencer, 


COMMERCIAL  No.  2  (1905)  (SUEZ  CANAL). 

Returns  of  shipping  and  tonnage, 
1902,  1903,  and  1904  (in  continuation  of 
"Commercial,  No.  4  (1904)  *'). 

AUSTRALIA  AND  NEW  ZEALAND. 

Correspondence  relating  to  merchant 
shipping  legislation  in  Australia  and 
New  Zestland. 

Presented  (by  Command),  and  ordered 
to  Ue  on  the  Table. 

LIGHT  RAILWAYS  ACT,  1896. 

Report  of  the  proceedings  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  to  the  3l8t  December,  1904,  and 
of  the  proceedings  of  the  Light  Railway 
Commissioners  to  the  same  date.  Laid 
before  the  House  (pursuant  to  Act),  and 
ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 


EDUCATION  BOARD  PROVISIONAL 
ORDER  CONFIRMATION  (LONDON 
No.  2)  BILL  [H.L.]. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order). 

[The  Earl  of  Onslow  in  the  Chaii.] 

Clauses  1  to  3  agreed  to. 

Lord  MONKSWELL  moved  the  in- 
sertion  of  a  new  clause  after  Clause  3, 
the  object  of  which  was,  he  said,  to  bring 
the  Bill  in  conformity  with  other  Bills  of 
the  same  character  which  had  been 
passed  from  time  to  time.  The  clause 
which  he  proposed  was  the  ordinary  one 
to  prevent  compensation  being  claimed 
in  respect  of  improvements  made  after  a 
Bill  for  compulsory  purchase  had  been 
introduced.  A  precisely  similar  proviso 
was  inserted  in  the  London  County 
Council  General  Purposes  Bill  of  last 
year,  and  he  was  told  that  the  clause 
was  the  ordinary  one  in  those  cases. 

Amendment  moved — 

*'  After  dause  3  to  insert  as  a  new  olauae,  the 
words  '  In  settling  any  question  of  disputed  pur- 
chase-money or  compensation  payable  under 
this  Act  by  the  Council,  the  Court  or  persons 
settling  the  same  shall  not  award  any  sum  of 
money  for  or  in  respect  of  any  improTement, 
alteration,  or  building  made  for  or  in  respect 
of  any  interest  in  the  lands  created  after  the 
18th  day  of  October,  1904,  if  in  the  opinion  of 
such  Court  or  person  the  improvement,  altera- 
tion, or  building,  or  the  creation  of  the  interest 
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in  respect  of  which  the  claim  is  made,  was  not 
reasonably  necessary,  and  was  made  or  created 
with  a  view  of  obtaining  or  increasing  compensa- 
tion under  this  Act'  " — (Lord  MorJsiwdl.) 

*Thb  lord  president  of  the 
€OUNCIL  AND  PRESIDENT  of  the 
BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  (The  Mar- 
<]ues8  of  Londonderry)  :  My  Lords, 
the  noble  Lord  has  stated  with  clearness 
the  object  of  his  Amendment.  The 
Board  of  Education  were  not  prepared 
to  introduce  a  clause  of  this  kind  them- 
selves, inasmuch  as  it  did  not  come  within 
their  sphere,  but  as  it  has  been  proposed 
by  the  London  County  Council  we  do  not 
offer  any  opposition  to  the  Amendment. 
I  understand  that  the  clause  is  intended 
to  protect  the  ratepayers,  which  is  a  very 
important  matter  at  the  present  day,  and 
to  prevent  any  land  which  is  taken 
compulsorily  being  built  upon  in  order 
i^hat  a  heavy  compensation  may  be 
obtained  when  the  Act  comes  into  force. 
On  behalf  of  His  Majesty's  Government, 
therefore,  I  accept  the  Amendment. 

On  Question,  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Remaining  clause  agreed  to.  Standing 
Committee  negatived :  the  Report  of 
Amendment  to  be  received  on  Thursday 
next. 


PUBUC  MEETINGS  (FACIUTIES)  BILL 

[H.L.]. 

[Second  Reading.] 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing read. 

Lord  BURGHCLERE  :  My  Lords,  the 
measure  which  I  venture  to  submit  for 
your  Lordships'  consideration  this  even- 
ing is,  in  my  humble  judgment,  as  simple 
as  it  is  necei^sary  and  as  necessary  as  it 
itf  sirpple.  Its  object  is  to  enable  the 
people  of  a  district,  when  there  is  no 
other  suitable  provision  in  the  neighbour- 
hood, to  hold  public  meetings  in  the  rooms 
of  public  elementary  schools  in  order 
tliat  they  may  be  able  to  hear  the  views 
of  their  candidates  for  Parliament  or  for 
the  local  bodies  of  the  district  in  which 
they  live.  I  venture  to  hope  that  I  shall 
be  able  to  show  your  Lordships  in  the 
£rBt  place  that  the  measure  is  necessary ; 
iBecondly*  that  its  principle  has  had  the 


direct  sanction  of  both  of  the  great 
Parties  in  the  State ;  and  thirdly,  that  it 
can  be  carried  into  efiect  without  damage 
to  the  educational  value  of  the  schools 
or  financial  loss  to  the  ratepayers  or  the 
school  ma*)ager8. 

In  order  to  show  your  Lordships  that 
the  measure  is  necessary  at  the  present 
moment  I  shall  have  to  trouble  you  with 
a  short  history  as  to  how  the  necessity 
came  about.  The  necessity  for  this 
measure  arose  in  consequence  of  the 
Franchise  Act  of  1884,  when,  for  the 
first  time,  agricultural  labourers  became 
the  majority  of  the  rural  electors  in 
county  constituencies.  Previous  to  that 
time  the  majority  of  the  electors  in  those 
constituencies  were  farmers,  or  other  well- 
to-do  people,  and  their  candidates  or 
Members  were  accustomed  to  take  ad- 
vantage of  the  farmers'  ordinary  or  some 
similar  occasion  in  order  to  address 
them ;  but  when  the  agricultural  labourers 
became  electors  it  was  necessary  for 
candidates  to  go  into  the  various  villages 
in  order  to  come  face  to  face  with  those 
who  were  to  have  the  power  of  returning 
them  to  Parliament;  and  when  I 
mention  to  your  Lordships  that  in  a 
large  agricultural  constituency  which  I 
had  the  honour  of  representing  for  many 
years,  though  itcomprised  eighty  villages, 
there  were  only  five  places  which  it  was 
possible  to  hire  in  which  to  address 
meetings,  I  think  it  will  be  seen  that  in 
that  constituency  at  any  rate  the  rooms 
of  the  elementary  schools  were  the  only 
places  available  for  meetings. 

A  diflBculty  arose  in  1885,  because  it 
was  found  in  some  of  the  villages  that 
while  the  managers  granted  the  use  of 
the  school  to  one  of  the  candidates  they 
objected  to  letting  it  to  the  other 
political  candidate,  or  else  put  such  con- 
ditions upon  its  use  by  him  as  to  make 
it  practically  prohibitory.  In  the  autumn 
of  1885  the  question  of  disestablishment, 
which  had  not  previously  been  very  much 
before  the  electors,  suddenly  came  to  the 
front,  and  in  a  constituency  which  I  my- 
self know  well  the  Conservative  candi- 
date went  down  to  a  certain  village, 
obtained  the  use  of  the  school,  and  made 
an  attack  on  his  opponent  with  regard 
to  his  views  on  disestablishment,  although 
that  opponent  had  never  put  disestablish- 
ment in  the  forefiont  on  his  programme. 
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Yet  when  the  Liberal  casdidate  asked 
for  the  use  of  the  schoolroom,  the  vicar 
granted  his  request  on  condition  that  in 
the  course  of  his  speech  he  did  not  men- 
tion the  word  disestablishment,  and  so 
the  unfortunate  man  had  to  go  down  to 
that  village  to  answer  an  opponent  who 
had  attacked  him  a  week  before,  and  the 
main  point  in  the  Attack  was  to  be 
barred. 

I  want  to  say  at  once  that  I  bring  no 
accusation  whatever  against  Conservative 
candidates.  On  the  contrary,  I  am  quite 
certain  that  they  are  just  as  anxious  as 
we  should  be  that  their  opponents  should 
have  fall  opportunity  of  putting  their 
views  before  the  electors.  Nor  do  I  bring 
any  sweeping  charges  against  school 
managers  generally.  I  beUeve  the  class 
to  which  I  refer  are  in  an  absolute 
minoritv,  but  at  the  same  time  in  the 
small  out-of-the-way  places  which  this 
measure  would  practically  afiect,  political 
hostility  is  often  of  a  bitter  nature,  and 
it  is  in  those  places  that  it  is  necessary 
that  agricultural  labourers,  who,  after 
all,  are  not  the  best  educated  of  the 
electors  generally,  should  have  an 
'  opportunity  of  hearing  both  sides  of  those 
gieat  political  questions  upon  which 
Parliament  has  given  them  the  right 
and  the  duty  of  voting.  And  here  I 
would  mention  a  fact,  which  I  would 
venture  with  all  humility  to  commend 
to  the  right  rev.  bench.  It  is  this,  that 
the  chaiiman  of  the  managers  is  in  many 
cases,  if  not  in  most  cases,  the  vicar  or 
the  rector  of  the  parish,  and  as  I  do  not 
believe  for  a  single  moment  that  the 
majority  of  the  clergy  take  such  a  view 
as  I  have  pointed  out  of  refusing  their 
schools  to  particular  political  candidates, 
I  think  it  is  very  hard  that  on  account 
of  a  few  political  isealots  there  should  be 
an  injustice  done  to  the  clergy  at  large. 
It  is  on  that  account  that  I  would  ask, 
with  all  submission,  for  the  support  of 
the  right  rev.  Prelates  to  my  Bill. 

There  have  been  several  Resolutions 
and  Bills  brought  in  on  this  subject. 
There  were  Resolutions  in  the  House  of 
Commons  in  1887,  in  1889,  and  in  1892.  In 
1887  and  1889  interesting  discussions  took 
place  on  the  subject,  but  no  vote  was 
taken.  But  in  1892,  on  the  eve  of  a 
general  election,  I  was  fortunate  enough 
to  persuade  the  House  of  Commons  to 

I^ytdL  Burghclere. 


unanimously  pass  a  Resolution  of  which 
this  Bill  is  the  embodiment.  More  than 
that,  with  *  the  assent  of  the  present 
Prime  Minister  a  Bill  was  brought  into- 
the  House  of  Commons  by  the  Govern* 
ment  which  was  practically  on  all  four& 
with  this  Bill.  But,  as  your  Lordships 
know,  a  general  election  shortly  after- 
wards took  place  and  the  Conservativt^ 
Government  had  not  the  opportunity  of 
placing  the  Bill  on  the  Statute-book,j  as 
no  doubt  they  very  ardently  desiied.  It 
may  be  said. that  the  succeeding  Glad- 
stonian  Government  ought  to  bave 
brought  in  a  Bill  of  their  own  on  this 
subject.  I  do  not  know  that  it  is  neces- 
sary to  remind  your  Lordships  that  dur- 
ing the  somewhat  strenuous  Government 
of  1892-5  the  House  of  Commons  was 
occupied  with  a  good  many  very  large 
and  far-reaching  measures,  and  owing  to 
the  gallantry  and  eloquence  of  the 
Opposition  of  the  day  those  measures 
took  considerable  time  to  debate.  That 
may  form  an  excuse  for  their  not  having 
dealt  with  the  matter  in  a  special  Billj; 
but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  principle  was 
embodied  in  the  Local  Government  Act, 
1894,  which  is  generally  known  as  the 
Parish  Councils  Act.  Therefore  I  claim 
that  the  Government  of  1892-^,  busy  as 
they  undoubtedly  were,  yet  embraced  the 
only  opportunity  at  their  disposal  of 
placing  this  principle  on  the  Statute- 
book. 

• 

It  may  be  said  that  in  conseqaence  of 
the  Bill  which  was  brought  in  by  the^ 
Conservative  Government  and  the  unani- 
mous Resoluti  n  of  the  House  of  Commons 
of  1892  the  necessity  for  this  measure, 
after    all    these    years,    has  practicalh 
passed  away.     It  .is,  of  course,  impossible 
for  me    or  any    private   individual    tf> 
obtain  accurate  information  with  regard 
to  what  has  taken  place  throughout  the 
whole  of  Great  Britain,  but  I  have  been 
able   to  obtain   some   information   with 
regard  to  the  home  counties,  and  though 
I  do  not  pretend  for  a  single  moment  that 
the  information  I  have  received.is  entirely 
complete,  yet  it  goes  to  show  that  in  the 
limited  area  of  the  home  codnties  during 
1904-5,  at  ^the   by-elections  that   have 
taken  place  and  at  other  elections,  there 
have  been  eighty-four  refusals  of  schooU 
when  they  have  been   applied  for,    and 
that,  I  venture  to  think,  is  «  very  laig^ 
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number.  I  would  also  mention  that  there 
are  cases  among  thoae  1  am  referring  to 
in  which  the  schools  have  been  refused  to 
both  political  candidates.  Then  there 
have  been  cases  where  the  charges  for  the 
h»e  of  the  schools  were  so  high  as  to  be 
practically  prohibitive,  and  the  managers 
of  the  schools  have  been  able  to  avoid  the 
obloquy  of  direct  refusal  of  putting  a 
prohibitory  charge  on  the  schoob. 

Then  there  are  cases,  not  at  all  uncom- 
mon, in  which  the  managers  do  not  like 
the  political  opinions  of  the  persons  who 
apply  for  the  use  of  the  schools.  I  do 
not  wish  for  a  single  moment  to 
gibbet  any  particular  place  or  any  par- 
ticular person,  and  if  I  venture  to 
give  some  instances  of  replies  that  were 
received  in  answer  to  applications  for 
schools  I  do  not  intend  to  mention 
names,  but  the  authority,  of  course,  is  at 
the  disposal  of  the  noble  Marquess  or 
anyone  else  who  desires  to  see  it  privately. 
One  of  the  refusals  was  to  this  effect.  A 
rev*  gentleman  wrote  that  the  Conserva- 
tives had  had  a  meeting  at  the  *'Bed 
Lion,"  and  he  added — 

'*  I  presume  that  is  available  for  you,  too." 

I  venture  to  think  that  advocates  of 
temperance  oa  both  sides  of  the  House 
will  agres  that  a  public-house  or  an  inn 
where  wine,  spirits,  and  beer  are  sold  is 
not  a  very  desirable  place  for  a  political 
meeting.  The  heady  wine  of  politics  is 
sufficiently  exciting  in  itself,  but  if  it  is 
leavened  by  the  beer  of  the  "  Magpie  and 
Stump"  it  may  have  disastrous  effects. 
The  vicar  of  another  place  wrote  to  this 
effect — 

'*I\ot  being  myself  a  Liberal,  but,  on  the 
contrary,  a  8  launch  Conservative,  J  cannot 
accede  to  the  request  contained  in  your  letter." 

Well,  my  Lords,  that  is  very  much  to 
the  point.  I  should  have  preferred  that 
his  answer  had  been  of  a  more  judicial 
character.  Then  there  is  a  case  which 
concerns  a  member  of  His  Majesty's 
Government,  and  the  story  I  am  going  to 
tell  is  immensely  to  his  credit.  A  meeting 
was  held  by  this  gentleman,  who  was  the 
Member  for  the  constituency,  and  shortly 
afterwards  his  Liberal  opponent  applied 
for  the  use  of  the  same  school,  but  it  was 
refused  to  him,  and  the  gentleman  to 
whom  I  refer  intervened  on  Dehalf  of  his 
Liberal  opponent,  obtained  the  use  of  the 
flchool  for  him,  and  the  meeting  was  held. 


But  what  a  condemnation  of  the  system 
that  very  fact  is  !  The  amusing  part, 
however,  is  the  result,  for  the  clergymait 
said  there  should  be  no  political  meetings 
held  in  the  school  at  all  for  the  future. 
I  think  I  have  said  enough  to  show  that 
there  is,  even  at  the  present  moment,  a 
necessity  for  this  measure. 

The  principle  of  this  Bill  has  the  direct 
sanction  of  both  political  Parties.    I  have 
referred  to  the  unanimous  reception  hy 
the  House  of  Commons  of  the  Resolutioa 
moved  in  1892,  to  the   Bill  which  waa 
brought  in  by  the  Conservative  Govern- 
ment of  that  day  at  the  instance  of  the 
Prime  Minister  embodying  that  Resolu* 
tion,  and,  finally,  to  the  Local  Government 
Act  of  1894,  which  received  the  assent  of 
your  Lordships'  House  and  the  House  of 
Commons,  endorsing  the  principle.    Th^ 
Bill  of  1892,  which,  as  I  have  said,  was 
brought  in  by  a  Conservative  Government, 
was  practically   on  all  fours  with  thi» 
measure.    It  provided  that  schoolrooma 
might  be  used  for  meetings  in  respect  to 
elections   to  Parliament    and  the  local 
bodies  free  of  charge.    I  would  emphasise 
the  words  **free  of  charge,"  because  a 
noble  Lord  who  criticised  this  measure 
pointed  out  that  there  ought  to  be  some 
charge  for  the   use  of  the  schoolrooms. 
My  answer  is   that   when    I  originally 
drafted  the  Bill  I  had  considered  putting 
in  a  limited  charge,  but  when  I  read  the 
Conservative  Bill  of  1892,  which,  as  I 
have  said,  was  sanctioned  by  the  present 
Prime  Minister,  and  found  that  it  pro- 
vided that  the  use  of  the  room  should  be 
granted  without  any  charge,  I  felt  that  it 
was  impossible  for  me  to  do  other  than 
follow  that  example. 

As  recently  as  1902,  when  a  debate  took 
place  on  this  subject  during  the  discussion 
of  the  Education  Bill,  a  Member  of  the 
other  House  moved  a  clause  by  which 
the  schoolrooms  would  be  at  the  disposal 
of  Parliamentary  candidates,  and  the 
Prime  Minister  said : — 

"  He  wa8  not  saying  that  a  [iro vision  of  the 
kind,  made  universal — " 

in  that  proposal  it  was  restricted  to 
voluntary  schools — 

*'  Could  not  be  so  safeguarded  aa  to  make  it 
a  reasonable  and  pi'oper  addition  to  the  Statute- 
book,  but  he  ventured  to  suggest  that  it 
should  be  introduced  as  a  separate  Bill  and  at 
a  time  when  the  HouHe  would  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  discussing  it. " 
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I  liave  introduced  it  as  a  separate  Bill 
this  evening,  and  I  venture  to  hope  that 
your  Lordships  will  find  time  to  discuss 
it  if  it  be  necessary  so  to  do.  When  Mr. 
Balfour  accepted  the  Resolution  of  1892 
he  said — 

"We  are  all  agreed  on  both  Bides  of  the 
House  that  it  is  in  the  highest  degree  desiiable 
tLat  these  schools,  in  districts  where  no  other 
public  place  of  aaaembly  is  obtainable,  should 
.be  open  to  every  side  of  politics." 

I  have  every  hope,  therefore,  that  His 
3faje8ty's  Government  will  accept  this 
Bill.  It  can  be  adopted  without 
interference  with  the  use  of  the  schools 
for  educational  purposes,  and  without 
loss  to  the  ratepayers  or  the  managers 
•of  the  schools.  It  is  laid  down  that  any 
expense  incurred  shall  be  borne  by  the 
person  in  whose  behalf  the  school  is 
taken,  and  he  will  also  pay  for  any 
damage  that  may  be  done.  Moreover, 
except  during  elections,  the  use  of  the 
schools  in  these  villages  is  to  be  limited 
i;o  twice  a  year.  Therefore,  I  claim  that 
the  Bill  contains  adequate  safeguards.  I 
•do  not  know  what  the  attitude  of  the 
Government  will  be,  but  I  am  sanguine 
that  they  will  accept  the  Bill.  If  they 
•do  not  I  shall  be  curious  to  know  on 
what  ground  the  noble  Marquess  will 
base  his  refusal.  If  he  opposes  it  on 
principle  he  will  be  opposing  a  principle 
which  has  been  affirmed  by  his  own 
Prime  Minister  and  by  his  own  Party  in 
both  Houses  of  Parliament.  I  venture, 
-on  my  part,  without  hesitation  to  com- 
mend the  measure  to  the  common  sense 
And  justice  of  your  Lordships'  House 
And  of  the  countrv. 

Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*." 
— (Lord  Burghclere.) 

♦The  lord  ARCHBISHOP  of  CAN- 
TERBURY :  My  Lords,  my  noble 
iriend  who  has  just  sat  down,  in  the 
<;ourse  of  his  exceedingly  interesting, 
pointed,  and  lucid  speech,  appealed 
specially  to  the  Episcopal  Bench  in  the 
hope  of  obtaining  their  support  for  the 
Bill  which  he  asks  your  Lordships  to 
read  a  second  time  to-night.  I  am  not 
empowered  to  speak  as  the  representative 
of  the  Bishops  generally  on  this  subject, 

for  we  have  not  had  an  opportunity  of 
jointly   considering   the   measure;    but, 
speaking  for  myself ,  and  simply  for  myself, 
Lord  Burghclere. 


I  wish  to  say  that  I  believe  the  principle 
of  the  Bill  to  be  sound,  and  one  which 
your  Lordships  ought  to  accept.  The  noble 
Lord,  in  speaking  of  rural  schools,  presum- 
ably had  in  his  mind  the  schools  which 
are  now  described  as  "non-provided," 
and  formerly  as  "  voluntary,"  but  he  did 
not  touch  at  all  on  the  question  of  the 
ownership  of  the  buildings  in  which  the 
school  work  is  carried  on.  It  was, 
perhaps,  not  necessary  for  his  argument 
that  he  should  do  so ;  but  I  would 
remind  your  Lordships  that,  while  the 
buildings  are  largely  used  for  public 
purposes  —  and  those  purposes  are 
largely  dependent  upon  public  funds 
— the  buildings  still  remain  private 
property,  and  that  fact  has  to  be 
borne  in  mind  when  considering  the 
difficulties  with  which  this  subject  is 
surrounded.  But,  in  whomsoever  the 
actual  ownership  of  the  schools  is  vested, 
I  maintain  that  they  ought,  in  fairness,  to 
be  available  for  such  purposes  as  this 
Bill  describes,  under  careful  restrictions 
against  possible  misuse  and  with  definite 
limitations:  the  condition  being  care- 
fully observed  that  they  ought  not  to  be 
so  used  except  in  places  where  no  other 
suitable  building  is  available.  Holding 
that  principle  to  be  sound,  I  am  prepared 
to  vote  with  the  noble  Lord  in  favour  of 
the  Second  Reading  of  this  Bill. 

But  I  desire  to  point  out  that  the  Bill 
will  require  a  great  deal  of  consideration  in 
regard  to  its  details  before  it  can,  without 
harm,  become  an  Act  of  Parliament.  It 
gives  so  great  an  extension  of  the  right 
which  now  exists  on  the  part  of  the 
public  to  the  use  of  school  buildings  for 
other  than  educational  purposes,  that 
difficulties  of  no  inconsiderable  kind 
might,  to  the  detriment  of  education, 
arise  in  some  villages.  I  believe,  that 
those  difficulties  ought  to  be  faced  and 
can  be  overcome.  The  noble  Lord  stated 
that  except  during  elections  the  use  of 
the  schools  in  these  villages  was  to  be 
limited  to  twice  a  year,  but  the  Bill 
provides  that  after  reasonable  notice 
given  by  any  Member  of  Parliament, 
county  councillor;  or  member  of  any 
public  body  elected  by  the  ratepayers  of 
the  area  in  which  such  district  is  situated, 
or  any  Parliamentary  candidate,  or 
candidate  for  the  county  council  or  other 
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elective  body  lor  such  area  or  district, 
the  schoolhouse  may  be  iised  in  pur- 
suance of  thecandidature  of  such  person  on 
two  occasions  during  the  year,  which  is 
a  very  different  matter.  There  might  be 
a  very  large  number  of  individuals  in  the 
course  of  the  twelve  months  who  might 
wish  to  take  advantage  of  this  Bill. 

I  am  all  in  favour  of  facilitating  the 
ventilation  of  public  questions  on  all 
sides,  both  in  town  and  country.  I 
believe  that  by  carrying  out  that  principle 
alone  can  we  expect  to  advance  the 
popular  intelligence  on  public  questions ; 
and,  holding  that  opinion  most  strongly, 
I  am  prepared  to  go  as  far  as  possible 
to  meet  the  necessities  of  the  case.  The 
noble  Lord  who  moved  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Bill  spoke  of  the  measure 
as  being  as  simple  as  it  was  necessary. 
Necessary  it  may  be,  but  simple  in 
working,  I  venture  to  think,  it  certainly 
is  not  as  at  present  drafted  ;  and  I 
believe  a  great  many  of  the  provisions 
will  require  much  careful  consideration 
before  they  can  be  satisfactorily  placed 
on  the  Statute-book.  I  do  not  think 
that  the  safeguards  which  the  Bill 
provides  against  the  harassing  use  of  the 
buildings  are  sufficient.  The  noble  Lord 
quoted  letters  which  had  been  received 
from  the  chairmen  of  boards  of  managers, 
before,  I  think,  the  passing  of  the  recent 
Education  Act. 

Lord  BURGHCLERE  :  No;  during 
the  years  1904  and  1905. 

♦The  lord  ARCHBISHOP  of  CAN- 
TERBURY :  The  letters  the  noble 
Lord  quoted  were  from  the  chair- 
men of  managers  respecting  the  use 
of  buildings,  and  the  writers  of  those 
letters  were  clergy  in  charge  of  parishes. 
Now  it  is  doubtless  true  that  there  are 
a  good  many  men  who  in  matters 
of  this  kind  are  not  very  far-seeing,  not 
very  widely  sympathetic,  and  possibly 
not  very  wise ;  but  this  is  not  confined 
to  one  class  of  men  or  to  one  side  of 
politics.  I  could  mention  care  after  case 
of  obstructive  action  taken  at  this  moment 
by  authorities  with  respect  to  schools 
which  provide  that  kind  of  religious  educa- 
tion which  Parliament  in  its  wisdom 
allows  to  be  given  ;  and  I  venture  to  think 
that  a  candidate  for  a  county  council 
who,  like  one  who  came  the  other  day 


under  my  own  observation,  was  a  larger 
employer  of  labour  and  dechned  to  em- 
ploy anyone  who  came  from  a  Church 
of  England  school,  would  not  be  at  all 
careful  to  avoid  difficulties  in  the  demand 
which  this  Bill  would  enable  him  to 
make  on  those  in  charge  of  the  school 
buildings.  Again,  in  the  Bill  there  is  a. 
very  invidious  distinction  drawn  between 
secular  and  religious  instruction,  for 
there  is  this  proviso — 

"  Provided  that  such  public  meeting  shall  Dot 
be  held  at  such  tiroes  or  iii  such  manner  as  to- 
interfere  with  the  hoars  set  apart  for  secular 
instruction." 

I  maintain  that  religious  instruction  is  an 
inherent  part  of  instruction  as  a  whole,, 
and  must  be  placed  in  no  such  secondary 
or  insignificant  position  as  would  be- 
implied  by  the  proviso  as  it  stands^ 
Very  emphatically  shall  I — if  the 
Bill  goes  forward  as  I  hope  it 
will  —  vote  against  the  retention 
of  any  such  distinction.  The  noble  Lord 
gave  us  no  explanation  of  that  very 
remarkable  and  somewhat  prominent 
distinction,  and  I  should  be  curious 
to  know  on  what  ground  it  is  made  part 
of  the  Bill. 

I  am  merely  pointing  out  difficulties  of 
detail  and  not  in  the  least  opposing  tho^ 
principle  of  the  Bill.  But  the  difficulties 
are  not  imaginary.  For  example,  there  ia 
a  provision  in  the  third  clause  that  if  any 
question  arises  under  the  Act  as  to 
what  is  reasonably  suitable  or  convenient 
it  may  be  determined  by  the  Board  of 
Education.  I  daresay  the  Board  of 
Education  is  as  good  an  authority  to- 
refer  educational  questions  to  as  could 
be  found,  but  I  should  feel  a  little  sorry 
for  the  Board  of  Education  in  London 
if  it  had  to  decide  such  local  problems  as 
whether  or  *not  -there  was  any  building 
in  a  parish  suitable  for  the  purposes  of  a- 
particular  meeting.  That  i?  not  necee- 
sarily  an  educational  question  at  all. 
For  example,  suppose  there  is  in  the 
village  a  public  hall  which  can  be  hired 
for,  say,  ten  shillings.  Does  that  charge 
render  the  building  imsui table  or  un- 
available, or  inconvenient,  and  necessitate 
falling  back  upon  the  school.  Or  again,, 
is  the  existence  of  a  chapel  which  has 
hitherto  been  used  for  political  meetinga 
an  adequate  provision  of  another 
building?  Those  are  the  kind  of 
details  that  will  require  to  be  carefully 
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^considered  before  this  Bill  is  finally  passed 
into  law ;  but  as  regards  the  large  prin- 
ciple embodied  in  the  Bill,  I  believe  it 
to  be  laid  on  sound  lines,  and  I  see  no 
reason  why  such  facilities  should  not  be 
made  practicable  everywhere,  provided 
the  necessary  Umitations,  which  cannot 
be  beyond  our  wit  to  devise,  are  care- 
fully thought  out  and  worded. 

The  lord  PRESIDENT  op  thb 
-COUNCIL  AND  PRESIDENT  of  the 
BOARD  OP  EDUCATION  (The  Mir- 
<}ueBS  of  Londondebrt)  :  My  Lords, 
the  noble  Lord  has  introduced  this 
Bill  in  words  of  a  most  practical 
'Character,  and  his  speech  showed 
that  he  has  the  interests  of  the 
measure  thoroughly  at  heart.  The 
House  also  heard  from  the  most  rev. 
Primate  a  speech  of  a  broad-minded 
character  and  one  which  will  be  of  prac- 
tical use  in  considering  the  important 
•details  in  the  future  stages  of  the  Bill. 
Lord  Burghclere  has  been  a  consistent 
supporter  of  the  cause  of  affording 
facilities  for  the  holdingof  public  meetings 
in  schools.  I  am  not  going  to  follow 
him  back  to  the  year  1884  as  to  the 
facilities  afforded  to  agriculturists  for 
listening  to  political  speeches,  but  I 
<]uite  agree  with  him  that  the  extension 
of  the  franchise  has  entirely  altered 
the  system  of  addressing  electors. 

I  noted  with  interest  how  Lord  Burgh- 
clere alluded  to  the  fact  that  in  1892  he, 
^s  a  then  Member  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, was  responsible  for  a  Resolution 
which  was  passed  through  that  House 
^thout  opposition  from  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  day.  The  noble  Lord 
<lid  not  exaggerate  in  the  slightest 
degree  the  manner  in  which  that  Reso- 
lution was  received  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, but  when  he  went  on  to  say  that 
the  Bill  introduced  afterwards  by  Sir 
William  Hart  Dyke  was  on  all  fours 
with  the  Resolution  for  which  he  was 
responsible  I  am  afraid  I  must  differ 
from  him  on  one  point.  The  Bill  of  Sir 
William  Hart  Dyke  was  based  on  the 
.speech  he  made  when  he  accepted  but 
criticised  the  Resolution  of  Lord  Burgh- 
«clere.  In  that  speech  Sir  William  Hart 
Dyke  pointed  out  that  there  must  be 
certain  safeguards,  and  in  the  Bill  which 
-he  introduced  all  those  safeguards  were 
provided  to  which  Sir  William  alluded 

The  Lord  Archbishop  of  Canterbury. 


in  his  speech  on  the  Resolution.  More- 
over, the  Bill  of  Sir  William  Hart  Dyke 
did  not  interfere  with  schools  which  were 
under  private  ownership.  It  is  there 
that  the  difference  comes  in  between  the 
Bill  of  1892  and  the  Bill  which  Lord 
Burghclere  is  now  asking  your  Lordships 
to  pass.  In  the  speech  in  which  Sir 
William  Hart  Dyke  criticised  the  Reso- 
lution of  the  noble  Lord  he  laid  great 
stress  on  the  fact  that  those  who  were 
responsible  for  the  school  must  have 
security  for  damage  done  to  the 
premises.  I  think  that  last  objection 
has  been  met  sufficiently  by  the  noble 
Lord  in  the  Bill  now  before  your  Lord- 
ships, and  therefore  on  that  question  I 
will  say  no  more. 

I  recall  to  my  -mind  that  when 
the  noble  Lord  introduced  an  Amend- 
ment into  your  Lordships'  House  on 
this  subject  during  the  -passage  of  the 
Education  Bill  of  1902  I  was  privileged, 
under  the  direction  of  the  noble  Duke 
who  was  responsible  for  the  measure,  to 
reply  to  that  Amendment.  Lord  Burgh- 
clere said  with  great  truth  'that  that 
Amendment  was  not  altogether  on  all 
fours  with  the  Amendment  which  was 
moved  in  the  House  of  Commons.  Mr. 
Trevelyan  in  the  House  of  Commons 
proposed  that  the  obligation  to  give 
these  facilities  should  apply  only  to 
voluntary  schools,  but  Lord  Burghclere 
differed  from  that  in  his  Amendment 
and  his  proposal  embraced  all  schools.  I 
remember  pointing  out  at  the  time 
that  even  though  the  noble  Lord  felt  so 
strongly  that  these  facilities  should  be 
given,  the  Government  could  not  accept 
that  proposal  as  an  Amendment  to  a  Bill 
which  was  already  overloaded,  and 
following  the  example  of  the  Prime 
Minister,  I  said  that  if  Lord  Burghclere 
felt  so  strongly  on  the  matter  he  might 
introduce  a  Bill  in  your  Lordships'  House. 
Therefore  I  would  be  the  last  person  to 
complain  of  the  introduction  of  this  Bill. 
But  it  does  not  follow  because  the  Prime 
Minister  in  the  House  of  Commons  and 
myself  in  your  Lordships'  House  suggested 
that  a  separate  Bill  was  the  proper  way 
of  dealing  with  this  subject,  that  we 
agree  with  the  whole  of  the  provisions 
now  before  us. 

The  noble  Lord  in  this  Bill  lays  stress 
on  the  fact  that  where  there  is  no  other 
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suitable  building  the  school  should  be 
available  lor  meetings  of  all  sorts  and 
kinds.  He  alluded  to  the  Parish  Councils 
Act  which  gave  facilities  for  the  use  of 
these  schools,  but  solely  for  parochial 
or  district  council  matters.  This  Bill 
goes  a  great  deal  further.  The  noble 
Lord  also  laid  stress  on  the  fact  that  a 
certain  number  of  those  who  were  capable 
of  granting  facilities  for  meetings  had 
objected  to  schools  being  used  for  political 
purposes.  He  referr^  to  the  home 
counties,  but  evidently  the  home  counties 
are  different  from  that  part  of  the  country 
in  which  I  live.  There  we  have  always 
given  the  greatest  facilities,  and  1  have 
myself  lent  a  hall  for  the  purpose  of 
political  meetings  at  which  I  have  been 
very  much  abused.  Great  consideration 
must  be  shown  towards  the  owners  of 
schools,  who  perhaps  do  not  share  the 
opinions  of  those  desiring  to  hold  meetings. 
Everyone  has  a  right  to  his  own  views, 
-and  it  might  be  objectionable  to  some 
that  a  school  of  their  own  should  be  used 
by  a  political  opponent  for  the  purpose 
of  abusing  them. 

Undoubtedly  the  noble  Lord  has  a 
stronger  case  now  than  before  1902,  be- 
cause the  ratepayers  now  subscribe  to  the 
maintenance  of  the  schools,  which  before 
«  D joyed  no  assistance  from  the  rates.  On 
this  ground  the  claim  of  the  ratepayers, 
therefore,  cannot  be  ignored.  They  have 
a  right  which  they  did  not  possess  in 
years  past  to  the  use  of  the  schools. 
But  it  must  be  remembered  that  many 
of  the  schools  are  the  private  property 
of  individual  owners,  and  although  they 
now  receive  rate  aid  the  requirements 
of  the  local  authority  are  so  heavy  that 
the  advantage  they  derive  from  receiving 
Tate  aid  places  them  on  no  better  f  oting 
than  in  1902.  These  are  matters  which 
^should  be  very  carefully  considered 
l)efore  we  decide  on  giving  virtually 
free  access  to  the  schools  by  Act  of 
Parliament.  I  endorse  what  has  been 
said  by  the  most  rev.  Primate  as  to 
the  lack  of  any  provision  in  the  Bill  to 
prevent  interference  with  rehgious  in- 
struction, and  I  consider  it  a  most  im- 
portant omission.  The  most  rev.  Pri- 
mate has  declared  himself  in  favour  of 
the  principle  of  the  Bill,  and  on  behalf 
of  His  Majesty's  Government  I  have  to 
43ay  that  we  of^ei  no  opposition  to  the 


Second  Reading.  At  the  same  time 
I  think  your  Lordships  will  realise  that 
there  are  many  of  the  details  of  the  Bill 
which  will  require  most  careful  con- 
sideration. I  therefore  suggest  that  the 
Bill  should  be  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. 

Earl  SPENCER :  My  Lords,  I  did 
not  catch  the  last  words  of  the  noble 
Marquess,  but  noble  Lords  beside  me 
tell  me  that  he  proposes  that  this  Bill 
should  be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee » 
I  think  it  is  a  very  unusual  course  for 
a  short  and  simple  Bill  like  this  to  be 
referred  to  such  a  Committee.  1  admit 
that  there  may  be  clauses  in  the  Bill 
which  require  alteration,  but  it  seems 
to  me  almost  unparalled  to  refer  so  simple 
a  Bill  as  this  to  a  Select  Committee.  I 
therefore  hope  His  Majesty's  Government 
will  not  insist  on  that  course.  The  noble 
Lord  in  charge  of  the  Bill  will  be  ready 
to  consider  any  proposals  made  to  check 
injustice  and  to  meet  the  criticisms  of  the 
most  rev.  Primate.  In  the  circum- 
stances  I  can  only  suppose  that  the  object 
of  referring  the  Bill  to  a  Select  Committee 
is  to  endanger  its  passing  by  causing  delay. 

*The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess 
of  Lansdowne)  :  My  Lords,  I  greatly 
regret  that  the  noble  Earl  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  cannot  accept  the 
considerate  proposition  made  by  the 
noble  Marquess  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Education  to  refer  the  Bill 
to  a  Select  Committee.  The  noble 
Marquess  told  your  Lordships  that  His 
Majesty's  Government  were  favourable 
to  the  principle  of  the  Bill.  The  principle 
of  the  Bill  is  no  doubt  a  simple  matter 
enough,  but  when  you  come  to  consider 
the  proposed  application  of  that  principle 
you  at  once  find  yourself  face  to  face 
with  a  number  of  points  of  detail  of 
very  great  difficulty.  I  am  sure  those 
of  your  Lordships  who  listened  to  the 
speech  of  the  most  rev.  Primate  must 
have  felt  that  the  matter  was  by  no 
means  so  simple  as  the  noble  Earl  sup- 
poses. The  principle  of  the  Bill,  I  take 
it,  is  this,  that  it  is  desirable  that  Parlia- 
mentary candidates  and  others  should 
be  given  an  opportunity  of  making 
use  of  these  schoolrooms  in  connection 
with  their  candidature  when  no  other 
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suitable  rooms  or  places  are  available, 
and  the  noble  mover  has  made  it  clear 
that  that  privilege  is  not  one  to  be  ex- 
ercised constantly  but  only  on  rare 
intervals.  But  when  you  come  to  the 
manner  in  which  that  simple  principle 
is  to  be  interpreted  the  matter  ceases 
to  be  so  easy,  and  I  cannot  help  thinking 
that  the  feeling  of  your  Lordships  will 
be  that  the  difficulties  in  points  of  detail 
require  the  kind  of  examination  which 
they  will  be  more  likely  to  receive  in  a 
Select  Committee  than  in  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House. 

Lord  BURGHCLERE  :  My  Lords, 
I  must  say  I  listened  to  the  earlier  parts 
of  the  speech  of  the  noble  Marquess  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Education 
with  the  greatest  gratitude,  but  the  sting 
unfortunately  came  in  the  tail.  For  my 
part  I  cannot  understand  why  His 
Majesty's  Government  require  a  Select 
Committee  on  this  Bill,  when  in  the  year 
1892  they  produced  a  Bill  of  their  own 
on  this  subject  in  eight  or  ten  days  with- 
out a  Select  Committee  at  all.  It  is  open 
to  the  noble  Marquess  and  His  Majesty's 
Government  in  Committee  to  move 
stock  and  block,  as  Amendments  to  my 
Bill,  the  very  precautions  they  themselves 
brought  forward  in  1892.  The  proposal 
to  refer  the  Bill  to  a  Select  Conmiittee  can 
only  be  explained  by  a  desire  indirectly 
to  defeat  the  Bill.  I  am  grateful  to  His 
Majesty's  Government  for  accepting  the 
principle  of  the  Bill,  which,  after  all,  is 
the  only  question  before  the  House  on 
Second  Reading,  but  the  proposed 
reference  to  a  Select  Committee  is  a 
dilatory  process  and  absolutely  un- 
necessary. I  do  not  wish  to  take  up  an 
unreasonable  attitude,  but  I  do  make 
an  urgent  appeal  to  the  noble  Marquess 
the  Leader  of  the  House,  seeing  that  the 
Government  have  accepted  the  principle 
of  the  Bill,  not  to  persist  in  the  proposal 
to  refer  it  to  a  Select  Conunittee.  I 
am  perfectly  willing  to  meet  the  most 
rev.  Primate  and  His  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment in  any  Amendments  they  may 
bring  forward  in  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House,  which  is  surely  the  proper  place 
for  questions  of  this  sort  to  be  dealt 
with.  I  hope  the  Government  will 
reconsider  their  decision  and  allow  the 
Bill  to  be  read  a  second  time  and  con- 
sidered in  the  usual  way  by  the  Standing 

The  Marquess  of  Lansdomme, 


Committee,  which  I  think  is  better  than 
apy  Select  Committee,  and  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House. 

*The  lord  ARCHBISHOP  of  CAN- 
TERBURY :  My  Lords,  it  is  only  by  the 
indulgence  of  the  House  that  I  can  say 
another  word,  but  I  should  be  sorry  to 
have  it  supposed  that  the  suggestions  I 
had  made  were  of  a  character  to  render 
necessary  the  reference  of  the  Bill  to  a 
Select  Committee.  It  may  be  that  I 
may  have  led  His  Majesty's  Government 
to  suppose  that  I,  for  one,  as  possibly 
representing  many  outside,  thought  the 
Bill  could  only  be  adequately  amended 
by  a  Select  Committee ;  whereas,  so  far 
as  I  know,  there  is  nothing  in  the  Bill 
which  may  not  be  dealt  with  satisfoctorily 
in  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House, 
and  in  the  Standing  Committee ;  and  I 
therefore  venture  to  hope  that  the  pro- 
posal to  commit  the  Bill  to  a  Select 
Committee  may  be  reconsidered. 

Lord  NEWTON :  I  must  confess  that  I 
share  in  some  measure  the  surprise  ex- 
pressed by  noble  Lords  opposite  at  the 
proposal  of  the  Government  to  refer  this 
Bill  to  a  Select  Committee.  The  principle 
of  the  Bill  is  generally  accepted  ;  all 
that  is  required  are  certain  Amendments 
in  Committee  which  I  cannot  believe  are 
of  so  complicated  a  nature  as  has  been 
represented.  Take  one,  for  instance — 
the  point  as  to  religious  instruction.  The 
clause  at  present  pro\  ides  that  the  public 
meetings  shall  not  be  held  at  such  times 
or  in  such  manner  as  to  interfere  with  the 
hours  set  apart  for  secular  instruction. 
Surely  the  point  raised  by  the  most  rev. 
Primate  could  be  met  by  the  simple  omis* 
sion  of  the  word  ''  secular."  That  is  an 
instance  of  the  kind  of  Amendment 
which  would  be  required.  I  am  afraid 
that  the  prospects  of  the  noble  Lord's 
Bill  passing  are  not  of  the  brightest  in  any 
event,  but  if  it  is  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee  it  will  have  but  a  small  chance. 
I  would  add  that  there  is  considerable 
difficulty  in  finding  Members  of  your 
Lordships'  House  to  serve  on  these  Com- 
mittees, and  that  is  an  additional  reason 
why  the  Bill  should  be  considered  in  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

♦The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  : 
My  Lords,  I  can  assure  your  Lordships 
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that  nothing  is  further  from  our  thoughts  [ 
than  to  defeat  the  Bill  either  by  dilatory 
tactics  or  vexatious  opposition.  We 
proposed  the  reference  of  the  Bill  to  a 
Select  Committee  because  we  believed 
there  would  be  a  number  of  comparatively 
minute  points  which  would  be  better  dis- 
posed of  by  such  a  Committee ;  but  in 
view  of  the  feeling  which  has  been  ex- 
pressed by  some  of  your  Lordships,  and 
particularly  in  view  of  the  appeal  made  by 
the  most  rev.  Primate,  by  whose  argu- 
ments I  was  certainly  influenced  in  favour 
of  the  Bill  going  to  a  Select  Committee, 
I  propose  not  to  press  the  Motion. 

On  Question,  Bill  read  2^,  and  committed 
to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 


CLOSING  OF  LICENSED  PREMISES 
(CBRISTMAS    DAY)    (IRELAND)    BILL. 

[Second  Reading.] 

Debate  on  the  Motion  for  the  Second 
Pleading,  resumed  (according  to  order). 

The  lord  PRESIDENT  op  the 
COUNCIL  AND  PRESIDENT  of  the 
BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  (The  Marquess 
of  Londonderry):  My  Lords,  I  have 
to  thank  the  noble  Lord  in  charge 
of  the  Bill,  Lord  Avebury,  for  the 
courtesy  he  has  shown  in  allowing 
the  Motion  for  the  Second  lioading  to 
be  further  adjourned  until  to-day,  and  I 
regret  any  inconvenience  that  may  have 
been  caused  him.  The  Bill,  as  the  noble 
Lord  informed  your  Lordships  in  moving 
the  Second  Reading,  has  passed  through 
all  its  stages  in  the  other  House  without 
opposition.  Its  object  is  to  amend  the 
law  as  to  the  hours  of  closing  of  licensed 
premises  on  Christmas  Day  in  Ireland, 
and  it  merely  makes  compulsory  what 
I  am  informed  is  practically  the  general 
custom  in  Ireland — ^namely,  the  closing 
of  public-houses  on  Christmas  Day.  In 
these  circumstances  His  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  no  objection  to  the  Second 
Reading. 

Lord  AVEBURY :  My  Lords,  I  am 
much  obliged  to  the  noble  Marquess  and 
His  Majesty's  Government  for  accepting 
the  Bill,  and  I  should  like  to  ask  whether, 
as  all  the  Amendments  suggested  by  the 
Government  were  accepted  in  the  other 
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House,  he  will  allow  me  to  move  that 
the  Standing  Committee  be  negatived. 

The  Earl  of  WEMYSS  :  My  Lords, 
I  was  imder  the  impression,  from  the 
course  taken  on  a  previous  occasion  by 
the  noble  and  learned  Earl  on  the  Wool- 
sack, and  by  His  Majesty'^  Government, 
that  the  Bill  would  be  resist-ed.  Aft, 
however,  the  Government  are  in  favour 
of  the  Second  Reading  it  is  no  use 
attempting  resistance,  but  I  beg  to  give 
notice  that  I  shall  at  a  later  stage  move 
that  Ulster  be  exempted  from  the  BilL 

♦The  lord  CHANCELLOR  of  IRE- 
LAND (Lord  Ashbourne)  :  My  Lords,  I 
think  my  noble  friend,  before  he  submits 
any  such  proposition,  should  ascertain 
whether  the  proposed  exemption  would 
be  approved  of  in  Ulster.  So  far  as  I 
know,  the  Bill  has  been  received  with 
a  great  deal  of  commendation  throughout 
Ireland.  ;.i 

The  Earl  of  WEMYSS :  Wliat,  in 
Ulster? 

♦Lord  ASHBOURNE  :  The  Bill,  as 
I  have  said,  has  received  a  great  deal  of 
commendation  in  Ireland,  and  the  leading 
clergy  in  every  part  of  the  country 
are,  I  believe,  in  favour  of  it.  The 
General  Synod  of  the  Church  of  Ireland, 
the  most  representative  body  of  Church 
feeling  in  Ireland,  attended  by  Bishops 
from  every  part  of  Ireland,  including 
Ulster,  and  by  the  leading  clergy  and 
laity  from  every  part  of  Ireland,  in- 
cluding Ulster,  passed  a  unanimous  resolu- 
tion in  favour  of  the  Bill. 

Lord  De  ROS  :  I  can  assure  your 
Lordships,  as  an  Ulster  man,  that  the 
people  in  Ulster  are  in  favour  of  the  Bill 
and  that  much  good  is  anticipated  from 
it.  I  hope,  therefore,  that  if  the  noble 
Earl  at  a  later  stage  moves  exemption 
in  the  case  of  Ulster  the  proposition 
will  not  be  entertained. 

On  Question,  Bill  read  2*,  and  com- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  Tuesday  next. 


House  Adjoumerl  at  Ciwc  minutes 
past  Six  o'clor*;,  to  Thurwlay 
next,  Eleven  o'clook. 
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HOUSE  0  F  C  0  M  M  0  N  S. 
Tuesday^  2^rd  May,  1905. 


The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  Clock. 


MR.  SPEAKER'S  ABSENCE. 

The  House  being  met,  the  Clerk  at 
the  Table  informed  the  House  of  the 
unavoidable  absence  of  Mr.  Speaker, 
owing  to    continued    indisposition. 

Whereupon  Mr.  James  William 
LowTHER,  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
Means,  proceeded  to  the  Table,  and,  after 
Prayers,  took  the  Chair  as  Deputy- 
Speaker,  pursuant  to  the  Standing 
Order. 


PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 


Clyde  Navigation  Bill  [Lords] ;  Dublin, 
Wicklow,  and  Wexford  Railway  Hill ; 
Liverpool  Corporation  Hill.  As  amended, 
considered  ;  to  be  read  the  third  time. 

Lautour's  Divorce  B»ll  [Lords]  (by 
Order).  Read  a  second  time,  and 
committed. 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  11)  Bill ;  Local  Government  Pro- 
visional Orders  (No.  15)  Bill ;  London 
Government  Scheme  (Hackney  and  Ed- 
monton Unions)  Bill ;  London  Govern- 
ment Scheme  (London  and  Middlesex) 
Bill.  Read  a  second  time,  and  com- 
mitted. 

Dublin  United  Tramways  Bill.  Re- 
ported, with  Amendments ;  Report  to 
lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 

M\lone*s  Divorce  (Validation)  Bill 
Lords],  and  Lautour's  Divorce  Bill 
Lords].  Ordered,  That  a  message  be  sent 
to  the  Lords  to  request  that  their  Lord- 
ships will  be  pleased  to  communicate 
to  this  House  Copies  of  the  Minutes  of 
Evidence  and  Proceedings,  together  with 
the  Documents  deposited  in  the  cases, 
of  Milone's  Divorce  (Validation)  Bill 
[Lords],  and  Lautour's  Divorce  Bill 
[Lords]. 


Ordered,  Tiiat  it  be  an  Instruction  to 
the  Select  Committee  on  Divorce  Bills 
that  they  do  hear  Counsel  and  examine 
Witnesses  for  Malone^s  Divorce  (Valida- 
tion) Bill  [Lords],  and  Lautour's  Divorce 
Bill  [Lords],  and  also  that  they  do  hear 
Counsel  and  examine  Witnesses  against 
the  Bills  if  the  parties  conc.rned  think 
fit  to  be  heard  by  Counsel  and  produce 
Witnesses. — (Mr,  Attorney-General.) 

RAILWAY  BILLS  (GROUP  7). 

Mr.  Bond  reported  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Group  7  of  Railway  Bills ; 
That,  for  the  convenience  of  parties,  the 
Committee  had  adjourned  till  Thursday, 
at  Twelve  of  the  clock. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

STANDING  ORDERS. 

Resolutions  reported  from  the  Select 
Committee — 

1.  "  That  in  the  case  of  the  Great 
Central  Railway  Bill  [Lords],  the  Stand- 
ing Orders  ought  to  be  dispensed  with. 
That  the  parties  be  permitted  to  pro- 
ceed with  their  BilL" 

2.  "  That,  in  the  case  of  the  Rhymnoy 
and  Aber  Valleys  Gas  and  Water  Com- 
pany's Bill  [Lords],  the  Standing 
Orders  ought  to  be  dispensed  wuth. 
That  the  parties  be  permitted  to  pro- 
ceed with  their  Bill." 

Resolutions  agreed  to. 

PRIVATE  BILLS  (GROUP  E). 

Sir  Henry  Aubrby-Flbtoher  re- 
ported from  the  Committee  on  Group 
E  of  Private  Bills ;  That,  for  the  con- 
venience of  parties,  the  Committee  had 
adjourned  till  Thursday,  at  Eleven  of 
the  clock. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 

Malone's  Divorce  (Validation)  Bill 
Lords],  and  Lau tour's  Divorce  Bill 
Lords].  That  they  communicate  Minutes 
of  Evidence  and  Proceedings  taken  u)K>n 
the  Second  Reading  of  Malone's  Divorce 
(Validation)  Bill  [Lords],  and  of  Lautour'^ 
Divorce  Bill  [Lords],  as  desired  by  this 
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House,  with  a  request  that  the  same  may 
be.  returned. 

That  they  have  agreed  to — Epping 
Gas  Bill,  without  Amendment. 

Higham  and  Hundred  of  Hoo  Water 
Bill,  with  an  Amendment. 

Loughborough  Corporation  Bill ; 
Norwich  Union  Tale  Insurance  Society 
Bill;  Great  Eastern  Railway  Bill, 
with  Amendments. 

That  they  have  passed  a  Bill,  intituled, 
"  An  Act  to  enable  the  Weaver  Naviga- 
tion Trustees  to  improve  their  lift  at 
Anderton,  and  to  raise  further  moneys; 
and  to  confer  further  powers  upon  the 
Cheshire  County  Council  with  reference 
to  such  moneys ;  and  for  other  purposes.'' 
[Weaver   Navigation   Bill   [Lords.] 

Also,  a  Bill,  intituled,  ''  An  Act  for 
rendering  valid  certain  lictters  Patent 
granted  to  Adolph  Leven  in  respect  of 
an  invention  for  Improvements  in  appli- 
ances for  protection  against  Projectiles." 
[Leven's  Patent  Bill  [Lords.] 

And,  also,  a  Bill,  intituled,  "  An  Act 
to  regulate  the  capital  of  the  Darien 
Gold  Mining  Company,  Limited;  and 
for  other  purposes."  [Darien  Gold  Min- 
ing Company  Bill  [liords.] 

Weaver  Navigation  Bill  [Lords] ; 
licven's  Patent  Bill  [Lords] ;  Darien 
Gold  Mining  Company  Bill  [Lords]. 
Read  the  first  time  ;  and  referred  to  the 
Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills. 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 


PETITIONS. 


EDUCATION    (PROVISION   OF   MEALS) 

BILL. 

Petition    from    Douglas    Water,    in 
favour  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table* 

LIQUOR  TRAFFIC  LOCAL  VETO 
(SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Petition    from    Glasgow,    in    favour ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

WOMEN'S  ENFRANCHISEMENT  BILL. 

Petition  from  Hull,  in  favour ;    to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 


COLONIAL  REPORTS  (ANNUAL). 

Copy  presented,  of  Coknial  Report, 
No.  447  (Bermuda,  Annual  Report  for 
1904)  [by  Command] ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

AUSTRALIA  AND  NEW  ZEALAND. 

Copy  presented,  of  Correspondence 
relating  to  Merchant  Shipping  Legisla- 
tion in  Australia  and  New  Zealand  [by 
Command] ;    to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

LIGHT  RAILWAYS  ACT,  1896. 

Copy  presented,  of  Report  of  the  Pro- 
ceedings of  the  Board  of  Trade  up  to  the 
31st  December,  1904,  and  of  the  Proceed- 
ings of  the  Light  Railway  Commissbners 
up  to  the  same  date  [by  Act] ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.  [No. 
169.] 

EXPERIMENTS  ON  LIV^ING  ANIMAL  5 

Return  presented,  relative  thereto 
[Address  IGth  May ;  Mr,  Cochran?] ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed, 
[No.  170.] 

SUEZ  CANAL  (COMMERCIAL,  No.  2, 

1905). 

Copy  presented,  of  Returns  of  Shipping 
and  Tonnage  passing  through  the  Suez 
Canal  1902,  1903,  and  1904  [by  Com- 
mand];  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

TRADE  REPORTS  (ANNUAL  SERIES). 

'^Copies  presented,  of  Diplomatic  and 
Consular  Reports,  Annual  Series,  Nos. 
3379  and  3380  [by  Command];  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 


QUESTIONS  AND  ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED  WITH  THE    VOTES, 


Uganda  PoUTax  Ordinance. 

Mr.  JAMES  O'KELLY  (Roscommon, 
N.) :  To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  Poll-Tax  Ordinance, 
1905,  published  in  the  Uganda  Official 
OazeUe  of  April  1st,  1905,  which  enacts 
that  a  poll-tax  of  two  rupees  per  annum 
shall  be  payable  in  the  same  manner  as 
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tke  hui  t«x  by  each  adult  male  native, 
and  that  any  person  who  has  not  the 
means  to  pay  the  two  rupees  in  cash 
shall  in  lieu  thereof  work  for  the  period 
of  one  month;  and  whether  His 
Majesty's  Government  has  sanctioned 
this  system  of  forced  labour. 

(Answered  hy  Mr.  Seotelary  Lytldton.) 
My  attention  has  been  caUed  to  the 
Ordinance  in  question,  which  has  been 
sanctioned  by  His  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. The  payment  of  any  taxes  ap- 
pears to  me  to  involve  compulsory 
labour  except  in  the  case  of  those  who 
have  savings  or  accumulated  capital 
available  to  discharge  them. 

Importation  of  Intoxicating  Liquor  into 
the  LagoB  Hinterland. 

Me.  SAMUEL  SMITH  (FUntshire)  : 
To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
importation  of  intoxicating  liquor  into 
the  Lagos  hinterland,  and  its  sale  there, 
and  particularly  in  the  city  of  Ibadan, 
has  largely  increased  of  latter  years ; 
whether  this  is  due  to  the  facilities  pro- 
vided by  the  Government  railway  for 
the  carriage  and  storage  of  spirits, 
among  such  facilities  being  a  much 
lower  freight  on  spirits  between  Lagos 
and  Ibadan  than  the  cost  of  carriage  by 
road  and  the  erection  of  special  stores 
for  spirits  at  various  places  on  the  line ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  he  is  prepared  to 
take  any  steps  to  remove  these  facilities, 
and  to  discourage  the  importation  of 
liquor,  and  particularly  of  overproof 
spirit,  into  the  Lagos  hinterland. 

{Answered  hy  Mr.  Seordary  Lyttdton.) 
As  regards  the  importation  of  liquor 
into  the  Lagos  hinterland  by  road, 
systematic  records  have  only  recently 
been  instituted  on  this  subject ;  but,  as 
regards  the  spirits  carried  by  the  rail- 
way, the  general  manager  in  his  last 
published  report  says  that  the  demand 
shows  little  or  no  upward  tendency, 
and  that  the  rail-borne  traffic  bears 
an  infinitesimal  ratio  to  the  total  im- 
ports. The  importation  of  overproof 
spirit  into  Abeokuta  and  Ibadan  is 
prohibited.  The  duty  on  spirits  im- 
ported into  Lagos  has  recently  been 
increased  to  3s.  Gd.  a  gallon,  and  it 
may  be  added  that  the  duty  wan  8d.  a 


gallon  in  1891.  The  total  imports .  of 
spirits  into  Lagos  has  considerably  de- 
creased in  the  last  two  years.  In  the 
circumstances  there  does  not  appear  to 
be  any  necessity  to  take  any  steps  in 
the  cUrection  suggested  by  the  hoii. 
Member. 

Advertisements  in  the  Colonial  OAce 
Waiting -Boom. 

Mr.  swift  MACNEILL  (Donegal,  S.) : 
To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  if  he  will  explain  why  the  walls 
of  the  waiting-room  at  the  Colonial 
Office  are  crowded  with  placards,  in- 
cluding an  advertisement  of  special 
tours  to  Jamaica,  by  Messrs.  Elder, 
Dempster,  and  Co.'s  boats,  a  time-table 
of  the  firm's  West  African  service, 
photographs  of  the  steamships  ^*  Tar- 
gerah "  and  "  Nigeria,"  belonging  to 
this  firm,  illustrations  of  their  buoys, 
two  drawings  of  the  Lagos  Office  of  the 
Bank  of  West  Africa,  a  drawing  of 
Messrs.  Elder,  Dempster,  and  Co.'s 
steamer  "  Porto  Novo,"  and  an  ad- 
vertisement almanac  of  the  African  Oil 
Mills,  Limited ;  and  will  he  say  whether 
these  advertisements  were  placed  with 
his  sanction  in  the  waiting-room  of  the 
Colonial  Office,  in  which  there  are  no 
advertisements  of  other  firms. 

{Answered  hy  Mr,  Secretary  LytUlton.) 
The  waiting-room  in  question  is  that 
used  by  visitors  having  business  to 
transact  in  connection  with  the  West 
and  East  African  Colonies  and  Pro- 
tectorates, and  it  is  for  their  convenience, 
as  travellers  to  and  from  these  countries, 
that  such  placards  are  exhibited  in  the 
waiting-rooms  of  the  Colonial  Ofl[ice. 
The  West  African  waiting-room  is  not 
exceptionally  treated,  nor  is  any  pre- 
ference shown  to  particular  firms,  and 
the  placards  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
Member  are  not  the  only  ones  in  that 
room. 

Compnlsory  Vacdnation  of  Pupil 
Teachers  in  Scotland. 

Me.  weir  (Ross  and  Cromarty): 
To  ask  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
whether  he  is  aware  that  Miss  Haines 
was  appointed  a  pupil  teacher  by  the 
Peterhead  Burgh  School  Board  in  the 
month  of  July  last,  and  commenced  her 
duties  in  the  following  September,  but 
has    recently    been    informed    that    her 
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appointment  cannot  be  confirmed  until 
it  can  bo  certified  that  she  has  been 
successfully  vaccinated ;  and  will  he 
explain  why  this  rule  has  been  imposed. 

{Ansivered  by  Mr.  Scott  Dickson,)  It  is 
the  fact  that  in  accordance  with  a 
general  rule  to  that  effect  the  Depart- 
ment have  refused  to  confirm  Miss 
Haines'  appointment  on  the  ground 
that  she  has  not  been  vaccinated.  The 
rule  was  imposed  in  the  interests  of  the 
health  of  the  children. 

Corner  in  Pig-iron  at  Middlesborough. 


Mr.  field  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick) : 
To  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  ho  is  awaro  that  the 
action  of  certain  capitalists  of  Middles- 
borough  has  resulted  in  a  corner  in  pig- 
iron,  which  is  disorganising  the  iron  and 
other  dependent  industries  throughout 
the  North  of  England  ;  and,  seeing  that, 
under  the  same  gambling  systems,  the 
late  comers  in  cotton  and  other  com- 
modities were  operated,  whether  His 
Majesty's  Government  will  consider  the 
advisability  of  promoting  legislation,  in 
conjunction  with  other  Grovemments, 
to  prevent  these  constant  upheavals  in 
trade. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  Bonar  Law.)  I  am 
aware  that  the  iron  trade  has  recently 
been  affected  by  a  rise  in  the  price  of  pig- 
iron,  attributed  to  speculative  pur- 
chases of  Cleveland  pig-iron  warrants  in 
anticipation  for  a  demand  by  the  United 
States.  I  understand,  however,  that 
this  temporary  rise  of  prices  is  now  at 
an  end.  As  regards  the  last  part  of  the 
Question,  I  am  unable  to  add  anything 
to  the  Answers  which  have  been  given 
to  similar  Questions  by  the  hon.  Member. 

Norton  (Isle  of  Wight)  Outfall  Sewer. 

Mr.  MARTIN  (Worcestershire, 
Droitv^ach) :  To  ask  the  Secretary 
to  the  Board  of  Trade  whether  he  is 
aware  that  on  October  6th,  1903,  the 
Board  of  Trade  gave  permission  to  the 
Isle  of  Wight  Rural  District  Council  to 
construct  an  outfall  sewer  upon  the 
foreshore  at  Norton,  near  Yarmouth, 
Isle  of  Wight,  in  connection  with 
the  Freshwater  and  Totland  sewerage 
scheme,  upon  condition  that  the  length 


of  pipe  from  high  water  mark  to  the 
point  of  discharge  should  bo  1,300  feet 
and  that  the  pipe  was  to  be  laid  utider 
the  surface  of  the  shore  and  sea- bed  for 
the  first  1,000  feet  and  partly  under  the 
surface  of  the  sea-bed  for  the  remaining 
300  feet ;  and  whether,  seeing  that  the 
contractor  has  laid  the  pipe  above  the 
surface  of  the  sea -bed,  what  steps  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  proposes 
to  take  to  compel  the  contractor  to  carry 
out  the  drainage  according  to  the  plan 
approved  by  his  Board,  in  view  of  the 
danger  to  tho  sanitary  condition  of 
Freshwater  and  Totland,  and  the  ob- 
struction caused  to  in-shoro  navigation. 

(Ansvfered  by  Mr.  Bonar  Law,)  The 
Board  of  Trade  on  tho  Uth  instant  called 
the  attention  of  the  rural  district  council 
to  the  facts  as  stated  in  the  Question,  and 
inquired  what  steps  the  council  propose 
to  take  in  order  to  bring  the  works  into 
conformity  with  the  plans  sanctioned 
by  the  Board.  The  Board  are  now 
awaiting  the  reply  of  the  council.  They 
are,  however,  not  aware  that  any  danger 
to  the  sanitary  condition  of  Freshwater 
and  Totland  could  arise  from  the  pipe 
as  now  laid. 

Increased  Annual  Leave  and  Annual 
Increments  for  Assistant  Olerks  (Ab- 
stractor Glass)- 

Mr.  MACVEAGH  (Down,  S.) :  To 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether 
he  will  consider  the  advisability  of  in- 
creasing the  annual  increment  and  annual 
leave  to  assistant  clerks  of  the  abstractor 
class   in   the   various   Departments. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Victor  Cavendish.) 
Heads  of  Departments  were  notified  this 
month  of  improvements  in  the  annual 
leave  and  in  the  annual  increments  which 
the  Treasury  has  decided  to  grant  to  the 
class  of  assistant  clerks. 

Medical  and  Dental  Practitioners  struck 
off  Register  for  Misconduct- 

Mr.  WEIR  :  To  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  if  he  will 
state  how  many  medical  and  dental 
practitioners  have  been  struck  off  the 
register  during  the  last  ten  years  for 
infamous  or  disgraceful  conduct ;  and 
in   how   many   instances  the   names  of 
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practitioners  have  been  restored  to  the 
register  during  the  same  period. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  Secretaty  Akers- 
Douglas.)  I  have  asked  the  General 
Medical  Council  to  furnish  me  with  this 
information,  and  when  it  is  received  I 
shall  be  happy  to  communicate  it  to  the 
hon.  Member. 


Materials  used  in  the  Manufacture  of  Beer 
—Board  of  hiland  Revenue  Cautions. 

Dr.  HUTCHINSON  (Sussex,  Rye): 
To  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
if  he  will  state  the  materials  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  beer  in  respect  of  which 
a  caution  as  to  their  use  has  been  issued, 
and  those  materials  whose  employment 
has  been  forbidden. 


(Answered  by  Mr.  Austen  Chamberlain.) 
As  regards  the  two  years  ending  April 
30th,  1905,  the  following  is  a  list  of  the 
materials  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
beer  in  respect  of  which  a  caution  as  to 
their  use  has  been  issued  by  the  Board 
of  Inland  Revenue  : — Heading  Powders, 
etc. — Minoka  juice,  Dublin  stout  heading, 
optacreme,  clarifoam,  cortex  quillaia 
pulvis.  Preservatives,  etc. — Alginol,  uni- 
versal preservative  tablets,  phylax,  sali- 
cylic acid,  kalia  meta  sulphite,  antacid 
neutralisers,  gypsum,  magnesia  sulphate. 
Hop  Substitutes,  etc. — Optanin,  Bradley's 
hop  supplement,  Estcourt's  hop  supple- 
ment. In  the  following  cases  the  use  of  the 
article  was  objected  to  by  the  Board  of 
Inland  Revenue  : — Flavouring  Essences  : 
malt,  yeast  foods,  glucose,  invert  sugar, 
etc.,  containing  arsenic.  Peptomides, 
containing  arsenic  and  copper.  Stoutine, 
Baines  combined  heading  and  beer  pre- 
servative, optacreme,  ecumin,  moussine, 
clarifoam,  heading  powders  and  liquids, 
containing  quillaia  extract.  Saccharin, 
sucramine,  and  other  compounds  con- 
taining saccharin. 


Erection  of  New  Buildings  at  GUsnevin— 

Irish  Slates. 

Mr.  field  :  To  ask  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  Commis- 
sioners of  National  Education  in  Ireland 
are  inviting  tenders  for  the  erection  of 
buildings  at  Glasn^vin,  and  that  a  supply 


of  Westmoreland  slates  is  specified ;  and, 
seeing  that  Irish  slates  of  first-class 
quality  can  be  supplied  at  a  much  lower 
cost,  whether  arrangements  will  be  made 
to  allow  of  competition  between  the 
Irish  and  English  article. 

{Answered  hy  Mr.  Walter  Long,)  The 
fact  is  as  stated  in  the  first  inquiry,  but 
the  Commissioners  inform  me  that  their 
architect  will  be  instructed  to  allow  any 
contractor,  who  so  desires,  to  submit  an 
alternative  tender  for  the  supply  of  Irish 
slates.  The  Commissioners  will  further 
consider  the  matter  when  selecting  a 
contractor    for   the   works. 

Oompensation  for  Injuries  to  Volunteer 
Officers  while  on  Duty. 

Mr.  CHARLES  H0BH0U8E  (Bristol, 
E.) :  To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  whether  a  Volunteer  officer,  injured 
in  proceeding,  in  accordance  with  bat- 
talion orders,  to  attend  a  guard  of  honour, 
is  entitled  to  compensation  for  injuries 
under  the  provisions  of  paragraph  617, 
Volunteer    Regulations. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Secretary  Arnold' 
Forster.)  As  the  Answer  depends  on  the 
nature  of  the  guard  of  honour,  and  the 
authority  by  which  the  guard  was  ordered, 
it  is  not  practicable  to  give  a  reply  with- 
out further  particulars  on  these  points. 

Insanitary  Condition  of  the  Island  of 
Lewis— Date  of  Second  Beadin;  of  the 
Congested  Districts  (Scotland)  Bill. 

Mr.^WEIR  :  To  ask  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  in  view  of  the  statements 
contained  in  the  report  of  the  medical 
officer  of  health  for  Ross  and  Cromarty 
concerning  the  insanitary  condition  of 
the  Island  of  Lewis,  and  the  inability 
of  the  authorities  to  cope  with  the  evils 
complained  of  until  the  Congested  Dis- 
tricts (Scotland)  Bill  becomes  law,  will 
he  state  whether  arrangements  will  be 
made  to  take  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
Bill  before   Whitsuntide. 


{Answered  hy  Mr.  A,  J.  Balfour.)  The 
Government  are  anxious  to  obtain  the 
Second  Reading  of  this  Bill  at  an  early 
date,  and  I  can  only  regret  an  opposition 
to  it  which  delays  its  progress. 
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QUESTIONS  IN  THE  HOUSE, 


Unanswered  Qnestions. 

Mr.  swift  MACNBILL  (Donegal,  S.) 
called  Mr.  Deputy-Speaker's  attention  to 
the  fact  that  a  ''starred*'  Question 
addressed  to  the  Colonial  Secretary, 
which  was  not  reached  on  the  previous 
day,  had  not,  according  to  custom,  been 
answered  with  the  printed  Papers.  He 
had  asked  the  Colonial  Secretary  why  the 
walls  of  the  waiting  room  at  the  Colonial 
Office  were  hung  with  advertisements  of 
Messrs.  Elder,  Dempster,  and  Co.,  and  he 
desired  to  know  how  he  could  obtain  an 
Answer. 

Mr.  DEPUTY-SPEAKER:  The  hon. 
Member  is  entitled  to  ask  the  Colonial 
Secretary  why  the  Answer  has  not  been 
circulated. 

Mr.  swift  MACNEILL  :  Thank  you, 
Sir. 

Mr.  SWIFT  MACNBILL  asked  the 
Colonial  Secretary  why  the  Answer  to  his 
Question  had  not  been  circulated.  He 
attempted  to  read  the  Question  in  full 
but  was  stopped  by  Mr.  Deputy-Speaker. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for  the 
COLONIES  (Mr.  Lyttelton,  Warwick 
and  Leamington)  said  it  was  a  pure 
oversight  that  the  Question  was  not 
answered.  Owing  to  other  events  of  a 
rather  disturbing  character  that  occurred 
ihe  previous  day,  the  matter  escaped  his 
attention,  but  he  had  sent  to  the  Colonial 
Office  for  the  Answer  and  it  would  be 
circulated  with  the  next  morning's  Votes, 

Torpedo  School  at  Sheemess. 

Mr.  JOHN  HOWARD  (Kent,  Faver- 
sham) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  whether  it  has  been  definitely 
decided  to  form  a  torpedo  school  at 
SheemesB ;  and,  if  so,  when  the  forma- 
tion of  the  school  is  to  take  place. 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr.  Pretyman,  Suffolk,  Wood- 
bridge)  :  It  has  been  decided  to  form  a 
torpedo  school  at  Sheernesi,  which  it  is 
hoped  may  be  done  very  shortly. 


I  School  of  Gnnnery— Removal  to  Chatham. 

I     Mr.  JOHN  HOWARD  :  I  beg  to  ask 

I  the  Secretary  to  the .  Admiraltv  whether 

!  the  Admiralty  has  definitely  decided  to 

remove    the    school   of    gunnery    from 

Sheemess  to  Chatham ;  and,  if  so,  when 

the  removal  is  to  take  place. 

Mr.  PRETYMAN :  This  removal  has 
been  decided  on,  but  no  definite  date 
can  yet  be  stated,  as  this  depends  upon 
how  soon  the  new  accommodation  at 
Chatham  can  be  available. 

Mr.  JOHN  HOWARD  :  When  is  it  ex- 
pected that  the  school  buildings  will  be 
finished  ? 

Mr.  pretyman  :  I  cannot  tell ;  the 
arrangements  are  not  quite  settled. 

Employment  in  Gk>veniment  Departments 
for  Ex  Soldiers. 

Sir  CARNE  RASCH  (Essex,  Chelms- 
ford) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  a  statement  of  Lord  Roberts  on 
May  15th  to  the  effect  that  only  nine 
places  had  been  found  for  retired  soldiers 
during  the  past  twelve  months  in  Govern- 
ment Departments  ;  and  what  he  pro- 
poses to  do  in  the  matter. 

.  The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  Arnolu-FoRstbr.  Belfast, 
W.)  :  My  hon.  and  gallant  friend  has 
already  drawn  my  attention  to  the  number 
of  vacancies  among  messengers  in  public 
offices,  other  than  the  War  Office,  which 
have  been  filled  by  pensioners  last  year. 
He  may  rest  assured  that  I  have  not 
lost  sight  of  the  matter  and  that  I  am 
taking  steps  towards  ensuring  increased 
civil  employment  in  the  direction  sug- 
gested. 

Cost  of  Military  Prisons. 
Captain  NORTON  (Newington,  W.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  if  he  can  state  the  total  cost,  in- 
cluding buildings,  upkeep,  staff,  and 
administration,  of  military  prisons  at 
home  and  abroad,  exclusive  of  India. 

Mr.  ARNOLD- J'ORSTER  :  The  total 
cost,  as  provided  in  Estimates  1905-6, 
may  te  taken  at  about  £65,000. 
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Fortifications  of  London* 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo.  R.) :  I  beg  to 
nsk  tke  Financial  Secretary  to  the  War 
Office  how  much  has  been  expended  out 
of  the  money  provided  by  Military 
Works  Bills  on  the  fortification  of 
London. 

The  financial  SECRETARY  to 
THE  WAR  OFFICE  (Mr.  Bromuby 
DAyE^POBT,  Cheshire,  Macclesfield) :  A 
sum  of  £85,200  has  been  expended  on 
the  mobilisation  centres  around  London, 
to  which  the  hon.  Member  doubtless 
alludes,  out  of  the  loans  provided  by  the 
Military  Works  Acts. 

India— The  Recent  Earthquake— Ooorka 

Losses. 

Captain  NORTON :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  whether,  in 
view  of  the  special  terms  under  which 
Goorkas  are  enlisted  in  the  Indian  Armyi 
he  can  state  what  steps,  if  any,  the 
Government  of  India  propose  to  take 
in  order  to  compensate  them  for  the 
losses  sustained  in  the  recent  earthquake. 

Thb  secretary  of  STATE  fob 
INDIA  (Mr.  Brodbick,  Surrey,  Guild- 
ford) :  It  is  not  correct  to  say  that 
(loorkas  are  enlisted  on  special  terms  so 
far  as  any  claim  to  compensation  is  con- 
cerned, but  recommendations  for' special 
consideration  to  those  who  have  Buffered 
have  been  submitted  by  the  Commander- 
in-Chief  iu  India,  and  the  decision  of  the 
Ciovernment  of  India  will  shortly  be 
notified. 


MosQuitos  and  Yellow  Fever— Mexican 

Remedy. 

Sib  MANCHERJE  E  BHOWNAG- 
GREB  (Bethnal  Green,  N.E.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  if 
he  is  aware  that  the  efforts  of  the 
Mexican  Government  and  the  Superior 
Board  of  Health  at  Mexico  to  stamp 
out  yellow  fever  and  all  malarial  diseases 
by  exterminating  the  mosquito  by  the 
adoption  of  certain  Bcientific  methods 
have  met  with  considerable  success ;  and 
whether,  having  regard  to  the  fact  that 
malarial  fevers*  are  constantly  prevailing 
in  parts  of  India,  he  Avill  cause  inouiries 
to  be  made  in  connection  with  the  Mexico 


experiment  with  the  object  of  giving  it  a 
trial  in  India. 

Mb.  BRODRICK  :  I  have  E>een  a  pam- 
phlet on  the  subject  by  the  Superior 
Board  cf  Health  at  Mexico,  and  propose 
to  send  a  copy  of  it  to  the  Government 
of  India.  Experiments  of  a  somewhat 
similar  kind  have  for  some  time  past 
been  in  progress  in  India,  and  the  ex- 
perts conducting  them  are  doubtless 
aware  of  what  is  being  done  in  the  same 
dir^tion  in  other  parts  of  the  world. 

Congo  OomnimtioB  of  Inquiry. 

*SiR  CHARLES  DILEj;  (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest  of  Dean) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under-Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  if  he  knows  when  the  publication 
of  the  Report  of  the  Congo  Commission 
of  Inquiiy  may  be  expected,  and  the 
reasons  given  by  the  Congo  Govern- 
ment for  the  delay ;  and  whether, 
having  regard  to  the  correspondence  with 
His  Majesty's  Government  which  pre- 
ceded the  issue  of  the  Commission,  any 
steps  can  be  taken  by  His  Majesty's 
Government  to  hasten  the  publication  of 
the  Report  and  evidence,  in  order  that 
its  value  may  be  judged. 

Thk  UNDER-SECRETARY  ofSTATK 
FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Earl  Pkrcv. 
Kensington  S.) :  The  three  membera  of 
the  Congo  Inquiry  Commiasion  have,  wc 
understand,  only  just  reassembled  st 
Brussels  after  a  brief  holiday,  and  are  now 
engaged  in  preparing  their  Report.  Hi5 
Majesty's  Government  will  not  fail  to 
urge  upon  the  Congo  Government  the 
importance  of  early  publication. 

Income-Tax  Statistics. 

Mr.  McCRAE  (Edinburgh,  E.) :  I  b(^ 
to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  if 
he  can  state,  for  the  financial  years  1903, 
1904,  and  1905,  the  total  amount  of 
inc-ome-tax  discharged  by  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Income-Tax  on  fines  applied  as 
productive  capital  under  Rule  5,  of  No. 
2  Schedule  A,  s.  60,  5  and  6  Victoria,  c. 
35. 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  thb  EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr.  Austen  Chamberulik, 
Worcestershire,  E.) :  There  is  no  separate 
record  of  amounts  discharged  under  thw 
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head.  It  may,  however,  be  said  that  the 
number  of  cases  of  the  kind  in  any  one 
year  is  very  few. 

Underground  Cable  to  Glasgow. 

Sir  JOHN  LENO  (Dundee) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Postmaster-General  whether  the 
electric  cables  for  the  pipes  which  are  now 
laid  between  Carlisle  and  Glasgow  are 
likely  to  be  drawn  in,  and  the  telegraphic 
communication  completed  with  Glasgow, 
before  the  stormy  period  of  the  equinoc- 
tial gales ;  and  whether  it  is  in  contem- 
plation to  extend  the  underground  cables 
to  Dundee  and  Aberdeen. 

The  POSTMASTER-GENERAL  (Lord 
Stanley,  I^ncashire,  Westhoughton) : 
The  orders  for  the  Carlisle  to  Glasgow 
cable  were  given  at  the  earliest  possible 
moment  in  this  financial  year,  and  were 
placed  with  three  di£Ferent  makers  in 
order  to  expedite  delivery,  but  they  will 
not  be  completed  by  the  equinox.  It  is 
not  in  contemplation  to  extend  the  under- 
ground line  to  Dundee  and  Aberdeen  at 
present. 

Freight  on  Paper  to  New  Zealand. 

.  Mr.  WHITLEY  (Halifax) :  To  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade  whether 
he  is  aware  that  the  freight  for  paper  by 
the  Ncvr  Zealand  Shipping  Compiny  from 
Rotterdam  to  New  Zealand  via  Tiondon 
is  20s.  per  ton,  whilst  the  freight  for  the 
same  goods  by  the  same  line  frx)m  London 
is  405.  per  ton ;  whether  he  can  state  ;f 
this  shipping  company  receives  any  sub- 
vention for  the  carrying  of  mails ;  whether 
any  explanation  can  be  offered  of  the  fact 
that  it  costs  less  to  send  goods  from 
London  to  Rotterdam,  back  again  to 
London,  and  thence  to  New  Zealand,  than 
from  Loudon  to  New  Zealand  direct; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  difference 
represents  over  ten  per  cent,  on  the  cost 
price  of  the  cheaper  kinds  of  paper ;  and 
whether  he  has  instituted  or  will  institute 
an  inquiry  into  the  effect  of  such  dis- 
crimination on  British  trade. 

The  PARLIAMENTARY  SECRE- 
TARY TO  THE  BOARD  OF  TRADE  (Mr. 
BoNAR  Law,  Glasgow,  Blackfriars) :  (1) 
The  Board  o''  Trade  are  informed  by  the 
New  Zealand  Shipping  Company  that  the 
rate  of  freight  on  paper  from  London  to 


New  Zealand  ranges  from  28s.  9d.  to  55s, 
per  ton  according  to  quality,  and  that  the 
rate  from  Rotterdam  to  New  Zealand  is 
as  stated,  viz.,  29s.  per  ton.  (2)  The  Board 
of  Trade  understand  that  the  company 
receives  no  subvention  for  the  carrying 
of  mails,  and  the  company  regard  this  as 
placing  them  at  a  disadvantage  as  com- 
pared with  German  lines.  (3)  The 
Board  of  Trade  are  aware  that  freights 
from  the  United  Kingdom  to  Australia 
direct  are  often  higher  than  those  from 
the  United  Kingdom  via  a  Continental 
port.  The  reason  is  alleged  to  be  that 
there  is  keener  competition  in  the  latter 
case.  (4)  I  regret  that  the  result  of  this 
competition  is  that  the  rates  are  lowor 
from  the  Continent  than  from  the  United 
Kingdom,  but  I  do  not  think  that  any 
useful  purpose  would  be  served  by  such 
an  inquiry  as  is  suggested  by  the  hon. 
Member. 

New  Gk>vemment  Bmldinga  in  Parlia- 
ment Stmt* 

Mr.  COHEN  (Islington,  E.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  hon.  Member  for  Chorley,  as  re- 
presenting the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works,  whether  there  has  been  anv 
cessation  in  the  external  work  of  the 
Government  buildings  at  the  south  end 
of  Parliament  Street ;  and  when  approxi- 
mately it  is  expected  that  the  scaffolding 
will  be  removed. 

Lord  BALCARRE8  (I^ncashire,  Chor- 
ley) :  The  Answer  to  the  first  part  of  the 
Question  is  in  the  negative.  The 
scaffolding  will  probably  be  ready  for 
removal  in  about  a  year's  time. 

Untenanted  Houses  in  Qalway  City. 

Mr.  CHARLES  DEVLIN  (Galway) :  I 
beg  to  ask  Mr.  Attorney-General  for  Ire- 
land whether,  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
sections  of  town  property  in  Galway  City 
are  covered  with  ruined  houses  that  the 
landlords  will  neither  sell  nor  let,  that 
such  properties,  although  situate  in  some 
of  the  best  streets  of  Galway,  are  free 
from  municipal  taxation,  and  also  con- 
stitute a  disfigurement  of  the  city,  and  in 
view  of  the  need  for  sites  upon  which  to 
build  habitations  for  the  working  classes, 
he  will  consider  the  advisability  of 
introducing  legislation  dealing  with  the 
subject. 


1123 


Questions. 


{COMMONS} 


Questions, 


1124 


The  attorney  -  general  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Atkinson,  Londonderry, 
N.):  I  have  no  information  as  to  the 
facts  stated  in  the  Qaestion,  but,  in  any 
event,  it  is  not  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  introduce  legislation  on 
the  subject  this  session. 

Case   of  SergoAnt-Major   Murphy,    Con- 
naught  Bangers. 

Mr.  HAYDEN  (Roscommon,  S.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  Mr.  Attorney- General  for 
Ireland  is  he  aware  that  the  boy,  P.  I). 
Williams,  who  is  the  principal  witness  in 
the  charge  against  Sergeant  -  Major 
Murphy  of  the  Connaught  Rangers,  has 
been  arrested  for  desertion  from  his 
regiment  which  took  place  on  Ist 
Februaiy  last;  and,  if  bo,  can  he  state 
who  ordered  the  arrest  of  Williams, 
pending  the  hearing  of  the  charge 
against  Murphy,  who  is  the  sergeant- 
major  of  the  regiment  to  which  Williams 
belongs  ;  is  Murphy  at  present  doing 
duty  as  sergeant-major ;  and,  if  not, 
when  did  he  cease  to  act,  and  where  is 
he  at  present. 

Mr.  ATKINSON:  The  reply  to  the 
first  inquiry  is  in  the  afi&rmative.  The 
arrest  was  made  at  the  instance  of  the 
military  authorities.  I  cannot  say 
whether  Sergeant-Major  Murphy  is  at 
present  doing  duty,  but  he  is  with  his 
regiment  at  Mullingar,  whereas  the 
witness  Williams  is  retained  at  Dundalk. 

Watenrille  Steam  Laundry. 
Mr.  BOLAND  (Kerry,  S.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  it  is  proposed  to  start  a  steam 
laundry  at  Waterville ;  and  whether,  in 
view  of  the  employment  that  would  be 
thereby  given,  the  Congested  Districts 
Board  would  be  prepared  to  advance  a 
loan  towards  the  erection  of  the  necessary 
buildings  and  machinery. 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  Walter  Long,  Bristol,  S.) : 
The  Board  have  decided  that  they 
cannot  make  a  loan  for  the  purpose 
mentioned. 

Kerry  Technical  Instruction  Schemes. 
Mr.  BOLAND  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary     to    the    Lord- Lieutenant   of 


Ireland  whether  he  has  received  a  copy 
of  the  resolution,  passed  by  the  County 
Kerry  Technical  Instruction  Committee 
on  the  4th  inst.,  to  the  effect  that  it 
would  be  impossible  to  continue  to  work 
satisfactorily  technical  schemes  in  that 
county  if  arrangements  are  not  made 
between  the  Department  and  the  Con- 
gested Districts  Board  to  give  grants 
towards  the  county  schemes  in  lespect  of 
technical  schemes  in  congested  districts ; 
and  whether  he  will  take  steps  to  secure 
to  the  congested  districts  of  the  county 
the  advantages  of  the  county  technical 
instruction  schemes. 

Mr.  WALTER  LQNG :  The  resolution 
has  been  received.  I  informed  the  hon. 
Member  on  April  11th  f  that  the  Depart- 
ment's funds,  under  the  county  scheme, 
are  applicable  to  congested  districts  and 
non-congested  districts  alike,  but  that 
the  Congested  Districts  [Board  have  no 
funds  to  contribute  to  the  county 
scheme.  I  fear  I  can  add  nothing  to 
that  reply. 

Domiciliary  Visits  by  Police  at  Athenry. 

Mr.  DILLON:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  the  police,  who 
have  recently  entered  the  houses  of 
families  in  the  neighbourhood  of  Athenry, 
have  done  so  without  first  obtaining  the 
permission  of  the  owners ;  whether  the 
police  were  furnished  with  special 
warrants  or  orders  to  enter  the  houses  of 
certain  individuals,  or  whether  the  police 
patrol  exercises  a  discretion  to  ent^r  the 
house  of  any  person  they  think  fit  to 
enter ;  what  instructions  are  given  to 
police  as  to  the  action  they  are  to  take 
in  the  event  of  any  resistance  being 
offered  to  their  entrance,  and  are  they 
instructed  to  imn^ediately  leave  the  house 
if  ordered  by  the  owner  to  do  so ;  and 
were  there  any  criminal  charges  against 
the  persons  whose  houses  have  been 
entered  by  the  police. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG  :  The  police 
have  recently  entered  the  houses  of 
certain  persons  with  their  implied  per- 
mission, as  anybody  else  would  enter. 
No  express  permission  was  asked  for,  and 
no  objection  was  made  to  their  entrance 

t  See  (4)  DthaUa,  cxliv.,  1275. 
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or  presence ;  had  any  such  objection  been 
made,  they  would  have  at  once  yielded 
to  the  objection,  unless  they  had  come 
to  execute  a  warrant  or  had  legal  justifi- 
cation for  remaining.  No  special  warrants 
were  issued  nor  special  orders  given  on 
the  occasions  referred  to.  A  patrol  is 
sometimes  instructed  to  make  inquiries 
at  a  particular  house  and  to  enter  it  for 
that  purpose,  and  sometimes  it  is  left  to 
their  own  discretion  to  enter  for  such 
purpose-  The  doors  are  often  found 
open  ;  they  arc  never  forced ;  and  any 
obj  -action,  as  I  have  said,  to  the  poUce 
entering  or  remaining  in  the  house  would 
be  at  once  yielded  to.  No  criminal 
charges  were  made  against  any  of  the 
persons  whose  houses  were  entered. 

Captain  DONELAN  (Cork,  E.) :  Did 
the  police  visit  any  of  the  landlords' 
houses  on  the  occasion  ? 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG :  I  cannot  say, 
Sir ;  but  the  police  in  England  have 
often  visited  my  house. 

Mr.  DILLON  :  Is  it  proposed  to  con- 
tinue to  allow  the  police  who  patrol  this 
district  to  exercise  this  discretion  of 
entering  the  houses  of  any  peasant  during 
the  night  ? 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG:  If  I  had  reason 
to  think  that  the  police  entered  the 
houses  of  the  people  against  their  wishes 
I  would  g've  instructions  that  the  prac- 
tice should  be  discontinued ;  but  no  such 
information  has  reached  me. 

Mr.  KILBRIDE  (Kildare,  8.) :  Did  the 
police  enter  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
house  after  10.30  at  night  without  his 
permission  ? 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG :  My  permission 
has  never  been  asked,  but  the  house  has 
been  visited  late  at  night. 

Mr.  DILLON :  Do  you  leave  your  door 
open  ? 

Mr.  BLAKE  (Longford,  8.) :  I  wish  to 
know  how  the  permission  he  infers  was 
•*  implied."  Was  any  efEort  made  befoie 
opening  the  door  and  walking  in  to  know 
if  the  occupants  of  the  house  were 
willing  ? 


Mr.  WALTER  LONG :  I  am  informed 
that  the  police  constantly  visit  the 
houses  of  the  residents  in  the  district  in 
which  they  are  stationed,  and  that  they 
are  on  the  best  possible  terms  with  the 
papulation.  No  objection  was  raised  to 
these  visits  on  the  part  of  the  inhabitants. 
If,  however,  I  had  any  reason  to  believe 
that  the  police  exercised  their  powers  in 
an  improper  way  I  would  take  care  to  see 
that  regulations  were  issued  to  prevent 
it. 

Mr.  RUNCIMAN  (Dewsbury)  :  Will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say,  for  the 
information  of  English  Members,  what 
object  the  police  serve  in  invading  tha 
privacy  of  these  homes  with  or  without 
permissi  )n  ? 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG :  I  assume  that 
the  police  have  a  general  duty  in  regard 
to  the  protection  of  life  and  property  in 
their  district. 

Mr.  CLANCY  (Dublin  County.  N): 
What  was  the  purpose  for  which  the  police 
visited  the  house  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  ? 

Mr.  DEPUTY-SPEAKER:  The  hon. 
Member  must  givenotioe  of  that  Question. 


Horse  Disease  in  Oonnty  Waterford- 
Mr.  POWER  (Waterford,  E.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  tea  resolution  adopted 
at  the  last  meeting  of  the  Waterford 
County  Council,  with  reference  to  the 
spread  among  the  horses  in  the  county 
Waterford  of  the  disease  known  as  the 
South  African  disease ;  and  whether  the 
Government  will  bear  the  entire  cost  of 
horses  destroyed  by  orders  of  the 
veterinary  inspectors  in  the  county 
Waterford,  with  the  view  of  exterminating 
this  disease,  which  was  introduced  into 
Waterford  by  artillery  horses  sent  there 
on  the  conclusion  oi  the  war  in  South 
Africa. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG  :  The  resolution 
referred  to  suggests  that  a  general  order 
for  the  slaughter  of  diseased  horses 
should  be  issued,  but  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  consider  that  the  require- 
ments of  the  case  ha  ve  been  met  by  the 
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local  order  which  has  beon  issued,  and 
which  is  applicable  to  the  particular  out- 
break. A  further  local  order  wiU  be 
framed  if  necessary.  The  reply  to  the 
last  inquiry  is  in  the  negative. 

Mr.  power  :  Is  it  not  the  fact  that 
the  disease  was  introduced  into  Waterford 
by  Army  horses  ? 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG  :  I  do  not  know 
whether  that  is  the  case  or  not. 

Mr.  power  :  The  Secretary  for  War 
has  admitted  it. 

Camtall  School-Mistress'  Action. 

Mr.  REDDY  (King's  County,  Birr) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he 
is  aware  that  in  a  case  concluded  in  the 
Chancery  Division,  Dublin,  on  the  18th 
inst.,  at  the  suit  of  Miss  Rose  Sweeney, 
manual  instructress  of  the  National 
School,  Camtall,  county  Tyrone,  who 
sought  an  injunction  and  damages  against 
Mr.  William  Coote,  grand  master  of  the 
local  Orange  lodge  for  conspiring  to 
procure  her  dismissal  from  her  position 
in  the  school,  Mr.  Justice  Barton  gave 
judgment  in  favour  of  the  plaintiff,  with 
costs;  and  whether,  under  the  circum- 
Btances,  he  will  see  that  Mr.  Coote*s 
action  is  brought  under  the  notice  of  the 
Lord  Chancellor  with  a  view  to  his 
removal  from  the  commission  of  the 
peace. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG  :  The  judgment 
in  this  case  was  only  delivered  a  few 
days  ago,  and  there  has  been  no  time 
yet  to  fully  consider  it  or  ascertain 
whether  there  may  be  an  appeal. 

Mr.  DILLON:  Is  this  the  same 
gentleman  who  was  charged  with  a 
similar  offence  in  relation  to  the  same 
school  some  months  ago,  and  who  paid 
heavv  damages  in  order  to  avoid  a  public 
trial  ? 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) :  In 
the  event  of  an  appeal,  will  care  be  taken 
that  the  Crown  Solicitor  for  county 
Tyrone  and  the  Solicitor-Greneral  for 
Ireland  do  not  appear  for  a  man  who  has 
been  found  guilty  by  a  competent  Court 


of  an  attempt  to  intimidate  a  peasant 
Catholic  girl  1 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG:  I  cannot 
answer  a  Question  of  that  kind. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL :  Let  the  Irish 
Solicitor-General,  who  is  present,  answer 
for  himself. 

Mr.  DILLON :  Cannot  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  answer  my  Question  ? 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG :  I  cannot. 

Mr.  DILLON :  I  will  raise  the  matter 
on  the  Estimates. 

Mr.  MACVEAGH  (Down,  S.) :  Is  it  in- 
tended to  prosecute  this  man  on  a  charge 
of  boycotting  ? 

Mr.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  (Kilkenny) : 
Is  this  one  of  the  cases  returned  as  an 
agrarian  outrage  1 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL :  I  do  press  for 
a  reply  to  my  Question  to  the  Solicitor- 
General  for  Ireland. 

Mr.  DEPUTY-SPEAKER  :  You  had 
better  give  notice  of  it. 

Mr.  REDDY :  When  will  this  ruffian 
be  removed  from  the  commission  of  the 
peace  ? 

Mr.  deputy -speaker  :  Order, 
order ! 

Knocldane  (Sligo)  Grazing  Ranch. 
Mr.  WILLIAM  MoKILLOP  (Sligo, 
N.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether 
he  is  aware  that  the  Congested  Districts 
Board  purchased  a  grazing  ranch  at 
Knocklane,  Magherow,  county  Sligo,  and 
that  instead  of  dividing  the  ranch 
amongst  the  fishermen  and  the  occupiers 
of  non-economic  holdings  in  the  vicinity 
the  Board  has  let  it  for  grazing ;  and  will 
he  see  that  this  ranch  is  divided  up  as 
soon  as  possible. 

Mr,  WALTER  LONG:  The  Board 
have  agreed  to  purchase  these  lands,  but 
cannot  divide  them  until  they  become 
legally     vested     in     the     l^oaid.     The 
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necessary  proceedings  will  take  some 
months,  ana  in  the  meantime  the  lanJs 
have  been  let  for  grazing. 

The  Police  and  the  Member  for 
East  Galway. 

Mb.  ROCHE  (Galway,  E.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  will 
now  give  the  House  the  report  which  he 
has  received  from  the  county  inspector 
in  reference  to  the  action  of  poUce  at 
Cappatagle  on  7th  inst.  in  regard  to  the 
Member  for  the  Division. 

Mb.  WALTER  LONG :  I  can  only 
read  this  Answer,  which  has  already  been 
circulated,  by  the  permission  of  the  House.' 
I  have  received  the  following  report  from 
the  county  inspector  of  Constabulary, 
to  whom  this  Question  was  referred: — 
'*No  violence  was  used  by  the  police. 
Mr.  Roche  persisted  in  maintaining  that 
he  had  a  right  to  address  his  constituents 
and  he  was  movrd  away  from  the  crowd 
by  my  orders.  I  had  first  informed  him 
that  the  meeting  was  proclaimed  and 
that  I  had  a  copy  of  a  proclamation 
which  I  would  give  ^im<  1  gave  it  to 
him  when  he  had  been  moved  about 
twenty-five  yards  away.  He  was  not 
dragged,  nor  was  he  moved  ofi  his  feet. 
One  policeman  held  him  bv  each  arm. 
District-Inspector  Heard  did  not  order 
his  men  to  drag  Mr.  Roche  down.  I  was 
the  very  first  person  to  go  to  Mr.  Roche 
and  tell  him  he  could  not  address  the 
meeting,  and  when  he  began  to  argue 
that  he  had  arranged  two  months  before 
to  address  his  constituents  I  took  hold 
of  his  coat  and  pulled  him  off  the  stile, 
about  eighteen  inches  from  the  ground, 
on  which  he  was  standing.  Mr.  Heard, 
I  think,  also  caught  his  coat  and  said  he 
must  come  down.  No  roughness  was 
used,  when  pulled  he  stepped  off.  I  then 
told  him  he  must  move  on  and  told  the 
crowd  to  disperse.  He  was  moved  on 
as  I  have  already  mentioned.  He  was 
not  moved  fifty  yards,  not  quite  thirty 
yards.  I  heard  him  say,  '  Is  the  county 
inspector  here '  ?  I  did  not  tell  the 
police  to  let  him  go.  When  they  had 
moved  h'm  from  the  crowd  they  loosed 
theii  hold  of  his  arms.  There  were  no 
reporters  present  or  regular  represents* 
tives  of  the  Pre-^s.  Mr.  Roche  says  he 
held  on  to  the  platform.    There  was  no 


platform.  There  was  a  proclamation 
posted  on  the  wall  opposite  Mr.  Roche, 
not  twelve  feet  from  him.  Mr.  Roche 
must  have  been  well  aware  the  meeting 
was  proclaimed.  He  had  been  staying  the 
night  with  Father  Fahy,  and  I  myself 
had  told  Father  Fahy  of  the  proclamation. 
The  police  did  nothing  that  was  not 
perfectly  consistent  with  their  duty  in 
preventing  t^e  holding  of  the  mei^ting, 
and  no  violence  was  used  to  Mr.  Roche 
nor  any  rough  treatment  thiit  could  be 
construed  as  violence." 

Mountmellick  Action  for  False  Arrest. 

Mb.  del  any  (Queen's  County, 
Ossory) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Loid-Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
whether  he  is  aware  that,  in  a  case  lately 
heard  in  the  King's  Bench,  Dublin, 
before  Mr.  Justice  Kenny,  at  the  suit  of 
a  man  named  Carroll,  against  Constables 
Masterson  and  Cryan,  Royal  Irish 
Constabulary,  Mountmellick,  ror  alleged 
false  arrest,  and  imprisonment,  and 
assault,  the  jury  found  for  plaintiff  on 
all  issues,  and  assessed  damages  at  £100 ; 
and  whether  he  will  state,  as  Constable 
Masterson  has  been  suspended  from  duty, 
what  course  he  proposes  to  adopt  with 
reference  to  Constable  Cryan. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG:  Judgment 
was  only  delivered  in  this  case  a  few 
days  ago.  The  Inspector-General  has 
the  matter  under  consideration,  but  I 
have  not  yet  received  his  report. 

Irish  Agrarian  Oatra^es. 

Mr.  LONSDALE  (Armagh,  Mid.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord*Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  fact 
that,  during  the  year  1904,  a  total  of 
206  agrarian  outrages  were  reported  to 
the  Inspector-General  of  Constabulary  in 
Iieland,  including  twenty  -  eight  in- 
cendiary fires ;  eleven  killing,  cutting,  or 
maiming  cattle;  124  cases  of  intimida- 
tion;  thirteen  injury  to  property ;  twelve 
firing  into  dwellings;  and  that  in  188 
cases  offenders  were  neither  convicted  nor 
made  amenable;  can  he  explain  why 
such  a  large  proportion  of  offenders 
escaped  the  consequences  of  their  ^icts; 
and  whether  he  will  take  steps  to 
strengthen  the  powers  of  the  constabulary 
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in  discovering  the  perpetratoiH  of  these 
outrages,  and  bringing  them  to  justice. 

'  Mr.  WALTER  LONG:  My  hon. 
friend  has  conectly  stated  the  facts, 
which  are  set  out  in  the  Return  of 
Agrarian  Offences  recently  presented  to 
Parliament.  The  immunity  from  punish- 
ment of  80  many  of  the  offenders 
arises  to  some  extent  from  the  fact 
th^t  many  of  the  offences  are  com- 
mitted under  the  cover  of  darkness,  and 
that  in  cases  of  threatening  letters  and 
notices  it  is  difficult  to  prove  the  hand- 
vrriting  of  the  offender.  I  think,  however, 
that  the  chief  cause  of  this  immunity  is 
an  unfortunate  and  unwise  reluctance  on 
the  part  of  the  victims  of  intimidation  to 
come  forward  and  give  evidence  against 
the  guilty  persons.  It  is  quite  obvious 
that  constabulary  action  alone  cannot 
completely  overcome  these  difficulties, 
but  if  the  sufferers  would  only  seek  the 
protection  of  the  law,  and  if  those  mem- 
bers of  the  community  who  are  entitled 
to  share  in  the  administration  of  justice 
would  do  their  duty,  I  believe  that 
disorder  would  be  effectually  grappled 
with.  There  is  no  ground  for  any  im- 
putation against  the  constabulary. 

Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.)  :  Iii  how 
many  of  the  cases  of  alleged  intimida- 
tion did  the  people  send  the  intimidatory 
notices  to  themselves  ! 

Mr.  KILBRIDE:  Seeing  that  there 
are  188  cases  in  which  no  one  has 
been  made  amenable,  can  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  say  how  many  of  the 
offences  were  committed  by  the  police 
themselves  t 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG :  None. 

Mr.  DILLON :  Was  any  person  in- 
jured in  any  of  these  manufactured  out- 
rages ? 

Mr.  MACVEAGH  :  How  many  of  the 
rases  of  cattle-maiming  and  killing  Mere 
the  work  of  Sergeant  Sheridan  ? 

Mr.  MALCOLM  (Suffolk,  Stowmarket) : 
Does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  contem- 
plate any  further  reduction  of  the  Royal 
Irish  Constabulary. 


Charge  againat  Oonstable  Beddy,  Boyal 
Irish  Oonstabnlary. 

Mr.  DELANY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land can  he  sa>  what  was  the  result  of 
t^e  recent  investigation  held  at  Mount- 
mellick  by  order  of  the  Inspector-Genfrral 
of  Constabulary  into  the  charge  made 
against  Constable  Reddy  of  using  offen- 
sive and  insulting  expressions  towards 
respectable  residents  of  the  town;  and 
whether,  seeing  that  this  policeman  was 
obliged  to  make  a  pubUc  apology  before 
the  County  Court  .fudge  at  Mountmellick 
within  the  past  twelve  months,  in  a  case 
in  which  he  was  charged  with  assaulting 
and  using  insulting  language  towards  a 
resident  in  the  town  (which  offence  was 
alleged  to  have  been  committed  outside 
complainant's  door),  he  proposes  that  the 
services  of  Constable  Reddy  should  be 
retained  in  Mountmellick. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG:  Constable 
Reddy  was  found  to  have  made  an  un- 
becoming observation,  but  it  appeared  to 
have  been  made  Jestingly  and  in  reply  to  a 
remark  addressed  to  him.  He  has  been 
cautioned  by  the  Inspector-General  as  to 
his  future  behaviour.  In  the  second 
case  referred  to,  an  action  was  taken 
against  the  constable  for  a  technical 
assault,  which  consisted  in  his  seizing  a 
man  whom  he  found  hiding  in  a  gateway 
at  night.  There  was  no  charge  of  \i»\n^ 
insulting  language  on  that  occasion.  The 
County  Court  Judge  justified  the  con- 
stable's conduct,  but  suggested  that  he 
should  apologise,  which  he  did.  It  is  not 
intended  to  transfer  the  constable  at 
present. 

Land  Purehase  Agreements. 
Mr.  flavin  (Kerry,  N.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware 
that  Clause  9,  Form  P,  under  the  Land 
Purchase  Act,  1903,  gives  no  protection 
to  the  tenant  from  the  day  he  signs  the 
agreement  until  the  sale  is  sanctioned  by 
the  Land  Commission ;  and  that  one  or 
two  years  may  elapse  from  the  date  of 
the  agreement  and  the  confirmation  of 
the  sale,  the  tenant  in  the  meantime  being 
liable  for  his  old  rent  notwithstanding  his 
having  agreed  to  pay  interest  to  the  Land 
Commission  at  £3  10s.  per  cent. ;  and 
whether,  seeing  that  Clause  8  in  Form  F 
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gives  protection  to  the  tenant  between 
the  date  of  his  agreement  to  purchase 
and  completion  of  sale,  some  similar  pro- 
tection can  be  given  to  the  tenant  in 
Clause  9  of  Form  P. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG  :  Form  P  is  an 
undertaking  signed  by  the  tenant  that 
he  will  purchase  his  holding  from  the 
Land  Commission  in  case  they  purchase 
the  estate  of  which  it  forms  part.  The 
signing  of  this  undertaking  does  not  alter 
the  legal  position  of  the  tenant  unless 
and  until  the  Lard  Commission  buy  the 
estate.  No  ground,  therefore,  exists  for 
making  the  arrangement  suggested  in 
the  concluding  query. 

Mr.  flavin  :  But  why  the  difEerence  ? 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG :  Because  in  the 
one  case  there  is  a  definite  and  in  the 
other  only  a  conditional  agreement. 

Mr.  flavin  :  But  have  not  the 
Estates  Commissioners  a  right  to  either 
an<'ept  or  reject  the  agreement  ? 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG  :  Nr 

Mr.  flavin  :  I  will  ask  the  Attorney- 
General  whether  under  Form  F  protection 
is  given  and  inspection  must  take  place  '? 

Mr.  ATKINSON:  The  hon.  Member 
is  probably  wrong,  but  I  had  better  have 
notice. 

Mr.  flavin  :  Well,  I  am  not  paid  a 
big  salary  like  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
but  I  am  sure  I  am  right. 

Tonghal  Anxiliary  Asylum. 

Mr.  SLOAN  (Belfast,  S.);  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  an  inquest  held 
to  inquire  into  the  circumstances  attend- 
ing the  death  of  Michael  Healy,  an 
inmate  of  the  Youghal  Auxiliary  Asylum, 
which  took  place  on  the  12th  inst. ;  and 
whether,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the 
jury  in  their  verdict  urged  a  separate 
hospital  for  inmates  suffering  from  in- 
fectious disease,  and  that  the  frequency 
of  deaths  from  consumption  and  con 
tagious  disease  is  caused  by  the  absev-  e 
of  isolation  of  such  patients  from  other 


inmates,  it  is  still  intended  to  retain  such 
cases  in  the  auxiliary  asylum. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG :  It  is  the  fact 
tuat  the  jury  made  a  recommendation  to 
the  effect  stated.  The  patient  died  of  con- 
Bumption,  a  disease  which  has  only  in 
recent  years  been  recognised  to  be  of  an 
infectious  nature.  I  am  informsd  that, 
so  far,  a  few  of  the  largest  asylums  only 
have  attempted  to  isolate  such  cases, 
but  doubtless,  as  experience  is  gained, 
the  question  will  receive  further  con- 
sideration. 

BelOast  Police  and  Medical  Attendance. 
Mr.  SLOAN :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  he  can  now  state  the 
result  of  the  Inspector-General's  inquiry 
as  to  why  members  of  the  Royal  Irish 
Constabulary  in  C  District,  Belfast  were 
obliged  to  seek  medical  attendance  at 
their  own  expense  other  than  that  pro- 
vided for  the  purpose. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG  :  The  Inspector- 
General  found  that  no  sufficient  grounds 
of  complaint  against  the  medical  attend- 
ant existed. 

Mr.  SLOAN :  In  view  of  the  facts  that 
came  out,  will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
agree ,  to  pay  the  expenses  of  the  con- 
stabulary i  Will  the  expenditure  the 
men    have    incurred     be    refunded    to 

them? 

I 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG :  I  will  consider 
that. 

Irish  Judicial  Officers. 
Mr.  MACVEAGH  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord -Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  he  can  state  if  any 
communications,  verbal  or  written,  have 
passed  during  the  past  twelve  months 
between  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland, 
and  any  Irish  County  Court  Judges  or 
Recorders  on  the  subject  of  their  retire- 
ment from  the  bench. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG  :  No.  Sir. 

Mr.  MACVEAGH:  Do  I  understand 
that  no  communications  have  passed, 
whether  direct  or  indirect,  oral  or 
written? 
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Mr.  WALTER  LONG :  That  is  the 
information  given  me  by  the  Lord 
Chancellor. 

Mr.  MACVEAGH:  I  am  afraid  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  been  again 
misinformed. 

Newman  Estate,  County  Cork. 

Mr.  FLYNN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord- Lieutenant  of 
Iri^land  whether  ho  is  aware  that,  in 
connection  with  the  sale  of  the  Newman 
Estate,  Dromore,  Mallow,  county  Cork,  it 
is  proposed  by  the  landlord  to  exclude 
from  the  scheme  the  holding  of  a  tenant, 
Mr.  T.  O'Callaghan,  D.C.,  although  he 
holds  under  a  judicial  tenancy  and  is 
prepared  to  purchase  on  the  same  terms 
as  the  other  tenants;  and  whether,  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  this  case  does  not 
come  under  any  of  the  sub-heads  (a),  (b), 
(c),  and  (d),  which  deal  with  the  ex- 
clusion of  holding  in  the  Interim  Report 
of  the  Estates  Commissioners,  the  Com- 
missioners will  decline  to  sanction  the 
advance  in  connection  with  this  estate 
unless  this  tenant  be  included  in  the 
general  arrangement. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG :  The  first  part 
of  the  Question  was  answered  on  21st 
February  last.f  As  to  the  second  part ; 
the  sub-heads  referred  to  are  merely 
examples  of  sufficient  reasons  for  ex- 
clusion, and  not  a  complete  statement 
of  such  reasons.  The  advance  to  the 
landlord  has  been  made. 

Sneem  Mail  Delivery. 

Mr.  BOLAND:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Postmaster-General  whether  he  is  aware 
that  tbe  mails  us3d  to  be  delivered  at 
Sneem  at  9.45  am.,  but  that  they  are 
now  only  delivered  at  noon,  and  that  it  is 
consequently  impossible  for  traders  to 
reply  to  letters  until  the  following  day ; 
and  whether  arrangements  could  be  made 
so  that  the  mail  car  should  leave  Head- 
ford  at  an  earlier  hour,  and  thereby 
ensure  an  earlier  delivery  of  letters  at 
Sneem. 

Lord  STANLEY  :  I  will  have  inquiry 
made  on  the  subject  of  the  mails  to 
Sneem  and  inform  the  hon.  Member  of 
the  result. 


t  See  (4)  Dchalcs   cxli.,  7G1. 


Irish  Lights  0omiiiifl8ionerB--New 
Appointments. 

Mr.  JOYCE  (Limeriok) :  I  beff  to  ask 
the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade 
whether  additional  appointments  are 
about  being  made  under  the  Board  of 
Irish  Lights  Commissioners ;  and,  if  so, 
will  he  state  at  whose  suggestion  those 
appointments  are  being  made,  what 
expense  they  will  entail,  and  will  the 
additional  expense  come  within  the 
purview  of  the  House  of  Conmions. 

Mr.  BONAR  law  :  Two  additional 
appointments  under  the  Commissioners 
of  Irish  Lights  have  recently  been  made. 
An  assistant  inspector  of  lights  at  a 
salary  of  £250  rising  by  annual  increments 
of  £15  to  £350  per  annum;  a  type- 
writing clerk  at  a  salary  of  £60  rising  by 
annual  increments  of  £6  to  £96  per 
annum.     The  appointments  were  pro- 

Essed  by  the  Commissioners  of  Irish 
ights  and  were  sanctioned  by  the  Board 
of  Trade  after  being  considered  by  a 
special  Committee  appointed  by  them  for 
the  purpose.  The  additional  expense 
will  not  come  within  the  purview  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  as  it  will  fall  upon 
the  General  Lighthouse  Fund  and  not 
upon  any  Parliamentary  Vote. 

Foreign  Pilots  in  British  Waters. 

Captain  NORTON :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether,  in 
view  of  the  risk  arising  from  the  fact 
that  fifty  -  nine  foreign  pilots  are 
empbyed  on  our  coast,  he  will  consider 
the  advisability  of  granting  pilotage 
certifioates  for  English  waters  to  British 
subjects  only. 

The  prime  MINISTER  and  FIRST 
LORD  OF  THB  TREASURY  (Mr.  A,  J. 
Balfour,  Manchester,  E.):  It  is  quite 
true  that  a  certain  number  of  foreigners 
are  allowed  to  be  pilots  in  our  waters, 
although  there  are  no  foreign  pilots 
registered  in  other  countries.  I  have 
great  sympathy  with  those  who  think 
that  if  we  admit  foreign  pilots  in  our 
waters  foreign  countries  ought  to  admit 
British  pilots  to  their  waters.  The 
matter  is  engaging  the  attention  of  the 
Government,  but  I  ought  to  add  that  I 
do  not  think  the  circumstances  are  pro- 
ductive of  any  serious  national  danger. 
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Mr.  lough  (Islington,  W.) :  Has  any 
complaint  ever  been  made  of  the  way  in 
which  they  discharge  their  duties  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  gather  that 
the  complaint  would  come  when  this 
country  was  at  war  with  some  country 
to  whom  these  foreign  pibts  belonged* 

Scottish  Ohurches  Dispute— Position  of 
the  Solicitor-General  for  Scotland. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  (Perthshire,  E.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
-whether,  in  view  of  the  impending  legis- 
lation promised  by  the  Government  on 
1»he  questions  in  dispute  between  the 
United  Free  Church  and  the  legal  Free 
Church,  it  is  with  his  knowledge  and 
.sanction  that  the  Solicitor-General  for 
Scotland  appeared  in  the  Court  of  Session, 
on  Tuesday,  May  16th,  as  counsel  for  the 
legal  Free  Church. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  ;  The  SoUcitor- 
<>eneral  for  Scotland  was  interested  in 
this  case  before  he  was  Solicitor-General, 
And  it  would  be  a  hardship  to  his  cUents 
to  abandon  the  case  which  he  has  under- 
taken. It  is  perfectly  consistent  with 
the  Treasury  Minute  that  the  Scottish 
law  officers  should  undertake  practice 
^hen  it  does  not  interfere  with  public 
duties.  It  is  conceivable  that  cases 
might  arise  where  there  would  be  conflict. 
But  the  Solicitor-General  ought  not  to 
liave,  and  will  not  have,  any  part  in  the 
drawing  up  of  the  Bill  which  the  Govern- 
ment propose  to  introduce  before  Whit- 
suntide. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  :  Is  it  in  the  interests 
-of  the  legislation  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  about  to  introduce  for  the 
purpose  of  settling  this  serious  eccles- 
iastical difficulty  that  a  member  of  the 
Government  should  be  closely  associated 
with  one  of  the  parties  1 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  think  this  is 
.^  matter  well  understood  in  Scotland  and 
Scottish  practice.  I  confess  that  I  think 
it  is  an  unfortunate  thing,  but  clearly 
the  SoUcitor-General  is  not  to  blame. 

Mr.  DALZIEL  (Kirkcaldy  Burghs): 
Be  ought  to  have  given  it  up  when  he 
was  appointed. 

VOL.  CXLVI.    [Fourth  Series.] 


An  HON.  MEMBER:  They  never 
give  up  anything. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  only 
persons  who  would  suffer  if  he  were 
to  withdraw  would  be  his  clients. 

Mr.  DALZIEL :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Grentleman  undertake  that  the  Solicitor- 
General  shall  not  appear  in  other  cases  \ 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  agree  thai 
he  ought  not  to  take  on  fresh  cases  deal- 
ing with  impending  legislation. 


THE  COLONIAL  CONFERENCE. 
VOTE  OF  CENSURE. 

Sir  H.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling  Burghs) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Prime 
Minister  a  Question  of  which  I  have  given 
him  private  notice — whether,  in  view  of 
the  confusion  created  by  recent  declara- 
tions of  Ministers  with  regard  to  fiscal 
policy,  and  in  particular  with  regard  to 
the  proposed  Colonial  Conference,  he 
will  give  a  day  on  which  we  may  bring 
forward  a  vote  of  censure  on  the  Grov- 
ernment. 

SirW.  HART  DYKE  (Kent,  Dart- 
ford)  :  Before  my  right  hon.  friend 
answers  this  Question,  I  crave  the  leave 
of  the  House  to  ask  him  one  other 
Question — whether,  in  the  possible  event 
of  his  giving  facilities  for  another  dis- 
cussion, he  will  make  an  appeal  to  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  to  offer  at  all 
events  some  expression  of  regret  for  the 
obstruction  and  insulting  language 
levelled  against  a  Cabinet  Minister  of 
the  Crown  for  fifty  minutes  last  evening. 

Mr.  lough  :  On  a  point  of  order, 
Mr,  Deputy-Speaker,  I  ask  you  whether 
it  is  in  order  to  attribute  insulting 
language  to  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition. 

Mr.  DEPUTY-SPEAKER  :  I  do  not 
think  that  expression  was  very  happily 
chosen.  There  was  a  great  deal  of 
clamour  and  noise,  but  there  were  no 
expressions  which  I  think  could  be 
called    insulting— at    all    events,    none 
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which  reached  my  ears.  There  were 
some  expressions  which  were  of  a  some- 
what offensive  character,  no  doubt,  but 
not  what  would  be  called  insulting. 

Sir  W.  hart  DYKE  :  I  will  with- 
draw the  word  then,  Sir,  and  substitute 
the  word  you  used  from  the  Chair — 
"  offensive." 


Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  confess  I 
was  somewhat  surprised  at  the  note 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
sent  me,  wherein  he  talks  about  the 
confusion  created  by  recent  declarations 
of  Ministers.  There  were  two  Ministers 
prepared  to  clear  up  that  confusion,  if 
it  existed ;  they  were  prevented  from 
doing  so  by  the  disgraceful  scene  which 
took  place  last  night,  and  I  did  not 
notice  that  the  right  hon.  Grentleman 
took  any  steps  to  prevent  that  dis- 
graceful scene.  I  have,  so  far  as  1  am 
concerned,  no  objection  to  giving  time 
for  the  further  discussion  of  the  matter, 
interrupted  in  the  manner  which  I  have 
just  described,  provided  that  we  have 
some  undertaking  that  the  debate  shall 
take  place  under  ordinary  conditions  of 
decency  and  fair  play. 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  (Carnarvon 
Boroughs) :  Will  the  Prime  Minister 
give  that  undertaking  ? 


{COMMONS}  •  Bai. 

FINANCE  BILL. 
Considered  in  Committee. 
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SELECTION  (STANDING  COMMITTEES). 

Mr.  Halsey  reported  from  the  Com- 
mittee of  Selection ;  That  they  had 
discharged  the  following  Members  from 
the  Standing  Committee  on  Law,  and 
Courts  of  Justice,  and  Legal  Procedure, 
in  respect  of  the  Town  Tenants  (Ireland) 
Bill :  Mr.  Soares  and  Mr.  Mooney ;  and 
had  appointed  in  substitution :  Mr. 
Herbert  Samuel  and  Mr.  Murphy. 

Mr.  Halsey  further  reported  from 
the  Committee  of  Selection ;  That  they 
had  discharged  the  following  Member 
from  the  Standing  Committee  on  Law, 
and  Courts  of  Justice,  and  Legal  Proce- 
dure :  Sir  George  Fardell. 

Reports   to   lie   upon  the   Table, 
Mr.  J,  H^,  Lowiher. 


(In  the  Committee.) 

[Mr     Jeffreys    (Hampshire,    N.)    in 
the  Chair.] 

Clause  1 : — 

Mr.     SOARES     (Devonshire,     Barn- 
staple)    moved    as    an    Amendment    to^ 
reduce  the  tea  duty  from  6d.   to   4d. 
He  was,  he  said,  very  pleased  that  it 
had  fallen  to  his  lot  to  move  that  re- 
duction, because  if  there  was  one  tax 
to   which  he   objected  more   than  any 
other  it  was  the  tea  duty.    They  had 
long  been  anxious  for  a  free  breakfast 
table,  but  so  long  as  the  present  Govern- 
ment remained  in  office  the  vision  of  a 
free  breakfast  table  receded  more  and 
more  into  the  dim  and  distant  future. 
When  one  considered  the  incidence  of 
the  tea  tax  he  was  driven  to  the  con- 
clusion that  it  was  not  defensible.    It 
affected  the  rich  infinitely  less  than  it 
affected    the   poor.     Very    few   wealthy 
people    had    suffered    froni    the    heavy- 
duties  which  had  been   placed   on  tea 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  but, 
on  the  other  hand,  there  could   be  no 
doubt  that  the  poorest  classes  had  suf- 
fered to  a  very  considerable  extent.     On 
the  preceding  day  one  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
bers for  Ireland  complained  very  bitterly 
of  the  effect  which  the  tea  tax  had  on 
the  peasantry  of  that  country,  and  any- 
one who  knew  anything  about  the  poorer 
classes  was  boimd  to  admit  the  existence 
of  the  grievance.     In  his  own  constitu-^ 
ency  there  were  a  large  number  of  agri- 
cultural  labourers   who  consumed  con- 
siderable quantities  of  tea,  and  this  tax 
had  proved  to  them  a  very  heavy  burden. 
Many  of  these  unfortunate  people  were 
in  receipt  of  out  reUef,  and  it  was  well 
to  bear  in  mind  that  the  increase  of  the 
tea  duty  had  not  been  followed  by  a 
proportionate  addition  to  their  out  relief. 
This  was  a  class  of  people  who  lived  very 
largely  on  tea  and  breaid  and  butter,  and 
they  were  consequently  the  chief  sufferers 
by  the  tax.    Again,  the  Colonies  had  been 
hit  very  severely  by  it.     Of  course,  the 
burden  was  borne  by  the  consumer  and 
not     by    the    producer,     but    when    a- 
tax  was  put  upon  an  article  one  effect 
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was  to  reduce  the  consumption  of  it  and 
in  that  way  the  producers  were  hit.  It 
was  an  extraordinar3r  fact  that  a  Govern- 
ment which  was  always  boasting  of  its 
interest  in  the  Colonies  shoi^ld  have 
chosen  that  particularly  thick  stick  with 
which  to  beat  them.  No  d>ubt  the 
money  was  required  by  the  Government, 
but  the  necessity  arose  to  a  not  incon- 
siderable extent  from  the  inefficiency 
of  the  War  Office,  If  the  recent  speech 
of  the  Prime  Minister  meant  anything 
at  all,  it  m^ant  that  there  sh)ul(l  be  a 
reduction  in  the  War  Office  Estimates, 
but  instead  of  that  they  had  an  increase 
of  £1,000,000. 

The  DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN:  Order, 
order !  The  hon.  Member  is  not  entitled 
to  go  into  that, 

Mr.  SOARES  said  he  did  not  propose 
to  deal  with  the  Prime  Minister's  speech. 
He  was  only  pointing  out  it  was  because 
of  the  increase  in  the  Estimates  that 
this  tea  duty  was  imposed.  He  would 
like,  however,  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  how  he  reconciled  his  action 
in  imposing  this  tea  duty  with  the  fiscal 
views  he  was  known  to  hold  ?  Did 
he  consider  that  the  tea  tax  was  the 
best  tax  which  could  be  imposed  in  the 
light  of  those  views  1 

Amendment  proposed — 

''In  page  1,  line  20,  to  leave  oat  the  word 

*  sixpence '  aiKl  insert  the  word  *foarpence.'" 
— (Mr.  Soares.) 

Question  proposed,  "That   the  word 

*  sixpence  '  stand  part  of  the  clause." 

Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.)  said  he  was 
prepared  to  support  the  Amendment. 
Having  failed  on  the  previous  day  to  get 
Ireland  excluded  from  the  operation  of  the 
tea  duty,  he  certainly  felt  justified  in 
trying  to  get  it  reduced  to  as  low  a  figure 
as  possible.  He  had  never  heard  any 
solid  argument  in  or  out  of  the  House 
in  favour  of  the  taxation  of  tea  at 
sjch  a  high  rate.  The  hon.  Member 
who  last  spoke  had  suggested  that  there 
might  be  something  to  be  said  in  its 
favour  if  it  were  an  ad  valorem  duty. 
Having  regard  to  the  fact  that  tea  at  Is. 
per  lb.,  such  as  was  consumed  by  the  very 
poorest  of  the  poor,  bore  exactly  the  same 


duty  as  the  higher  priced  teas,  he  did  think 
no  valid  argument  could  be  advanced 
for  keeping  it  at  its  present  level.  Un- 
doubtedly a  duty  of  6d.  per  lb.  was  out 
of  all  proportion  to  the  value  of  the  article. 
Poor  people  had  to  consider  every  penny 
they  spent,  and.  when  a  protective  duty 
to  the  extent  of  at  least  50  per  cent,  was 
put  upon  their  tea,  they  were  driven  to 
drink  bad  and  deleterious  preparations. 
In  the  days  of  the  late  Mr.  Gladstone, 
who  was  one  of  the  greatest  Finance 
Ministers  this  country  ever  had,  they 
very  nearly  approached  their  ideal  of  a 
free  breakfast  table,  but  since  then  they 
had  travelled  very  far  in  an  opposite 
direction.  In  the  interests  of  the  poorest 
classes  of  t>he  country,  and  especially 
of  the  poor  of  Ireland,  he  supported 
the  reduction  of  a  tax  which  pressed  the 
most  heavily  on  the  shoulders  of  those 
least  able  to  bear  it. 

Mr.  McCRAE  (Edinburgh,  £.)  said  he 
wis  led  to  press  the  Amendment  on  the 
attention  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, and  to  support  his  hon.  friend 
in  his  endeavour  to  get  the  tea  duty  back 
to  the  point  at  which  it  stood  before  the 
war  tax  was  put  on.  They  had  had 
increased  taxes  put  upon  beer,  spirits, 
tobacco,  tea,  sugar,  and  other  articles  of 
consumption,  and  he  thought  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  would  agree 
with  him  that  the  first  tax  of  which 
there  should  be  a  remission  was  the  tax 
on  tea.  Indeed,  the  right,  hon.  Grentle- 
man  had  already  realised  that  by  reducing 
the  duty  on  tea  by  2d.  He  thought  the 
time  had  come  when  they  ought  to  make 
a  protest  against  these  war  taxes  being 
retained,  especially  those  taxes  which  had 
been  placed  on  the  necessities  of  life. 
He  was  not  speaking  particularly  of  the 
taxes  on  beer  and  spirits,  about  the 
removal  of  which  he  was  not  specially 
concerned,  but  in  regard  to  the  taxes 
on  tea  and  sugar  he  thought  they  ought 
to  take  every  opportunity  of  pressing 
on  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  the 
importance  and  necessity  of  at  once 
removing  them.  Of  course  they  would 
be  told  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  there  was  a  certain  amount  of 
revenue  to  be  raised,  and  a  certain 
amount  of  expenditure  to  be  met,  and 
that,  therefore,  it  was  necessary  to  look 
round  to  see  where  he  could  get  the  money. 
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But  he  would  suggest  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  it  would  be  better  for  him 
to  direct  his  attention  to  the  necessity 
for  a  reduction  of  expenditure.  That 
was  the  best  possible  economy,  and  it 
would  prove  the  easiest*  way  of  making 
a  reduction  in  the  taxation  which  was 
becoming  such  a  great  burden  on  the 
people. 

The  chancellor  op  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr.  Austen  Chamberlain, 
Worcestershire,  E.)  said  there  could  be 
no  advantage  in  attempting  to  discuss 
on  each  individual  Motion  the  far  wider 
questions  which  were  raised  by  the  Bill, 
and  he  would  therefore  confine  his 
remarks  to  this  particular 'Amendment. 
This  was  a  Motion  to  double  the  amount 
of  the  remission  on  the  tea  duty  he  had 
proposed.  He  had  this  year  a  much 
smaller  sum  than  he  could  have  wished 
for  to  devote  to  the  remission  of  taxation, 
and,  for  reasons  which  he  had  already 
explained,  he  chose  the  tea  duty  as  the 
sibject  of  remission,  and  he  was  bound 
to  say  that  under  this  Bill  the  proportion 
of  taxation  was  more  favourable  to  the 
indirect  taxpayer  than  it  had  been  for 
a  long  time.  He  did  not,  however, 
attach  much  importance  to  that  matter, 
though  in  the  remission  of  the  year  and 
the  amount  he  had  available  for  remission, 
it  seemed  to  him  obvious  that  this  tax 
was  the  best  subject  for  that  operation. 
It  was  complained  that  the  tax  stood 
above  what  it  was  before  the  war.  Sir 
Stafford  Northcote  had  once  laid  down 
the  very  true  dictum  that  no  progress 
could  be  made  with  paying  o5  the 
burden  of  a  great  war  except  by  retain- 
ing some  proportion,  at  ^ny  rate,  of  the 
war  taxes.  But  his  defence  did  not  rest 
on  that  only.  His  predecessor,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Bristol,  had  pointed  out  that  the  difficulty 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was 
not  to  provide  for  the  great  and  heavy 
expenses  of  a  war  which  had  lasted  longer 
than  any  one  had  anticipated  that  it 

would,  but  to  make  provision  for  the 
increased  expenditure  that  would  remain 
in  peace.  For  the  expenditure  of  the 
present  day  they  needed  the  money 
provided  for  in  this  Bir.  They  could 
not  dispense  with  the  money  that  would 
l>e  involved  in  the  further  remission  asked 
Mr.  McCrae, 


for,  and  it  was  quite  impossible  for  him 
to  accept  the  Amendment. 

It  had  been  suggested  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Cork  that  the  tea 
duty  should  be  an  ad  valorem  duty. 
There  was  a  great  deal  that  was 
attractive  in  the  idea,  but  there 
were  great  difficulties  in  its  practical 
application.  No  one  in  the  tea  trade 
would  give  him  the  slightest  encourage- 
ment in  any  effort  he. might  make  to 
convert  the  tea  duty  into  an  ad  valorem 
duty,  their  view  being  that  it  would 
cause  much  disturbance  and  interruption 
in  the  trade  as  well  as  injustice  to  dealers 
and  producers  of  different  qualities  of 
tea.  An  association  which  had  been 
pictorially  very  active  in  this  City 
recently,  had  not  scrupled  to  use  the 
arguments  for  a  high  ad  valorem  duty; 
but  when  a  gentleman  went  to  ascertsan 
whether  they  were  in  favour  of  an  ad 
valorem  duty,  they  disclaimed  all  sym- 
pathy with  the  idea,  although  they 
had  adopted  this  as  the  most  effective 
method  of  stating  their  case  against  the 
tax.  He  did  not  think  that  was  either 
very  honest  or  very  creditable  to  them. 
It  was  said  by  hon.  Members  opposite 
that  the  Irish  people  always  drauK  good 
tea.  If  that  were  so,  the  effect  of  an 
ad  valorem  duty  must  be  fro  tanto  to 
encourage  them  to  drink  inferior  tea  and 
discourage  the  drinking  of  the  better 
class  teas.  On  the  other  hand,  if  it  did 
not  change  their  taste — and  so  far  as  the 
Irish  were  concerned  he  did  not  think  it 
would — it  would  impose  a  heavier  tax 
upon  them.  He  did  not  feel  called  upon 
to  answer  the  Question  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Barnstaple  as  to  how  he 
reconciled  the  tea  tax  with  his  views  on 
fiscal  policy.  That  was  not  material  t-) 
the  issue  before  the  House.  He  could 
only  add  that  he  saw  no  way  in  which 
the  revenue  necessary  for  the  expenditure 
of  the  country  could  be  better  raised 
than  the  proposals  he  had  put  before  the 
House. 


Me.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Poplar)  said  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  rather  objected  to 
his  hon.  friend's  action  in  raising 
on  that  discussion  the  question  of 
national     expenditure,     but,     in      hia 
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opin>on,    that    was    the    only    oppor- 
tunity  which  Members  of  the  House  o! 
Commons  had  of  raising  that  important 
question    and  of    pointing  out  that  all 
these  extra  taxes  on  tea,  sugar,  tobacco, 
and  spirits  were  entirely  due  to  tbe  in- 
creased expenditure  to  wbich  the  Qovern- 
ment  had  put  the  country  in  connection 
with  the  late  war.    With  regard  to  the 
tea  duty  they  ought  to  bear  in  mind  that 
the  late  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  the 
right  hon.    Gentleman  the    Member  for 
Bristol,  said  that  that  was  specifically  a 
war  tax.    The  unfortunate  thing,  how- 
ever, was  that  although  the  war  was  now 
over  the   tax   was  still   retained.    The 
Chancellor  of  the   Exchequer  had  told 
them  that  it  was  necessary  to  retain  a 
certain  amount  of  taxation  in  order  to 
pay  ofE  the  debt  incurred  in  time  of  war, 
but  unfortunately  that  was  not  what  the 
Government  were  now  doing.    They  were 
not     paying    ofE     the    extra     burdens 
imposed   in  time   of    war,   and,    there- 
fore, he  contended    that  the  tea    tax, 
as  it  was  presumably  put  on  as  a  war 
tax,    ought  now    to  be    dropped.    The 
right  hon«  Gentleman  had  referred  to  the 
question^of  the  importance  to  be  attached 
to  the  proportion  which  direct  taxation 
bore  to  indirect  taxation.     Well,  he  was 
bound  to  confess  that  he  could  not  agree 
entirely  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in  the  conclusions  which  he  had  drawn 
from  those  figures,  but  that  question  they 
would  be  able  to  discuss  later  on.     The 
right  hon.  (gentleman  had  informed  the 
House  that  he  hod  a  better  way  of  raising 
]  evenue.    Surely  it  was  inconsistent  on  his 
part  to  make  a  proposal  to  the  country 
which  he  believed  to  be  not  the  best  for 
the  consumer  and  the  taxpayers  of  the 
country.    It  was  not  a  position  in  which 
he  would    like   to  find   himself.       But 
Hpparently    the    right  hon.    Gentleman 
had  taken  it  in   order  to  retain  office. 
The    Government  were  bound    by    the 
pledges  they  had  giv«n. 

The  deputy-chairman  :  I  must 
remind  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  the 
subject  of  discussion  is  the  tea  duty. 

Me.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  said  his  point 
was  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  informed  the  country  that  he  knew  a 
better  way  of  raising  the  revenue  than  by 


means  of  the  tea  tax,  and  they  were 
entitled  to  ask  him  what  that  way  was. 
The  Opposition  were  not  responsible  for 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's  inability 
to  take  ofE  the  2d.  put  on  as  a  war  tax, 
and  were  entitled  to  protest  against  its 
continuance  now  that  the  war  was  over. 

♦Mr.  levy  (Leicestershire,  Lough- 
borough) said  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer had  endeavoured  to  justify  the  tax 
on  tea  by  his  statement  that  he  required 
the  money,  but  on  that  ground  they  could 
justify  any  other  tax  by  saying  that  so 
much  money  was  required.  The  answer 
to  that  was  that  the  expenditure  of  the 
country  ought  to  be  kept  within  reason- 
able limits.  It  should  be  borne  in  mind 
in  regard  to  the  duty  on  tea  that  a  great 
proportion  of  the  tea  received  in  this 
country  was  now  obtained  from  our  own 
Oolonies,  and  as  the  Chancellor  of  the 
EiZohequer  was  closely  allied  to  those 
Members  in  the  House  who  beUeved  in 
the  preferential  treatment  of  the  Colonies, 
this  extra  2d.  per  lb.  in  excess  of  the 
duty  prior  tp  the  war  was  probably  being 
retained  to  give  to  the  Colonies  in  ex- 
change for  some  advantage  which  it  was 
suggested  they  could  give  to  us  but 
which  was  purely  mythical.  It  certainly 
did  appear  unwise  on  the  part  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  keep  up 
the  extra  duty  on  tea,  a  duty  which  was 
imposed  for  the  purposes  of  the  war,  and 
the  necessity  for  which  ought  no  longer  to 
be  existent.  In  his  opinion  the  duty  was 
unfair,  it  was  unnecessary,  and  had 
pressed  extremely  heavily  upon  the  work- 
ing people  of  the  country.  They  heard 
a  good  deal  now-a-days  about  the  un- 
employed, and  about  people  who  were 
starving  in  all  parts  of  the  country,  and 
it  certainly  did  seem  to  him  to  be  unwise 
that  they  should  keep  up  a  tax  upon  tea 
equivalent  to  100  per  cent,  of  its  value 
whilst  at  the  same  time  they  had  to 
legislate' to  find  employment  for  the 
people  who  paid  this  tax.  He  thought, 
therefore,  there  were  very  considorabltt 
and  strong  reasons  for  rejecting  the  pro- 
posal of  the  Government.  ^, 

Me.  WHITLEY  (HaHfax)  said  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  com- 
plained that  those  who  had  proposed  the 
reduction  of  the  tea  duty  had  not  sug- 
gested any  alternative,  but  he  thought 
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that  there  was  an  alteraative  which  might 
well  have  been  used,  and  that  was  a 
revision  of  the  duties  unon  liceLces. 

The  deputy  chairman  :  Order, 
order!  That  is  scarcely  relevant 'to  the 
tea  tax.  At  present  the  Conunittee  is 
only  asked  to  decide  as  to  the  imposition 
of  the  tea  duty. 

Mr.  WHITLEY  said  he  had  respect- 
fully to  submit  that  in  discussing 
whether  the  tax  on  tea  should  be  4d.  or 
6d.  they  were  entitled  to  suggest  an 
alternative  method  of  raising  the  money, 
and  he  wj,s  attempting  to  do  so.  He 
was  simply  pointing  out  that  there  was 
an  injustice  in  the  present  scale  of  licence 
duties,  and  if  the  Government  would 
only  level  up  those  duties  and  make  them 
to  accord  with  the  views  which  the 
Government  expressed  when  the  Licens- 
ing Bill  was  before  the  House  they  would 
produce  the  neccESary  revenue,  and  it 
would  be  unnecessary  to  tax  the  tea 
consumeis  of  the  country. 

♦Mr.  HERBERT  SAMDEL  (Yorkshire, 
Cleveland)  said  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  stated  that  for  his  part 
he  attached  very  little  significance  to  any 
equality  between  direct  and  indirect 
taxation  in  the  allocation  of  revenue,  but 
he  seemed  to  think  that  hon.  Members  on 
the  opposite  side  of  the  House  attached 
very  great  importance  to  that  subject. 
A?  one  who  had  had  to  trouble  the 
House  two  or  three  times  on  the  point, 
he  could  assure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  none  of  them  attached  the  smallest 
importance  to  any  equality  in  the  total 
feum  raised  by  indirect  or  direct  taxation. 
What  they  did  attach  importance  to  was 
the  weight  of  taxation  resting  upon 
individuals,  and  they  held  that  that 
weight  of  taxation  should  not  be 
greater  on  the  average  poor  man 
than  it  was  upon  the  average  ilch  man. 
They  wanted  a  Committee  of  inquiry 
which  would  give  them  some  authorita- 
tive information  upon  this  question. 
Those  of  them  who  had  honestly  and 
laboriously  made  inquiries  had  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  the  actual  burden  of 
taxation  was  heavier  on  the  working 
classes  than  upon  the  middle  and  rich 
classes,  and,  so  long  as  the  contrary  was 
not  proved  by  an  official  inquiry   they 

Mr.  Whidey. 


should  feel  it  their  duty  to  vote  against 
the  present  unfair  system  of  indirect 
taxation.  It  was  a  sound  principle  that 
each  man  should  pay  according  to  his 
ability  to  pay,  and  as  that  principle  was 
not  observed  in  our  system  of  finance,  it 
was  their  duty  to  vote  against  maintain- 
ing the  tea  duty  at  its  present  level.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  justified  this 
tax  by  saying  that  after  the  war  it  was 
necessary  to  keep  on  war  taxation  in 
order  to  meet  additional  charges  which 
the  war  had  necessitated.  The  present 
Government  had  increased  the  expendi- 
ture of  the  country  by  £49,000,000,  and 
out  of  that  total  only  £4,000,000  or 
£5,000,000  could  properly  be  attributed 
to  the  war.  The  other  £45,000,000  or 
£44,000,000  had  nothing  whatever  to  do 
with  the  war ;  and  therefore  it  was 
absurd  to  justify  this  expenditure  by 
saying  that  it  was  necessitated  by  the 
war.  For  these  reasons  he  hoped  his 
hon.  friend  would  press  his  Amendment 
to  a  division. 

Mr.  DALZIEL  (Kirkcaldy  Burghs) 
said  he  hoped  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  would  not  allow  this 
debate  to  close  without  giving  the 
House  some  assurance  on  the  points 
brought  forward  by  his  hon.  friend. 
Without  discussing  the  whole  question  of 
war  taxation,  surely  they  were  entitled  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether, 
it  was  his  intention  to  regard  the  pre- 
sent taxation  as  a  permanent  peace  taxa- 
tion. The  Chancellor  of  tjie  Exchequer 
had  made  many  statements  on  this  sub- 
ject, and  they  wished  to  know  whether 
if  he  occupied  his  present  official  position 
next  year,  he  would  keep  in  mind  the 
pledge  which  had  been  given  to  the  House, 
that  the  tax  they  were  considering  was  a 
war  tax  which  ought  to  be  repealed  witli 
the  least  possible  delay.  With  regard 
to  the  tea  duty  he  was  pleased  that 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  dealt 
with  it  as  he  did,  and  he  ventured  to 
say  that  that  was  one  of  the  principal 
reasons  why  the  Budget  was  so  gener- 
ally popular,  because  the  great  mass  of 
the  people  benefited  by  it.  It  was  felt 
that  there  was  a  .  tronger  claim  for  relief 
in  regard  to  tea  than  any  other  article. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  introducing 
the  Budget,  admitted  that  he  was  largely 
influenced  in  the  course  he  took  by  the 
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fact  that  his  proposal  would  benefit  the 
^Colonies.     That  showed  that,  after  all, 
there  was  something  in  agitation,  and 
there  was  very  little  doubt  that,  but  for 


Committee.  He  thought  there  ought 
to  be  no  tax  at  all  upon  tea.  From 
a  temperance  point  of  view,  and 
because  tea  was  a  necessity  of  life  which 


the  vigorous  agitation  which  had  been  |  came  from  other  countries,  it  ought  not 
•carried  on  by  the  Colonies,  the  import-  to  be  taxed,  more  particularly  when  it 
ance  of  the  reduction  he  had  made  would  was  so  largely  consumed  by  the  working 
not  have  been  brought  home  to  him.  The  i  classes.  The  ratio  of  indirect  taxation 
€hancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  tdd  was  only  50  per  cent,  in  the  case  of  the 
them  about  his  enormous  sympathy  with  !  English  taxpayer,  whereas  in  Ireland, 
the  Colonies,  and  surely  that  was  a  reason  i  with  a  much  poorer  population  who 
why  he  ought  still  further  to  reduce  the  ;  drank  more  tea  in  proportion  than  the 
taxation  upon  tea.  >  people  of  Great  Britain,  the  ratio  of  in- 

direct taxation  was  72  per  cent.  A 
The  case  put  that  afternoon  was  labourer  in  Ireland  earning  15s.  a  week 
absolutely  reasonable.  The  Chancellor  paid  as  much  in  indirect  taxation  as  a 
of  the  Exchequer  could  not  do  '  labourer  in  England  earning  25s.  to  30s. 
anything  which  would  be  more  grate-  a  week.  He  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
fully  received  by  all  classes  than  to  >  man  would  not  adopt  a  non  possumus 
still  further  reduce  this  tax.  If  the  attitude,  because  there  was  a  very  large 
'Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  '  amount  of  pubUc  feeling  in  favour  of 
accept  this  Amendment  he  thought  they  lessening  taxation  on  tea,  and  the  right 
would  be  able  to  find  some  other  direction  :  hon.  Gentleman  must  be  aware  that  he 
from  which  to  raise  the  money  which  owed  to  the  country  and  to  the  House 
would  be  more  acceptable  to  the  House,  some  recognition  for  receiving  his  Budget 
While  they  were  grateful  to  the  Chancellor  i  so  quietly,  notwithstanding  the  large 
-of  the  Exchequer  for  small  mercies  they  i  expenditure  which  it  entailed.  He  hoped 
were  not  unwilling  to  accept  others,  the  right  hon.  Grentleman  would  agree  to 
This  duty  was  one  of  the  first  things  I  the  appointment  of  this  Committee. 
which  ought  to  claim  his  attention.     Of  ' 

course  they  could  not  expect  the  Chan-  ^  g^    ^  g^^^^,^ 

*elIor  of  the  Exchequer  to  give  them  ^,j^  ,      ^  ^  ^  Chancellor  of 

any  outnne  of  his  policy  m  regard  to  a  i   ,     „    V    ^^     .  ,    .,       ,  ,, 

t  Z       T>  J     4.   V  i.  •/  1-  ij  i.  11  i.1.         the  Exchequer  to  say  whether  he  would 

future  Budget,  but  if  he  would  tell  them  j      J?  •  i       x  •  4.- 

.1    .  ,  ®  X  11       r       ^    xi.     •     i.-        t  ■  consider  the  propriety  of  app Jintine  a 

that  he  was  fully  auve  to  the  lustice  of  ,  a  i    4.    n         C*  r\        4.^  .^  i 

V    .  ^T.  -^j  J.       ..  ^       ij  1.      Select    Committee    or    a    Departmental 

vhat  they  were  demanding  .t  would  be  Committee  to  inquire  as  to  the  way  the 
Teceived  with  satisfaction  by  the  Com-  ^^^  ^^^  affected  the  various  classes  of 
mittee.    Some  very  distinguished  author- :  ^o^^^nity.      On   his   side   of   the 

.ties  were  absolutely  at  loggerheads  as  to  ^^^^  ^^  ^^^,^  ,j^^  ^  ^  ^  Committee 
the  actual  l^armg  of  direct  and  indirect  ■  ^j^ted  to  consider  the  whole  question 
taxation,  and  they  were  to  some  extent   J^^j^^  incidence  of  direct  and  indirect 


in  the  dark  as  to  the  actual  facts.  There- 
fore he  suggested  that  the  right  hon. 
<7dntleman  should  listen  to  the  appeal 


taxation.     He   was   quite   in   favour   of 
everybody  contributing  to  the  funds  of 


J    ,      ,  .    ,         /-J       J  ^i^  X    I  the  State,  and  he  thought  they  should  do 

made  by  his  hon   friend  and  consent  to  |  ^,  -^  proportion  to  their  meaM.    Such  a 
the    appointment    of    this    Committee.  |  comndttie  as  had  been  suggested  bv  his 

i\^       1^''°  f  ^*^  ^^'^  T^'"}        •';    ton.  friends  might  ensure  a  recommenda- 
and  he  could  easily  select  certain  financial    ^.^^  ^^^^  ^^  J^  ^^  ^^^  ^j^^  ^^^^^ 

«:q)ert8  m  the  House  thus  showing  some  ^^  ^ecessarv  articles  of  life.  He  believed 
indication  of  a  desire  to  meet  the  re««on- ,  ^^^  ^^  ^  necessary  article  to  the  wordng 
«ble  request  which  h«^  been  made  from    ^j^^,  ^  ^^      J  t  ^^^    -.^  t^i^ 

*he  Opposition  side  of  the  House.  country.    The  tax  pressed  unduly  on  the 

'  working  classes,  and  especially  the  class 

Mr.    field    (Dublin,    St.    Patrick)    he  represented.    To  agricultural  labourers 

v<aid   he    wished  to  support   the  appeal .  with  12s.  a  week  the  tax  upon  tea  was  a 

which    had     been    made    by    his    hon.  .  very  great  burden,  and  it  was  more  than 

friend    for    the    appointment    of    this ,  their  means  justified.  ^ 

'  / 
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Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN  Baid 
he  could  not  undertake  to  deal  at 
once  with  the  suggestion  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite.  Nobody  who  had 
spoken  had  contended  that  an  inquiry 
into  the  tea  tax  alone  would  be  of  any 
value.  What  hon.  Members  realh  desired 
was  an  inquiry  into  the  circumstances 
of  the  whole  system  of  taxation.  Those 
who  had  given  any  attention  to  the 
subject  at  all  knew  that  probably  a  more 
difficult  question  to  solve  could  not  be 
submitted  to  any  bod}  of  individuals, 
and  the  suggestion  reall>  was  to  devolve 
upon  a  Committee,  he  did  not  know 
exactly  how  denominated,  duties  essen- 
tially pertaining  to  this  House — those  of 
seeing  that  their  system  of  taxation  was 
just  and  fair.  Hou.  Gentlemen  had 
some  idea  that  possibly  a  Committee  of 
that  kind  could  demonstrate  to  the 
satisfaction  of  everybody  and  place 
beyond  dispute  the  exact  incidence  of 
their  present  system  of  taxation.  He 
believed  that  to  be  impossible.  Great 
minds,  learned  men,  deep  students,  had 
devoted  a  great  deal  of  attention  to  that 
subject,  but  he  was  not  aware  that  anyone 
had  arrived  at  conclusions  satisfactory  to 
any  other  experts  and  certainly  not  to  con- 
clusions which  were  generally  acceptable. 
The  task  which  would  be  propounded  to 
:\  Committee  would  be,  he  thought,  an 
impossible  one,  and  unless  they  could 
show  him  there  was  practical  work  to  be 
done,  which  he  had  not  yet  appreciated, 
he  could  not  agree  to  appoint  such  a 
Committee  as  suggested.  Of  course,  if 
the  mover  had  a  definite  idea  which  he 
would  care  to  discuss  with  him,  he  would 
be  pleased  to  do  so.  He  submitted, 
with  all  respect,  that  it  was  extremely 
difficult  for  a  Minister  or  for  the  House 
to  discuss  a  Bill  of  the  present  kind  if 
on  every  clause,  and  at  every  stage,  wide 
issues  such  as  would  be  raised  on  a  Second 
or  Third  Reading  were  raised  again  and 
again.  He  did  not  believe  it  had  ever 
been  attempted  to  be  done  before,  and 
he  Ventured  to  submit  it  did  not  tend  to 
the  efficient  discharge  of  business. 

Mb.  McCRAE  said  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  was  not  qinte 
fair  to  the  House  in  giving  this 
lecture  as  to  how  the  debates  should  be 
conducted.  This  was  the  first  Motion 
on    which  they  could  deal   with  direct 


and  indirect  taxation,  and  the  hon» 
Members  who  had  spoken  had  con- 
ducted the  debate  with  due  regard  to 
the  rules  of  the  House.  With  regard 
to  the  appointment  of  a  Committee^ 
he  thought  that  all  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  said  had  rather 
strengthened  the  suggestion  made  by 
his  hon.  friends.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  admitted  that  he  had  not  been 
able  to  come  to  a  satisfactory  conclusion 
on  the  question  at  issue,  and  that  itself 
was  a  reason  why  he  should  agree  to  the^ 
appointment  of  a  Committee.  Great 
advantage  had  been  derived  from  the 
Report  of  the  Royal  Conmiission  on 
Local  Taxation.  Certainly  the  Govern -^ 
ment  had  not  dealt  with  the  question 
as  it  might  have  done,  but  in  the  evidence, 
and  in  the  conclusions  which  the  Com- 
mission had  laid  before  the  House  they 
had  a  valuable  mine  of  information. 
He  submitted  that  the  same  advantages^ 
would  follow  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
consented  to  the  appointment  of  the 
Committee  which  in  this  case  had  been 
asked.  He  wished  to  press  on  the 
attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  the  tea  duty  of  6d.  now  proposed 
included  2d.  which  was  put  on  for  war 
taxation.  While  it  would  not  be  fair 
to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
outline  his  future  policy  with  regard  to> 
finance,  or  what  he  intended  to  do  in 
his  next  Budget,  he  might  inform  the^ 
House  as  to  his  views  with  regard  to- 
the  tea  tax  remaining  at  6d.  in  time  of 
peace.  The  tax  was  equal  to  75  per 
cent,  of  the  value  of  the  article,  and 
that,  he  submitted,  was  far  too  high 
a  percentage  in  time  of  peace.  The 
Committee  would  certainly  appreciate 
the  statement  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
could  reallv  tell  them  that  he  did  not 
consider  6d.  the  normal  duty  to  be 
imposed  on  tea,  and  that  he  would  take- 
the  first  opportunity  of  bringing  it 
back  to  the  old  level  of  4d.  which  existed 
before  the  war. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn  Regis) 
said  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
was  exceedingly  well  advised  in  declining 
to  remit  this  question  to  a  Committee. 
What  the  difference  was  between  direct 
and  indirect  taxation  no  man  had  ever 
been  able  to  pronounce  with  certainty.. 
One    school    of    economists    held    that 


\ 
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one  kind  of  tax  was  direct,  while  another 
school  held  that  it  was  indirect.  The 
difEerent  schools  of  economists  were  not 
agreed,  and  therefore  it  would  not  be 
reasonable  to  expect  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  to  agree  where  the 
doctors  so  considerably  differed.  Could 
any  hon.  Member  say  whether  a  licence 
was  a  direct  or  an  indirect  tax  \  He  got 
no  answer.  In  the  rough  -  and  •  ready 
classification  adopted  by  the  ordinary 
financier  at  the  Treasury  it  was  classed 
a  direct  tax,  but  he  himself  held  that 
it  was  absolutely  indirect  because  the 
licensee  put  the  charge  on  the  price  of  the 
beer.  Customs  duties  were  generally 
held  to  be  indirect,  but  he  held  that  in  one 
respect  they  were  very  direct.  This  was 
a  very  complicated  question  which  a 
Committee  could  not  solve.  He  went 
further 
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Bills  ought  to  be  strangled  remorselessly.. 
He  very  much  doubted  whether  any  ic- 
duction  of  taxation  would  be  in  the  true 
interest  of  economy  this  year.  Tie 
present  need  wa^  to  get  rid  of  the  load  of 
debt,  and  that  inxphed  rather  increased. 
taxation. 


The  DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN  :  You  are 
travelling  away  from  the  Amendment 
before  the  Committee. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said  this  was 
a  Ways  and  Means  Bill  for  raising  money 
to  meet  the  supply  of  the  year.  In  his 
opinion  it  did  not  afford  a  field  on  which 
economists  should  assert  themselves  in 
moving  the  reduction  of  taxation.  It 
was  in  Supply  that  should  be  done.  Once 
they  had  agreed  to  the  grant  they  must 
find  the  ways  and  means.  [An  Hon. 
Member  :  No.]  He  admitted  that 
there  might  be  different  methods.  When 
hon.  Members  came  forward  with  a  pro- 
posal to  take  twopence  off  the  tea  duty 
they  should  be  prepared  with  an  alterna- 
tive. 

Mr.  HERBERT  SAMUEL  :  We  have 
been  ruled  out  of  order  on  that  poinL^i 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said  he^did 
not  rule  the  hon.  Member  out  of  order. 
He  thought  it  was  pertinent  when  a  re- 
duction was  moved  to  show  that  there 
were  other  means  of  raising  the  money. 
Many  hon.  Members  opposite  were  as 
anxious  as  he  was  to  reduce  the  expendi- 
ture of  the  country,  but  he  wished  to  im- 
press upon  them  that  this  was  not  the 
best  opportunity.  It  should  be  done  not 
only  in  Supply,  but  when  Works  Bills  were 
brought  before  them.     Every  one  of  these 


Mr.  HERBERT  SAMUEL  said  the 
hon.  Gentleman  had  misunderstood  the 
purpose  for  which  the  Committee  was- 
proposed.  They  were  dealing  now 
with  the  tea  duty,  and  the  argument  that 
the  tax  was  heavier  on  the  poorer  than, 
the  wealthier  classes.  The  questioa 
of  the  whole  incidence  of  these  taxes- 
should  come  before  the  Committee.  He 
was  assured  that  the  consumer  paid  the 
tea  duty.  Of  course,  such  a  Committee 
as  had  been  suggested  would  have  to  ex* 
elude  from  its  purview  the  coal  tax ;  but 
it  would  be  its  business  to  assess  the  pro* 
portion  of  taxation  which  ought  to  be 
borne  by  certain  articles 

The  deputy  -  chairman  :  The 
hon  Gentleman  is  out  of  order  in  pursuing 
that  line  of  argument. 

Mr.  J.  H.  lewis  (Flint  Boroughs) 
said  that  he  ventured  to  move  last  year 
that  the  tea  duty  should  be  reduced  from 
8d.  to  6d.  per  pound,  and  he  was  glad  that 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
taken  his  advice.  But  there  was  another 
piece  of  advice  he  had  given  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  which  had  not  been 
adopted.  He  felt  assured  that  if  the 
right  hon.  Grentleman  had  appointed 
a  Committee  on  the  incidence  of  taxa- 
tion, the  Committee  might  have  ap- 
proached more  nearly  than  now  to  a 
solution  of  this  great  problem,  which 
was  to  adjust  taxation  so  that  it  should 
fall  on  the  shoulders  of  those  who  could 
bear  it  with  the  least  inconvenience. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had,  on 
his  advice  last  year,  made  this  reduction 
on  the  tea  duty  ;  but  he  wished  that  the 
right  hoD.  Gentleman  could  have  carried 
it  further,  because  the  very  poor  who 
bought  their  tea  in  very  small  quantities 
would  not  derive  much  benefit  from  the 
reduction.  He  was  glad  to  hear  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  when  he 
introduced  the  Budget  Bill,  say  that  this 
reduction  would  be  beneficially  felt 
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every  household  in  the  United  Kingdom. 
That  was  sound  economic  doctrine, 
because  it  was  undoubtedly  the  consumer 
who  had  to  pay  this  impost,  although 
the  foreign  producer  gained  a  certain 
benefit.  He  ought  to  say  that  in  the 
case  of  tea  it  was  the  colonial  producer 
in  India  and  Ceylon.  Undoubtedly  the 
tendency  of  a  large  tax  on  a  particular 
article  was  to  diminish  consumption.  It 
should  be  remembered  that  India  was  a 
miserably  poor  country,  and  anything 
which  diminished  employment  in  India 
diminished  the  chances  of  these  poor 
natives  of  obtaining  a  decent  existence. 
India  was  the  most  thickly  populated 
portion  of  His  Majesty's  dominions.  It 
had  been  afflicted  with  plague  and 
famines,  and  all  the  ills  which  afflicted 
humanity ;  and  anything  which  could 
benefit  that  country  would  benefit  this 
country.  They  heard  a  great  deal  about 
colonial  preference  and  the  desirability 
of  doing  anything  we  could  for  the  benefit 
of  the  Colonies.  He  thought  the  ri ght  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer had  conferred,  by  this  reduction  of 
the  tea  duty,  a  practical  benefit  on  India. 
In  Ceylon  the  tea  industry  had  been 
the  industrial  salvation  of  the  island, 
the  population  of  which  was  the  most 
loyal  in  the  whole  Empire.  Ceylon, 
twenty  years  ago,  was  in  a  state  of 
bankruptcy,  and  the  tea  cultivation 
saved  it.  The  tea  duty,  imposed  a  few 
years  ago,  crippled  that  colony  ;   and  he 


hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would, 
if  not  this  year,  the  next,  accept  a 
further  reduction  of  the  tea  duty. 
He  trusted  that,  by  measures  of 
economy,  it  might  be  possible  to  have 
a  further  reduction  next  year  of  2d.  per 
lb.  on  the  tea  duty.  He  had  great 
pleasure  in  supporting  the  Amendment 
of  his  hon.  friend,  and  he  trusted  that 
he  would  press  it  to  a  division. 

Sir  J.  PERGU8S0N  (Manchester, 
N.E.)  said  that  this  discussion  had  been 
largely  academic,  but  he  could  not 
let  pass  the  statement  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  who  urged  that 
such  a  tax  as  the  duty  tea  fell 
wholly  on  the  consumer.  He  was  old 
enough  to  remember  that  the  late  Earl 
Russell  said  he  was  quite  convinced  that 
moderate  indirect  taxation  fell  in  equal 
proportions  on  the  producer  and  the  con- 
sumer. 

Mr.  J.  H.  LEWIS  said  he  had  only 
quoted  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
and  was  following  his  lead.  He  was  sorry 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
did  not  also  follow  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes,  217  ; 
Noes,   157.     (Division  List  No.   170.) 


A^eii^,  Sir  Andrew  Noel 
Allhusen,  Augustus  Hen.  Kden 
AUsopp,  Hon.  George 
Anson,  Sir  William  Reynell 
Arnold -Forster,  Rt.  Hn.  HughO . 
Arrol,  Sir  William 
Atkinson,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Aubrey-Fletcher,  Rt.Hn.Sir  TI. 
Bagot,  Capt.Josceline  FitzRoy 
Bailey,  James  (Walworth) 
Bain,  Colonel  James  Robert 
Balcarres,  Lord 
Balfour,  Rt.Hn.  A  .J.  (Mancn'r 
Balfour,  Capt.  C.  B.  (Hornsey) 
Balfour,  Rt.  Hon.  G.  W.  (Leeds 
Banbury,  Sir  Frederick  (jloorge 
Banner,  John  S.  Harmood- 
Barry,  Sir  Francis  T.  (Windsor) 
Bartley,  Sir  George  C.  T. 
Beach,  Rt.  Hn.  Sir  Mich.  Hicks 
Bhownaggree,  Sir  M.  ^L 
Bignold,  Sir  Arthur 
Big^ood,  James 
Bill  Charles 

Mr.  J.  H,  Lewis, 


AYES. 

Blundell,  Colonel  Henry 
Bond,  Edward 

Bowles,  Lt.-Col.H.F  (Middlesex 
Bowles,  T.Gibson  (King's  Lynn 
Brodrick,  Rt.  Hon.  St.  John 
Brymer,  William  Ernest 
Campbeli,J.H.M.  Dublin  Univ. 
Carson,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Edw.  H. 
Cavendish,  V.C.W.   Derbysnire 
Cayzer,  Sir  Charles  William 
Chamberlain,  Rt.Hon.  J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,Rt.Hn.J.A.  Wore. 
Chapman,  Edward 
Clive,  Captain  Percy  A. 
Cochrane,  Hon.  Thos.  H.  A.  E. 
Cbddington,  Sir  William 
C!ohen,  Benjamin  Louis 
Colston,  Chas.  Edw.  H.  A  thole 
Cox,  Irvna  Edward  Bainbridge 
Craig,  Chas.  Curtis  (Antrim,  S.) 
Oipps,  diaries  Alfred 
Cross,  Herb.  Shepherd  (Bolton) 
Dalkeith,  Earl  of 
Dalrymple,  Sir  (Carles 


Davenport,  William  Bromley 
Denny,  Colonel 
Dickson,  d^harles  Scott 
Dixon-Hartland,  Sir  F.  Dixon 
Doughty,  Sir  George] 
Doui^las,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 
Doxford,  Sir  William  Theodore 
Egerton,  Hon.  A.  de  Tatton 
Elliot,  Hon.*  A.  Ralph  Douglas 
Fardell,  Sir  T.  Georoe 
Fellowes,  Rt.  Hn.  Ailwyn  Edw. 
Ferg(isson,Rt.Hn.Sir  J.  Manc'r 
Finch,  Rt.  Hon.  George  H. 
FinIay,Sir  R.B  LivemessB'glis 
Fisher,  William  Hayes 
Fison,  Frederick  William 
FitzGeralfl,  Sir  Robert  Penrose 
Fitzroy,  Hn.  Edward  Algernon 
Flannery,  Sir  Fortescue 
Flower,  Sir  Ernest 
Forster,  Henry  William 
Galloway,  WiUiam  Johnson 
Gardner,  Ernest 
Garfit,  William 


\ 
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Oofdon,  HilJ.11  EUdnftNAim)  \ 
OcrdcMu  3iUi.  £.  (TrHAmleU) 
Gore,  Hon.  S.  F.  Ornwby 
iJoBchwi,  Hon.George  Jorhim 
Oookliii^  Edward  Alfred 
GrahAflu,  Henry  Robert 
<irav,  EitMsn  (West  Ham) 
Oreene^ir  E-WtBrySEdm^nds 
-Greene,  Henry  D.  (ShrewBbnry 
OrenleU.  Willijun  Henry 
Maker,  Rt.  Hon.  Thomiu  F. 
Hamiiton,RtUn  I>ordG(Midd*x 
Hamilton,  Marq  of(  L'nd'ndeny 
Hardy,  L.  (Kent,  Ashford) 
Hare,  Tboma8  Leigh 
Haslam,  8ir  Alfred  S. 
Hay,  Hon.  Claacle  George 
Heath,  Sir  Jai^.  (Stafforai».,N.W 
Henton,  John  Henniker 
Helder,  August iu» 
Hickman,  Sir  Alfred 
Hogg,  Lindsay 
Horner,  Frederick  William 
Hoult,  Joiteph 

Howard,  Jn.  ( Kent,  Faversham 
Howard,  J.  (>iid(J.,  Tottenham 
Hozier,  Hn.James  Henry  Ocil 
Hutton,  John  (York&,  X.R.) 
Jebo,  Sir  Richard  Gaverhouae 
Jefls^Captaln  Herbert  Morton 
Kennaway,  Rt.  Hu.  Sir  JohnH. 
Kenyon,  Hon.  Geo.T.(I>enbigh) 
Kerr,  John 
Kimber,  Sir  Henry 
Lambton,  Hon.  Frederick  Wm. 
lAurie,  Lieut. -(General 
Law,  Andrew  Bonar  (Glajigow) 
Lawrence,  Sir  Jos.  (Monmouth^ 
Law  son,  Jn.  Grant<Yorkii.,X.R 
Lee,  A.  H.  (Hants.,  Fareham) 
Legge,  CV>1.  Hon.  Heneage 
Levefion-Gower,  Frederick  N.S. 
Lock^ood,  Lieut.-Col.  A.  R. 
Long,  CoL  Cha«5.  W.  (Evesnam) 
Long,  Rt.  Hon.  W.  (Bristol,  S.) 
liOwe,  Francis  William 
Loya,  Archie  Kirkman 
Lucas,  Col.  Francis  (Lowestoft) 
Lytttlton,  Rt.  Hon.  Alfred 


(23  Mat  1905; 

Xaedooa.  John  Camming 
Xaconochie.  A.  W. 
M'Arthor,  CTuirle»  tLiTefpool: 
M*Iver,Sii  Lewis4  Bi<inbargh,W 
M»jendft«%  James  A.  H. 
Malcolm,  Ian 
Manners,  Lord  Cecil 
Marks,  Harry  Hananel 
Martin,  Richard  Biddulph 
Melville,  Beresford  Valentine 
MeTsey-Thompeson,  Sir  H.  M. 
3^tchell,  William  (Burnley) 
Molesworth,  Sir  Lewis 
Montagu,  G.  (Huntingdon) 
Moore,  William 
Morpeth.  Viscount 
Morreli,  George  Herbert 
Morrison,  James  .Vrchibald 
Morton,  Arthur  H.  Aylmer 
Mount,  William  Arthur 
Mowbray,  Sir  Robert  Gray  C 
Muntz,  Sir  Philip  X 
Murray.  Col.  Wyndbam  (Batb) 
Mjrers,  William  Henry 
Xicholson«  William  Graham 
Parker,  Sir  Gilbert 
Pease,  Herb.  Pike  (Darlington) 
Percy,  Earl 

Pilkington.  Colonel  Richard 
Piatt- Hig^ins,  Frederick 
Powell,  Sir  Francis  Sharp 
Pretyman,  Eme«t  (George 
Pryoe-Jones,  Lt.-Col.  Edward 
Purvis,  Robert 
Pym,  C.  Guy 
Quilter,  Sir  Cuthbert 
Randies,  John  S. 
Rankin,  Sir  James 
Reid,  James  (Greenock) 
Renwick,  CSeorge 
Ritchie,Rt.Hn-  Chas.  Thomson 
Roberts,  Samuel  (Sheffield) 
Robertson,  Herbert  (Hackney) 
Robinson,  Brooke 
Rollit,  Sir  Albert  Kave 
Round,  Rt.  Hon.  James 
Royds,  Clement  Molvneux 
Sackville,  Col.  S.  G.'Stopfortl 
Sadler,  Col.  Samuel  ^Uexander 
Samuel,  Sir  H.  S.  (Limehoiise) 


li;Si:i^ 


Seely.  CWriw  Hihctt  .  «.s»xui« 
SeloA-Karr.  :^  Henry 
^larpe,  W  iU«aro  Edwini  T. 
S;haw-Stewvt«  Sir  Hi  Renfrv^w) 
Sinclair,  Loois  \Roi:uiord 
Ske««s-Cox«  TKoma^ 
Sloan,  Thomas  Henry 
Smith,  H  t\Xvxth  mKTytWTskle 
Smith.  Rt.  Ho>n.  J.  P.  ,Unark< 
Spear,  John  W^'^l 
Spencer.  Sir  E.  ,W.  Brv^n^^K^h^ 
Stanley.  Hv^uArthurvVtusiirk 
Stanley.  Eiiwaid  Jas^.S^merMrt 
Stanley.  Rt.  Hon.  L.>r\i  .  Lanct^ 
Stewart.  Sir  M*rk  J.  MTa$w« 
Stirling- Maxwv41.  Sir  J\4m  M. 
Stock.  James  Henry 
Stroyan,  John 
Strutt,  Hon.  tluu^Wt^  Hedlet 
raylor,  Austin  iKast  Tv^xt^h) 
Thorbura,  Sir  Walter 
Thornton,  I^M^cy  M. 
Tomlinson,  Sir  Wm.  Edw.  M. 
Tritton.  Charles  Ernest 
Tuff,  ChariM 

Tufnell,  Lieut. -IVa.  Edward 
Walker.  Col.  WiUiam  Hall 
Walrond,Rt.Hn.Sir  William  H. 
Warde,  Colonel  C.  E. 
Welbv,  Lt,.Col.A.C,E(Tattnton 
Welby,  Sir  CharlesG-E.^ Notts*,) 
Wharton,  Rt.  Hon.  John  Lloyd 
Whiteley,  H.(.\shton  und.Lyno 
WTiitraore,  CTiarles  Ali!t*rnou 
Williams,  Colonel  R.  U>*^r^*t^ 
Willoughby  de  Eresby.  lionl 
Wilson,  John  ((.Uasgow) 
Wilson.To<lfl.  Sir  W.H.(  York"*.) 
Wodehouse,  Rt.Hn.  K.R,(Bjith 
Worsley-Tavlor,  Henrv  Wilson 
Wortley,  Rt.  Hon.  C.  B.  Stuart 
Wrightson,  Sir  Thonms 
Wylie,  .\lexander 
Wyndham,  Rt,  Hon,  (»«H>rgt. 
Yerburgh,  Rol>ert  Armstrong 

Tkllkrs  for  the  Ayrs — Sir 
Alexander  Aoland«Hoo4l  antl 
Viscount  Valentia, 


Abraham,  William  (Rhondda) 

.Allen,  Charles  P. 

Ashton,  Thomas  Gair 

Atherley-Jonep,  I*. 

Austin,  Sir  John 

Barry.  E.  (Cork.  S.) 

Beaumont,  Wrntworth  C.  B. 

Bell,  Richard 

Blake,  Edward 

Boland,  John 

Brigg,  John 

Brown,  George  M.  (Edinburph) 

Brunner,  Sir  John  Tomlinson 

Bryce,  Bt.  Hon.  James 

Buchanan,  Thomas  Rybum 

Burke,  E.  Haviland 

Burfc*  Thomas 

Buxton,  Sydney  Charles 

Caldwell,  James 


NOES. 

Cameron,  Robert 
Campbell,  John  (Armagh,  S.) 
Campbell- Bannerman,  Sir  H. 
Causton,  Richard  Knight 
Channing,  Francis  Allston 
Cheethain,  John  Frederick 
Clancy,  John  Joseph 
Crean,  Euffene 
Crombie,  John  William 
Dalziel,  James  Henry 
Davies,  M.  Vaughan  ((Cardigan) 
Delany,  William 
Devlin,  C]!has.  Ramsay  (Galway 
Dewar,  John  A.  (Invemess-sh. 
Dillon,  John 
Dobbie,  Joseph 
Donelan,  Captain  A. 
Doogan,  P.  C. 
Dunn,  Sir  William 


Mibank,  Master  of 
Ellice.Capt  E.C(SAndrw*sBVhii 
Elli^  John  Ed  wan!  ( Notts.  ^ 
Emmott,  Alfred 
Esmonde,  Sir  Thomas 
Field,  William 

Findlay,  Alex.  (Lanark.  N.E.) 
Fitzmauriec,  Lord  Etlmon<l 
Flavui,  Michael  Joseph 
Flynn,  Jamos  Christopher 
Gilhooly,  James 
Gladstone,  Rt.  Hon.  Herb. John 
(voddard.  Daniel  Ford 
Grant,  Corrie 

Grey.  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  E.  (Berwick 
Gurdon,  Sir  W.  Brampton 
Haydon,  John  Patrick 
Hemphill,  Rt.  Hon.  Charles  H. 
Henderson,  Arthur  (Durham) 
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Highaiu,  John  Sharp 
Hobhouse,  C.  E.  H.  (Bristol.  E. 
Holland,  Sir  William  Henry 
Hope,  John  Deana  (Fife,  West) 
Hutchinson,  Dr.  Charles  Fredk. 
Hutton.  Alfred  E.  (Morley) 
Jacobv,  James  Alfred 
Johnson,  John 
Joicey,  Sir  James 
Jones,  Leif  (Appleby) 
Jones, William  (Camarvonshire 
Joyce,  Michael 
Kearley,  Hudson  E. 
Kilbride,  Denis 
Kitson,  Sir  James 
Labouchere,  Henry 
Lambert,  George 
Langley,  Batty 

Lawson,  Sir  Wilfrid  (0>mwall) 
Layland-Barratt,  Francis 
I^eese,  Sir  Jos.  F.  (Accrington) 
Lenff,  Sir  John 
Levy,  Maurice 
Lewis,  John  Herbert 
Lloyd-George,  David 
LougH,  Thomas 
Lundon«  W. 

MacXeill,  John  (cordon  Swift 
MacVeagh,  Jeremiah 
M*CVae,  George 
M*Fadden,  Edward 
H*HugIi,  Patrick  A. 
M'Kean,  John  * 

M'Killop,  W.  (Sligo,  North) 
M'Laren,  Sir  Charles  Benjamin 


{COMMONS} 

Mansfield,  Horace  Rendall 

Mooney,  John  J. 

Morgan,  J.  IJoyd  (Carmarthen) 

Murphy,  John 

Nannetti,  Joseph  P. 

Nolan.Col.  John  P.(Galway,N.) 

Xolan,  Joseph  (Louth,South) 

Norton,  Capt.  Cecil  William 

O'Brien,  James  F.  X.  (Cork) 

O'Brien,  K.  (Tipperary,  Mid.) 

O'Brien,  Patrick  (Kilkenny) 

O'Brien,  P.  J.  (Tipperary,  N.) 

O'Connor,  James  (Wicklow,  W. 

O'Connor,  John  (Kildare,  N.) 

O'Donnell,  John  (Mayo,  S.) 

O'Dowd,  John 

O'Malley,  William 

Parrott,  William 

Partington,  Oswald 

Pease,  J.  A.  (Safitron  Walden) 

Philipps,  John  Wynford 

Power,  Patrick  Joseph 

Price,  Robert  John 

Priestley,  Arthur 

Rea,  Russell 

Reddy,  M. 

Redmond,  John  E.  (Waterford) 

Richards,  Thoma8(W.Monm'th 

Rickett,  J.  0>mpton 

Roberts,  John  H.  (Denbighs.) 

Robertson,  Edmund  (Dundee) 

Roche,  John 

Runciman,  Walter 

RusseU,  T.  W. 

Samuel,  Herbert  L.  (Cleveland) 


BUI. 
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Schwann,  (!!harles  E. 
Shackleton,  David  James 
Shipman,  Dr.  John  G. 
Sinclair,  John  (Forfarshire) 
Slack,  John  Bamford 
Spencer,  Rt.Hn.  C.R(Northaiits 
Stanhope,  Hon.  Philip  James 
Stevenson,  Francis  S. 
Strachey,  Sir  Edward 
Sullivan,  Donal 
Taylor,  Theodore  C.  (RadclifTe) 
Tennant,  Harold  John 
Thomas,  Sir  A.  (Glamorgan,E.> 
Thomas,  D.  Alfred  (Merthyr) 
Thomson,  F.  W.  (York,  W.  R.) 
Toulmin,  George 
Trevelyan,  Charles  Philips 
Villiers,  Ernest  Amherst 
Walton,  Joseph  (Bamsley) 
Wason,  Eugene  (Clackmannan) 
Wason,  John  Cathcart  ( Orkney  > 
White,  George  (Norfolk) 
White,  Luke  (York,  E.R.) 
Whiteley,  George  (York,  W.R) 
Whitley,  J.  H.  (Halifax) 
Wilson,  Fred.W.(Norfolk,Mid.> 
Wilson,  John  (Durham,  Mid.) 
Wilson,  J.W.(Worcester8h.,N.> 
Younff,  Samuel 
Yoxafi,  James  Henry 

Tellebs  fob  the  Nobs — ^Mr> 
Soares  and  Mr.  Cawley. 


Question   put  "  That  Clause  1  stand        The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes,  215  ; 
part  of  the  Bill."  Noes,   157.    (Division  List  No.   171.) 


Agnew,  Sir  Andrew  Noel 
AUhusen,  Augustus  Hen.  Eden 
Allsopp,  Hon.  George 
Anson,  Sir  William  Reynell 
Amol(l-Forster,Rt.Hn.Hugh  0. 
Arrol,  Sir  William 
Atkinson,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Aubrey-Fletcher,Rt.Hn.  Sir  H. 
Bagot,  Capt.  Josceline  FitzRoy 
Bailey,  James  (Walworth) 
Bain,  Colonel  James  Robert 
Balcarres,  Lord 

Balfour,  Rt.  Hn.  A.  J.(Manch'r 
Balfour,  Capt.  C.  B.  (Homsey) 
Balfour,  Rt.  Hon.  G.  W.  (Leeds 
Banbury,  Sir  Frederick  (George 
Banner,  John  S.  Harmood- 
Barry,  Sir  Francis  T.  (Windsor) 
Bartley,  Sir  George  C.  T. 
Beach,  Rt.  Hn.  Sir  Mich.  Hicks 
Bhownaggree,  Sir  M.  M. 
Bignold,  Sir  Arthur 
Bigwood,  James 
Bill,  Charles 

Blundell,  Colonel  Henry 
Bond,  Edward 

Bowles,  T.Gibson  (King^s  Lynn 
Brodrick,  Rt.  Hon.  St.  John 
Brjrmer,  William  Ernest 
Campbell,  J.H.M-(DublinUniv. 


AYES. 

CarUle,  WiUiam  Walter 
Carson,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Edw.  H. 
Cavendish,  V.C.W.  (Derbyshire 
Cayzer,  Sir  Charles  William 
Chamberlain,  Rt.Hon.  J.(Birm. 
ChamberlaimBt  Hn.J.A(Worc. 
Chapman,  Edward 
(]9ive.  Captain  Percy  A. 
Cochrane,  Hon.  Thos.  H.  A.  £. 
Coddington,  Sir  William 
Cohen,  Benjamin  Louis 
Cobton,  Chas.  Edw.  H.  Athole 
Cox,  Irwin  Edward  Bainbridge 
Craig,  Chas.  Curtis  (Antrim,  S.) 
Cripps,  Charles  Alfred 
Cross,  Herb.  Shepherd  (Bolton) 
Dalkeith,  Earl  of 
Dalrymple,  Sir  Charles 
Davenport,  William  Bromley 
Denny,  Colonel 
Dickson,  Charles  Scott 
Dimsdale,Rt.Hn.  Sir  Joseph  C. 
Dixon-Hartland,  Sir  F.  Dixon 
Doughty,  Sir  George 
Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 
Doxford,  Sir  William  Theodore 
Egerton,  Hon.  A.  de  Tatton 
Elliot,  Hon.  A.  Ralph  Douglas 
Fardell,  Sir  T.  George 
I  FoUowes,  Rt.  Hn.  Ailwyn  Edw. 


Fergusson,Rt.Hn.Sir  J.(MAnc'r 
Finch,  Rt.  Hon.  George  H. 
Finlay,  Sir  R.B(Inyeme88B*ghs 
Fisher,  William  Hayes 
Fison,  Frederick  William 
FitzGerald,  Sir  Robert  Penrose 
Fitzroy,  Hon.  Edward  Algernon 
Flannery,  Sir  Fortescue 
Flower,  Sir  Ernest 
Forster,  Henry  William 
Galloway,  William  Johnson 
Gardner,  Ernest 
Garfit,  WUUam 
Godson,  Sir  Augustus  Fredk. 
Gordon,  Hn.J.£.(Elgin&Naim> 
Gore,  Hon.  S.  F.  Ormsby 
(jk)schen,  Hon.  George  Joaohim 
(jroulding,  Edward  Alfred 
Graham,  Henry  Robert 
Gray,  Ernest  (West  Ham) 
Greene,  SirE.W(B*ryS£dm'nds 
Greene,  Henry  D.  (Shrewsbury 
Grenfell,  William^Henry 
Hall,  Edward  Marshall 
Halsey,  Rt.  Hon.  Thomas  P. 
Hamilton,RtHn  LordG<Midd*x 
Hamilton,  Marqof( Londonderry-  ^ 
Hardy,  L.  (Kent,|Ashf6rd) 
Hare,  Thomas  Leigh 
Haslam,  Sir  Alfred  S. 


1161 


Finance 


Hay,  Hon.  Clauae  George 
Heath.  Sir  Jas.(SUfrord8.,  N.W 
Heaton,  John  Henniker 
Holder,  Augustus 
Hickman,  Sir  <\lfred 
Hogg,  Lindsay 
Homer,  Frederick  William 
Houldsworth,  Sir  Wm.  Henry 
Hoult,  Joseph 

Howard,  Jn.  (Kent,  Faversham 
Howard,  J.  (Midd.,  Tottenham 
Hozier,Hon.Jame8  Henry  Cecil 
Hutton,  John  (Yorks.,  X.R.) 
Jebb;  Sir  Richard  Claverhouse 
•Jessel,  Captain  Herbert  Merton 
Kennaway,  Rt.Hn.  Sir  John  H. 
Kenyon,  Hon.  Geo.  T.(  Denbigh 
Kerr,  John 
Kimber,  Sir  Henry 
Lambton,  Hon.  Frederick  Wm. 
Laurie,  I Jeut. -General 
Lai»,  Andrew  Bonar  (Glasgow) 
Lawrence,  Sir  Jos.  (Monmouth) 
I^aWBon,  Jn.  Grant(Yorks.,N.R 
Lee,  A.  H.  (Hants.,  Fareham) 
Legge,  Col.  Hon.  Heneage 
Leveson-Gower,  Freoerick  N.S. 
Lockwood,  Lieut. -Col.  A.  R. 
Long,  Col.  Charles  W.(  Evesham) 
Long,  Rt.  Hon.  W.  (Bristol,  S.) 
Lowe,  Francis  William 
Loyd,  Archie  Kirkman 
Lucas,  Col.  Francis  (Lowestoft) 
Lyttelton,  Rt.  Hon.  Alfred 
Macdona,  John  Cumming 
Maconochie,  A.  W. 
M* Arthur,  Charles  (Liverpool) 
M*Iver,SirLewi8  (Edinburgh,W 
Majendie,  James  A.  H. 
Malcolm,  Ian 
Manners,  Lord  Cecil 
Marks,  Harry  Hananel 
3Iartin,  Richard  Biddulph 


{23  May  1905} 

Meysey-Thompson,  Sir  H.  M. 
Mitchell,  William  (Burnley) 
Molesworth,  Sir  Lewis  |^ 

Montagu,  G.  (Huntingdon) 
Moore,  William 
Morpeth,  Viscount 
Morrell,  George  Herbert 
Morton,  Arthur  H.  Aylmer 
Mount,  William  Arthur 
Mowbray,  Sir  Robert  Gray  C. 
Muntz,  Sir  Philip  A. 
Murray,  Col.  Wyndham  (Bath) 
Myers,  William  Henry 
Nicholson,  William  Graham 
Parker,  Sir  Gilbert 
Pease,  Herb.  Pike  (Darlington) 
Percy,  Earl 

Pilkington,  (k>lonel  Richard 
Piatt- Uiggins,  Frederick 
Powell,  Sir  Francis  Sharp 
Pretyman,  Ernest  George 
Pryce- Jones,  Lt.-CoL  Edward 
Purvis,  Robert 
Pym,  C.  Guy 
Quilter,  Sir  Cuthbert 
Randies,  John  S. 
Rankin,  Sir  James 
Reid,  James  (Greenock) 
Renwick,  George 
Ritchie,  Rt.Hn.  Chas.  Thomson 
Roberts,  Samuel  (Sheffield) 
Robertflon,  Herbert  (Hackney) 
Robinson,  Brooke 
Rollit,  Sir  Albert  Kaye 
Royds,  Clement  Molyneux 
Sackville,  Col  S.  G.  Stopford 
Sadler,  Col.  Samuel  Alexander 
Samuel,  Sir  H.  S.  (Limehouse) 
Seely,  Charles  Hilton  (lincoln) 
Seton-Karr,  Sir  Henry 
Sharpe,  William  Edward  T. 
Shaw-Stewart,  Sir  H.( Renfrew) 
Sinclair,  Louis  (Romford) 
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Skewe8-C)ox,  Thomas 
Sloan,  Thomas  Henry 
Smith,H  C(North'mb.Tyne8ide 
Smith,  Rt.  Hon.  J.  P.  (Lanarks 
Spear,  John  Ward 
Spencer,  Sir  E.  (W.  Bromwich) 
Stanley,  Hon.Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley,  Edward  Jas.  (Somerset 
Stanley,  Rt.  Hon.  Lord  (Lanes. 
Stewart,  Sir  Mark  J.  M'Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell,  Sir  John  M. 
Stock,  James  Henry 
Stroyan,  John 
Strutt,  Hon.  Charles  Hedley 
Taylor,  Austin  (East  Toxteth) 
Thorburn,  Sir  Walter 
Thornton,  Percy  M. 
TomlinjBon,  Sir  Wm.  Edw.  M. 
Tritton,  Charles  Ernest 
Tuft,  Charles 

Tufnell,  Lieut-Col.  Edward 
Walker,  Col.  William  Hall 
Walrond,Rt.Hn.Sir  William  H. 
Welby,  Lt.-CoLA.C.E(Taunton 
Welby,  Sir  Charles  G.E.(Notts. 
Wharton,  Rt.  Hon.  John  Lloyd 
Whiteley,  H.(Ashton  und.Lyne 
Whitmore,  Chiles  Algernon 
Williams,  Colonel  R.  (Dorset) 
Willoughby  de  Eresby,  Lord 
Wilson,  John  (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd,  Sir  W.H.( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse,  RtHn.  E.R.(Bath 
Worsley-Taylor,  Henry  Wilson 
Wortley,  Rt.  Hon.  C  B.  Stuart 
Wrightson,  Sir  Thomas 
Wylie,  Alexander 
Wyndham,  Rt.  Hon.  George 
Yerburgh,  Robert  Armstrong 

Tellbbs  fob  the  Ayes — Sir 
Alexander  Acland-Hood  and 
Viscount  Valentia. 


Abraham,  William  (Rhondda) 
Allen,  Charles  P. 
Ajshton,  Thomas  (xair 
Asquith,Rt.Hn.  Herbert  Henry 
Atherley-Jonos,  L. 
Austin,  Sir  John 
Bfiurlow,  John  Emmott 
Barry,  E.  (Cork,  S.) 
Beaumont,  Wentworth  C.  B. 
Bell,  Richard 
Blake,  Edward 
Boland,  John 
Bri^g,  John 

Brown,  George  ]VL  (Edinburgh) 
Brunncr,  Sir  Jotm  Tomlinson 
Bryce,  Rt.  Hon.  James 
Buchanan,  Thomas  Ryburn 
Burke,  E.  Haviland 
Burt,  Thomas 
Buxton,  Sydney  Clharles 
Cameron,  Robert 
Campbell,  John  (Armagh,  S.) 
•Oampbell-Bannerman,  Sir  H. 
Oauston,  Richard  Knight 
Cawley,  Frederick 
Ohanning,  Francis  41lston 
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Cheetham,  John  Frederick 
Clancy,  John  Joseph 
Crean,  Eugene 
Oombie,  John  William 
Dslziel,  James  Henry 
Davies,  M.  Vaughan  (Cardigan) 
Delany,  William 
Devlin,  Chas.  Ramsay  (Galway 
Dewar,  John  A.  (Invemess-sh. 
Dillon,  John 
Dobbie,  Joseph 
Donelan,  Captain  A. 
Doogan,  P.  C. 
Dunn,  Sir  William 
Elibank,  Master  of 
LlUce,Capt  E.C(SAndrw*sB*ghs 
Ellis,  John  Edward  (Notte.) 
Emmott,  Alfred 
Eve^  Harry  Trelawney 
Field,  WilUam 

Findlay,  Alex.  (Lanark,  N.E.) 
Fitzmaurice,  Lord  Edmond 
Flavin,  Michael  Joseph 
Flynn,  James  (Christopher 
Gilhooly,  James 
I  Gladstone, Rt.Hn. Herbert  John 


Goddard,  Daniel  Ford 

Grant,  Corrie 

Grey,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  E.(Berwicji> 

Gurdon,  Sir  W.  Brampton 

Harcourt,  Lewis 

Hayden,  J  )hn  Patrick 

Hemphill,  Rt.  Hon.  Charles  H. 

Henderson,  Arthur  (Durham) 

Hiffham,  John  Sharp 

Hdland,  Sir  William  Henry 

Hope,  John  Deans  (Fife,  West) 

Hutchinson,  Dr.  (Charles  Fredk. 

Hutton,  Alfred  E.  (Morley) 

Jacoby,  James  Alfred 

Johnson,  John 

Joicey,  Sir  James 

Jones,  Leif  (Appleby) 

Jones, William  ((Camarvonshir:i 

Joyce,  Michael 

Kilbride,  Denis 

Kitson,  Sir  James 

Labouchere,  Henry 

Lambert,  (jleorge 

Langley,  Batty 

Lawson,  Sir  Wilfrid  ((Ik)mwan) 

Layland-Barratt,  Francis 
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lipese.  Sir  Jos.  F.  (Accrington) 

Leng,  Sir  John 

I^vy,  Maurice 

Lewis,  John  Herbert 

Lloyd-George,  David 

Lough,  Thomas 

Lundon,  W. 

MacNeill,  John  Gordon  Swif  fc 

MacVeagh,  Jeremiah 

M*Crae,  George 

M'Fadden,  Edward 

M*Hugh,  Patrick  A. 

M^Kean,  John 

M^KHlop,  W.  (Sligo,  North) 

M'Laren,  Sir  Charles  Benjamin 
Mansfield,  Horace  Rendall 
Mooney,  John  J. 
Morgan,  J.  Lloyd  (Carmarthen) 
Moulton.  John  Fletcher 
Murphy,  John 
Nannetti,  Joseph  P. 
Nolan,  Col.  John  P.(Galway,N. 
Nolan,  Joseph  (Louth,  South) 
Norton,  Capt.  Cecil  William 
O'Brien,  James  F.  X.  (Cork) 
O^Brien,  K.  (Tipperary,  Mid.) 
O'Brien,  Patrick  (Kilkenny) 
O'Brien,  P.  J.  (Tipperarv,  N.) 
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O'Connor,  James  (Wicklow,W. 

O'Connor,  John  (Kildare,  N.) 

O'Donnell,  John  (Mayo,  S.) 

O'Dowd,  John 

O'Malley,  William 

Parrott,  WilUam 

Partington,  Oswald 

Pease,  J.  A.  (Saffron  Walden) 

Philipps,  John  Wynford 

Pirie,  Duncan  V. 

Price,  Robert  John 

Reddy.  M. 

Redmond,  John  E.  (Waterford) 

Richards,  H.  C.  (Finsbury,  E.) 

Rickett,  J.  Compton 

Roberts,  John  H.  (Denbighs.) 

Robertson,  Edmund  (Dundee) 

Roche,  John 

Runciman,  Walter 

Russell,  T.  W. 

Samuel,  Herbert  L.  (Cleveland) 

Schwann,  Charles  E. 

Shackleton,  David  James 

Shipman,  Dr.  John  G. 

Sinclair,  John  (Forfarshire) 

Slack,  John  Bamford 

Soares,  Ernest  J. 

Spencer,  Rt.Hn.C.R(Northant« 
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Stanhope,  Hon.  Philip  James 
Stevenson,  Francis  8. 
Stmchey,  Sir  Edward 
Sullivan,  Donal 
Taylor,  Theodore  C.  (Radclifft;) 
Tennant,  Harold  John 
Thomas,  Sir  A.(Glaraorgan,  E.) 
Thomas,  DavidAlfred(Merthvr 
Thomson.  F.  W.  (York,  W.R.) 
Trevelyan,  Charles  Philips 
Villiers,  Ernest  Amherst 
Walton,  Joseph  (Bamsley) 
Wason,  Eugene  (ClackmannanV 
Wason,  JohnCathcart  (Orknev> 
White,  George  (Norfolk) 
White,  Luke  (York.,  E.R.) 
Whiteley,  George  (York.  W.R.) 
Whitley,  J.  H.  (Halifax) 
Whittaker,  Thomas  Palmer 
Wilson,  Fred.W.(Norfolk,Mid.) 
Wilson,  John  (Durham,  Mid.) 
Young,  Samuel 
Yoxall,  James  Henry 

Tellers  fob  the  Noes— Mr 
Russell  Rea  and  Mr.  Toulmin. 


«< 


(( 


Clause  2  : 

•   Mr.    WHITLEY  said   the   words   he 
proposed  to  leave  out  appeared  to  him 
to  be  mere  surplusage  or  else  words  put 
in    to    create    a    very  fine    and   subtle 
distinction    between    "  increased "    and 
additional"  duties.     The  clause  said, 
additional"  duties  and   Customs  im- 
posed by  Clauses  2,  3,  4  of  the  Finance 
Act    of    1900,    including    the   increased 
duties  mentioned  in  the  j&fth  clause  of 
that  Act.   He  deprecated  this  legislation 
by  reference,  and  could  not  see  why  the 
first  words  of  the  clause  were  not  suffi- 
cient of  themselves.     But  even  if  they 
were  not,  he  thought  it  would  have  been 
much  better  drafting  to  put  in  "  addi- 
tional and  increased  "  duties.    He  begged 
to  move. 


Amendment    proposed — 

"  In  page  2,  to  leave  out  the  words*  *  inclu«liiitr 
Ihe  increased  duties  imposed  by  Section  5  of 
that  Act.'  "— (^Vr.  WhitUy.) 

Question  proposed  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Claus'e." 

Mr.       AUSTEN       CHAMBERLAIN 

pointed  out  that  Clause  6  of  the  Finance 
Act  of  1900  stood  upon  a  different 
lootmg  to  Clauses  2,  3,  and  4.     Clause  5 


enacted  duties  some  of  which  were 
descnbed  as  "  additional "  and  some  as 
increased,"  and  unless  in  the  present 
Bill  they  included  the  reference  to  the 
increased  duties  the  form  of  the  clause 
would  merely  repeal  the  additional  and 
not  the  increased  duties  in  the  original 

Mr.  WHITLEY  asked  whether  the 
duties  mentioned  in  Clause  5  were  not 
levied  before  1900. 

Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN  said 
those  articles  were  taxed  before  1900 
but  by  that  Act  the  spirit  duty  by  which 
the  duty  on  those  articles  was  fixed  was 
raised,  and  therefore  it  became  necessary 
to  increase  the  duty  on  those  articles. 

Mr.     WHCTLEY    said     he    thought 
the   right   hon.    Gentleman   had   rather 

ir^'^''3®  ^^"^^  ^*^^  ^'i  *^e  Act  of 
IJOO.     The   matter,    he   thought,   could 

be  remedied  m  the  present  Bill,  if,  as  he 
understood,  the  first  part  of  Clause  5 
recited  only  the  additions  to  the 
existmg  duties  imposed  an  account  of 
the  war,  whilst  the  second  part  of  the 
clause  recited  the  new  duties,  the  ad- 
ditional duties,  imposed. 

Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN  said 
tue  hon.  Member  was  quite  accurate. 
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Mr.  WHITLEY  thought  it  was  a  !  not  moved  in  reference  to  the  Customa 
pity  that  a  method  of  this  kind  had  been  I  duties  on  beer  and  spirits  ;  it  was  only 
adopted,  because  it  prevented  the  Com-  >  right  that  they  should  bear  their  fair 
mittee  from  arriving  at  the  actual  I  share  of  taxation,  but  he  did  claim  an 
amount  of  the  duties  imposed  on  these  ,  exemption  in  favour  of  Irish  tobacco, 
articles  on  account  of  the  war,  especially  '  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would 
the  minor  articles.  He  hoped  the  right  [  probably  give  the  stereot3rped  reply  that 
hon.  Gentleman  at  some  fut'^re  time  money  must  be  obtained.  The  amount 
would  see  his  way  to  treat  these  articles  I  involved,  however,  was  so  small,  in  com- 
on  the  same  basis  as  tobacco,  beer,  and  ,  parison  with  the  Budget  as  a  whole,  that 
spirits.  He  begged  leave,  after  the  right  he  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
hon.  Gentleman's  explanation,  to  with-  ,  see  his  way  to  make  the  moderate 
draw  his  Amendment.  '  concession    asked    for.     He    begged    to 

[  move. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn.  | 

Amendment  proposed — 

Mr.  FLYNN  said  that  by  Section  2  "  In  page  2,  line  8,  at  end  to  add  the  words^ 
of  the  Finance  Bill  an  additional  'P^'ovided,  however,  that  the  additional  duty  of 
duty  of  4d.  a  lb.  was  placed  on  all  \l^^l^:^^^the\^^^^P^h7p^otiontwooi: 
.,•'  TTj-i.i_  11  -  ^'^^  Finan'^e  Act,  1900,  shall  not  apply  to  un- 

tobaccos.  Had  it  been  placed  on  I  manufactured  tobacco  imported  into  Ireland 
high-priced  cigars  he  would  not  say  j  as  from  th?  first  day  of  July,  nineteen  hundre  1 
anything  more  about    it,     but    it  was  i  *"^  ^^e.***— (Afr.  iYy»n.) 

imposed   on  all   kinds   of  tobaccos,  es- ' 

pecially  those  cheap  tobaccos  which  were  '      Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 

imported  into  Ireland,  in  respect  to  which  i  "®  there  added." 

he   thought   the   increased    tax   of   4d.  ,  ^twtt^         -j     i. 

ought  to  be  repealed.    By  the  extent  I      ^.^-  ^  *^IELD      said    he     had     just 

to   which   the   price  of   an   article   was '  received   a   telegram  from  the  tobacco 

increased  the  industry  concerned  in  the  I  manufacturers      in      his     constituency 

manufacture  of  that  article  was  penal- '  ^*^^^«    *"f    ^    support    this    Amend- 

ised,  and  the  growing  industry  of  tobacco  >  °J®^*-      "*^®    manufactunng   aspect    of 

manufacture  in  Ireland  had  been  seriously  I  ^^   question  should  not  be  lost   sight 

injured  by  the  imposition  of  this  ad- '  ^l'    }^  ^*«  ^^^  ^^^y  ^^  **^®  Chancellor 

ditional  duty.    Ireland  was  not  so  rich '  ^^   *^®   Exchequer   to   co-operate   with 

in  industries  that  she  could  afford  to  |  ^^7    a^^mpt     to     prevent     American 

have   any  of  them  interfered   with   or^^^?^    ™^    monopolising    the    retail 


handicapped,    and    he    submitted    that 
it   would   be   perfectly  easy  by   means 


businesses    in    the    country,    and    Irish 
manufacturers  were  seriously  handicapped 


of  a  sub-section  to  relieve  the  Irish  ^^  ^^^^^  endeavours  to  compete  with 
tobacco  industry  of  this  imposition.  *^^»®  ^^'^^^  ^7  **^®  taxation  they  had 
A  certain  class  of  Irish  tobacco  was !  *<>  ^f*^-  ^he  duty  of  4d  operated 
largely  consumed  by  the  working  classes  I  g^fvely  against  the  manufacture  of 
both  of  this  country  and  of  Ireland.  I  tobacco,  and  the  small  allowance  asked 
Many  working  men  would  rather  forego  !  ^^^  ^7  ^^»  Amen^ent  would  be  of 
their  breakfast  or  dinner  than  their  |  Pf^  ^*^^»^*^^®-  ^^  subnutted  that 
pipe,  and   it  was  no  abuse  of  language    ^™P    ^^    *^    exceptional    case    for 


to    say    that    to    many  of    the    poorer 
classes  tobacco  had  become  a  necessity 


of  Ufe.     It  was  one  of  the  few  alleviations  1  Possible     way     in     order     the      more 


relief  in  this  matter  and  that  the  growing 
of  tobacco  should  be  encouraged  in  every 


of  their  lot  of  unremitting  toil,  and 
the  working  classes  of  Ireland  felt  it 
rather  hard  that  this  modest  luxury 
and  almost  necessity  should  be  taxed 
more  heavily  for  the  purpose  of  carrying 
on  a  great  war  to  which  they  were 
always  opposed.  But  the  war  had  been 
over  for  nearly  three  years,  and  yet 
the    taxes    were    maintained.    He    had 


successfully  to  cope  with  the  foreign 
competition  which  was  daily  becoming 
more  formidable. 

Mb.  flavin  joined  his  hon.  friend 
in  protesting  against  the  continuance 
of  this  war  taxation  upon  the  poor- 
est of  the  poor.  The  question  was 
of     importance     from     the     point     of 
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Tiew,   not  only  of  taxpayers  generally, 
liut  of  consumers  of  tobacco,  English  and 
Irish,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  Imperial 
Tobacco  Company  of  America  had  se- 
cured   practical    control    of    the    retail 
market.     There  was  absolutely  no  com- 
petition, consequently  no  protection  for 
the   poor   consumers,    other   than   that 
supplied  by  the  independent  Irish  tobacco 
manufacturers.    But  because  the  Irish 
manufacturers  had  to  face  the  increased 
-duty  of  4d.  the  American  combine  were 
placing  on  the  market  an  imitation  of  Irish 
roll  tobacco  at  cost  price  in  order  to  destroy 
the  independent  firms  who  had  stood 
out  from  the  combination.     He  believed 
in  healthy  competition  and  fair  profits. 
The  practical  control  of  the  tobacco  trade 
by  one  syndicate  was  a  serious  matter 
for  the  working  men    of    the    country. 
Great  credit  was  due  to  firms  like  Gal- 
lahers',  who  had  had  the  wits,  energy, 
and  capital  successfully  so  far  to  stand 
•outside  the  ring,  and  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  ought  to  encourage  such 
firms  in  their  endeavour,  even  at  loss 
and  injury  to  themselves,  to  give  the 
people  the  benefit  of  healthy  competition. 
He  was  sorry  that  the  average  English 
manufacturer  did  not  show  a  more  en- 
lightened spirit,'  and  this  was  only  an 
example  of  the  way  in  which  they  took 
a  selfish  and  narrow  view  of  this  matter 
as  opposed  to  the  welfare  of  the  masses. 
He  appealed   to  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  on  the  grounds  he  had  stated, 
first,  in  the  interests  of  the  poorest  of 
the  poor,  and,  secondly,  in  the  interests 
of    those    independent    firms   who    had 
stood  outside  the  combination,  and  who 
were  placing  a  good  article  on  the  market. 
He  thought  such  firms  ought  to  be  en- 
couraged.    The  Imperial  Tobacco  Com: 
pany  had  made  up  its  mind  to  drive  all 
independent  men   inside   their   trust   or 
else  ruin  them  by  unfair  competition. 
In  the  interests  of  Irish  industries  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  ought  to 
•  do  something  to  protect  them,  and  thus 
increase    the    amount    of    employment 
in  Ireland. 

Mb.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN  said 

he  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  that  in 

the  progress  of  our  commercial  life  and 

the^  world's  commercial  life  trusts  and 

^eat^  combinations  were  beginning,  and 

Mr.  Flavin, 


I  probably    would    continue,    to    play    a 
much  larger  part  than  had  been  the  case 
in  the  past.     Consequently,  it  would  be 
I  necessary  for  any  Grovernment  to  watch 
their  operation,  and  to  see  whether  any 
>  regulation  was  necessary  to  prevent  great 
!  private  combinations  from  becoming  a 
'  public  danger.     He  did  not  think  that 
I  case  had  arisen  yet,  but  the  matter  was 
I  one  which  any  Grovernment  must  keep 
I  under  observation.     Other  countries  had 
deemed  it  necessary  to  have  such  legis- 
I  lation   in   contemplation,   and   in   some 
instances  had  actually  passed  legislation 
on  this  question.    He  thought  in  the  near 
future  they  might  have  to  direct  their 
attention  to  the  new  state  of  things  which 
had  been  created.     He  thought  he  could 
show  to  the  hon.  Member  that  the  parti- 
cular Amendment  now  before  the  House 
was  not  the  proper  method  by  which 
his  object  should  be  pursued,  and  that 
it  would  not  attain  the  end  at  which  he 
aimed.      He  had    spoken  of   the  trade 
which   was   of   special   interest   to   the 
Chancellor    of    the    Exchequer    because 
it  furnished  a  large  portion  of  the  revenue. 
He  had  stated  that  the  tobacco  trade 
in  Ireland  was  at  the  mercy  of  a  foreign 
combination.     He  thought  he  was  wrong 
in  saying  that  any  foreign  combination 
seriously  menaced  that  trade.    No  doubt 
there  had  been  a  fight  between  a  foreign 
and  a  home  combination,  which  arose 
out  of  the  attempt  made  to  invade  our 
own  market  by  a  great  foreign  trust. 
There  was  a  sharp  battle,  but  not  a  very 
long  one,  and  it  resulted  in  the  defeat 
of  the  foreign  combination,  which  came 
to  an  agreement  with  the  home  combina- 
tion practically  to  the  extent  that  they 
should  not  invade  our  market.    Whatever 
disturbance  there  now  was  in  the  trade 
was  not  due  to  a  foreign  combination, 
but  was  largely  due  to  a  domestic  com- 
bination.     The  hon.  Member  was  mis- 
taken in  supposing  that  the  combination 
he  alluded  to  included  all  the  British 
firms.     The  Imperial  Tobacco  Company 
was  a  very  powerful  and  a  very  large 
combination,   but   if  the  hon.   Member 
made  inquiries  he  would  find  that  a  very 

considerable  number  of  firms  still  stood 

outside  that  combination  in  this  country. 

Mr.  flavin  :    Yes,  but  they  are  try- 
ing to  force  them  inside. 
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Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN  said 
there  was  still  a  considerable  number  of 
firms  in  England  who  had  stood  outside. 
The  hon.  Gentlemen's  Amendment  would 
favour  Irish  firms  in  regard  to  Irish  trade, 
and  one  of  his  arguments  was  that  it 
would  enable  them  to  resist  this  com- 
bination. He  wished  to  point  out  that 
it  would  give  no  assistance  to  firms  which 
stood  outside  the  combination  in  the  rest 
of  the  United  Kingdom.  The  hon. 
Member  who  moved  the  Amendment 
pleaded  for  it  on  the  ground  that  it  would 
encourage  Irish  manufactures.  He  was 
glad  to  think  that  this  was  a  most  pros- 
perous industry  in  Ireland,  employing 
many  hands,  and  he  hoped  it  was  profit- 
able both  to  the  country  and  to  the 
people  who  carried  it  on.  The  Amend- 
ment would  introduce  a  complication 
into  their  system  which  would  be  ex- 
tremely difficult,  because  it  would  pick 
out  for  special  favour  one  or  two  manu- 
facturers to  the  detriment  of  all  other 
manufact  irers,  whether  forming  part  of 
the  combination  or  not.  As  a  matter  of 
fact  it  would  be  protective  in  its  pature 
as  against  the  foreign  manufacturers. 
He  hardly  needed  to  pursue  that  qusstion, 
because,  as  they  were  all  aware,  the 
Government  was  not  going  to  propound 
any  changes  of  that  character  during  the 
present  Parliament.  He  was  not  insen- 
sible to  the  possible  danger  of  these  great 
industrial  combinations,  nor  to  the  fact 
that  they  were  a  proper  subject  for  the 
attention  of  the  Government,  because 
they  might,  in  the  course  of  their  develop- 
ment render  changes  in  our  laws  neces- 
sary which  were  not  necessary  when 
such  great  combinations  were  unknown. 
It  was  evident,  however,  that  they 
could  not  deal  with  that  question 
by  a  single  small  Amendment  of  this 
character,  and  he  assured  the  hon. 
Member  that  it  would  not  produce  the 
result  which  he  desired. 


Mb.  field  asked  the  rijo^t  hon. 
Gentleman  to  answer  his  point  as  to  the 
encouragement  of  tobacco-growing  in 
Ireland. 


Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN  said 
he  was  afraid  that  the  question  of  tobacco - 
growing  in  Ireland  would  not  be  in  order 
upon  t^is  Amendment. 

VOL.  CXLVI.    [Fourth  Series.] 


The    DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN:   No,  it 
would  not  be  in  order. 


Mr.  flavin  said  in  regard  to  this 
matter  they  were  not  selfish  and  did  not 
want  any  special  treatment.  What  con 
cession  they  made  to  the  Irish  manu- 
facturers he  was  quite  wilhng  should 
be  given  to  other  manufacturers. 
He  was  glad  to  hear  trom  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  th^t  some  manufac- 
turers in  this  country  stood  outside  the 
combination.  He  suggested  that  they 
should  also  give  them  exemption  and 
encourage  them  to  stay  outside  the  com- 
bination. The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer must  be  aware  that  the  Imperial 
Tobacco  Company  were  already  in  pos- 
session of  the  greater  part  of  the  tobacco 
trade  of  the  United  Kingdom.  The 
proper  time  to  tackle  this  trust  was  not 
after  it  had  ruined  all  it)  opponents 
by  unfair  competition,  but  before  it  had 
grown  to  a  fully-developed  tree. 

Mr.  O'MARA  (Kilkenny,  8.)  said  this 
Amendment  was  intended  to  provide  an 
exemption  in  accordance  with  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Act  3f  Union.  His  hon.  friend 
thought  the  Amendment  should  be  used  to 
help  independent  tobacco  firms  who  stood 
outside  the  combination.  He  wished  to 
point  out  that  on  the  Second  Reading  of 
this  Bill  it  was  amply  proved  that  Ire- 
land could  not  be  successful  in  its  in- 
dustries unless  some  abatement  was 
made  in  the  taxes  imposed  upon  the 
country,  and  there  was  no  tax  upon 
which  an  abatement  could  more  pro* 
perly  be  allowed  than  on  the  tobacco 
tax.  This  was  an  article  which  was 
<(pecially  mentioned  in  the  Act  of  Union. 
He  was  quite  ready  t)  admit  that  bit  for 
the  Act  of  Union  the  argumsnt  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  his  pre- 
decessors would  have  a  great  deal  of 
weight.  It  was  saia  that  the  poor  man  in 
Ireland  was  no  worse  than  the  poor  man 
in  England  in  regard  to  this  tax,  and,that 
therefore  there  was  no  injustice.  His 
answer  to  that  was  that  the  represent- 
atives of  the  Irish  nation  were  in  the 
Imperial  Parliament  because  of  the 
policy  of  the  Act  of  Union.  The  presenc 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  his 
predecessor,  had  repudiated  the  Act  of 
Union,  but  it  might  interest  the  House 
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to  know  that  the  Act  contemplated 
an  abatement  to'  Ireland  on  this  par- 
ticular tax.  One  of  the  grounds  on 
which  the  taxation  on  tobacco  and  a 
number  of  other  articles  was  to  be  cal- 
culated was  the  relative  value  of  the 
exports  and  imports  of  the  different 
countries.  He  might  mention  in  pass- 
ing that  they  were  unalle  to  arrive  at 
the  relative  value  of  the  exports  and 
imports  because  the  figures  could  not 
be  ascertained.  Ihe  figures  were  abso- 
lutely denied  to  them,  so  that  they  were 
unable  to  say  precisely  how  much  they 
were  overtaxed.  He  thought  no  more 
suitable  abatement  could  be  given  in 
the  case  of  Ireland  than  that  proposed 
by  his  hon.  friend  who  movea  the  Amend- 
ment. They  were  entitled  to  a  more 
sympathetic  answer  than  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  given.     When 


Ireland  was  declining  in  wealth  and 
population,  and  when  taxation  was  iti- 
creasing,  the  least  the  House  of  Com- 
mons could  do  should  be  to  give  this 
paltry   abatement. 

Mr.  FLYNN  said  he  should  have 
liked  not  to  press  the  Amendment  to 
a  division,  but  after  the  reply  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  diere  was 
no  other  course  open.  Surely  this  war 
tax  ought  not  to  be  continued  in  a 
country  whose  representatives  opposed 
the  war,  especially  when  the  war  had 
been  over  for  three  years. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes,  97  ; 
Noes,  236.    (Division  List  No.  172.) 


Abraham,  William  (Bhondde^) 
Atheiley-Jone8,  L. 
Austin,  Sir  John 
Barlow,  John  Emmott 
Boland,  John 
Bolton,  Thomas  Dolling 
Burke,  £.  Haviland 
Bnrt,  Thomas  . 
Caldwell,  James 
Cameron,  Robert 
Campbell,  John  (Armagh,  S.) 
Cawfey,  Frederick 
.    Channing,  Francis  AUston 
Clancy,  John  Joseph 
Dalziel,  James  Henry 
Delany,  William 
Dillon,  John 
Dobbie,  Joseph 
Donelan,  Captain  A. 
Doogan,  P.  C. 
Duncan,  J.  Hastings 
Dunn«  Sir  William 
ElliGe,Capt  £.C(SAndrw*8B*gh8 
Emmott,  Alfred 
Eve,  Harry  Trelawney 
Field,  William 

Findlay,  Alex.  (Lanark,  N.E.) 
Goddard,  Daniel  Ford 
Grant,  Corrie 
Hayden,  John  Patrick 
Hemphill,  Rt.  Hon.  (Charles  H. 
Henderson,  Arthur  (Durham) 
Higham,  John  Sharp 
Hope,  John  Deans  (Fife,  West) 


Atfnew,  Sir  Andrew  Noel 
Allhuf^en,  Augustus  Hen.  Eden 
Allsopp,  Hon.  George 
Au^oti,  Sir  William  Reynoll 
Arkwright,  John  Stannopo 
Arnold -For8ter,vRt.  Hn.  HughO. 
Arrol,  Sir  WilUara 

Vr.  O'Mara. 


AYES. 

Hutchinson,  Dr.  CbarlesFredk. 

Hutton,  Alfred  E.  (Morley) 

Jacoby,  James  Alfred 

Johnson,  John 

Joicey,  Sir  James 

Jones, WilUam  (Carnarvonshire 

Joyce,  Michael 

Kilbride,  Denis 

Kitson,  Sir  Jamps 

Lawson,  Sir  Wilfrid  (Cornwall) 

Leng,  Sir  John 

Levy,  ^fsrurice 

Lough,  Thomas 

Lundon,  W. 

Macnamara,  Dr.  Thomas  J. 

MacVeagh,  Jetemiah 

MTadden,  Edward 

M'Hugh,  Patrick  A. 

M*Kean,  John 

M'KiUop,  W.  (Sligo,  North) 

M'Laren,  Sir  Charles  Benjamin 

Mooney,  John  J. 

Moss,  Samuel 

Murphy,  John 

Nolan,  Col.  John  P.(Galway,N.) 

Nolan,  Joseph  (Louth,  South) 

O'Brien,  James  F.  X.  (Cork) 

O'Brien.  K.  (Tipperary,  Mid.) 

O'Brien,  Patrick  (Kilkenny) 

O'Brien,  P.  J.  (Tipperary,  N.) 

O'Connor,  James  (Wicklow,W. 

O'Connor,  John  (Kildare,  N.) 

O'Donnell  John  (Mayo,  8.) 

O'Dowd,  John 

NOES. 

Ashton«  Thomas  Gair 
Atkinson,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Aubrey-Fletcher,Rt.Hn.  Sir  H. 
Bagot,  d^apt..  Josceline  FitzRoy 
Bailey,  James  (Walworth) 
Bain,  Colonel  James  Robert 
Balcarres,  Lord 


O'Kelly,  Jas.  (Roscommon,  N.) 
O'Mara,  James 
O'Shaughnessy,  P.  J. 
Parrott,  WiUiam 
Philipps,  John  Wynford 
Power,  Patrick  Joseph 
Rea,  Russell 
Reddy,  M. 

Redmond,  John  E.  (Waterford) 
Richards,  Thomas (W.MonmHh 
Rickett,  J.  Compton 
Roberts,  John  H.  (Denbighs.) 
Roche,  John 

Shackleton,  David  James 
Shipman,  Dr.  John  G. 
Slack,  John  Bamford 
Stanhope,  Hon.  Philip  James 
Sullivan,  Donal 
Thomas,  Sir  A.  (61amorgan,E.) 
Thomas,  David  Alfred(McTtiiyr 
Toulmin,  George 
Walton,  Joseph  (Bamsley) 
Wason,  Eugene  (Clackmannan) 
Wason,  John  CAthcart(  Orkney) 
White.  Luke  (York,  RR.) 
Whitley,  J.  H.  (Halifax) 
Wilson,  Pred.W.(Norfolk,llid.) 
Wilson,  John  (Durham,  Mid.) 
Young,  Samuel 

Tellbbs  for  thb  Ayes — ^Mr. 

Flynn  and  Mr.  Flavin. 


Balfour,  RtHon.  A.J.(Manch*r 
Balfour,  Capt  C.  B.  (Homsey) 
Balfour,  Rt.  Hon.  G.  W.  (Leeds 
Balfour,  Kenneth  R.  (Christcfa. 
Banbury,  Sir  Frederick  Geoi^ 
Banner,  John  S.  Harmood- 
Barry,  Sir  Francis  T.  (Windsor 
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JBartley,  Sir  GeorKC  C.  T. 
Beach,  Rt.  Ho.  Sir  Mich.  Hicks 
Beaumont,  Wentworth  C.  B. 
Bhownaggree*  Sir  IL  M. 
Bignokl,  Sir  Arthur 
Biftwood,  James 
BiU,  Charles 
Blake,  Edward 
BlundeU,  Colonel  Henry 
Bond,  Edward 
BoBcawen^  Arthur  Griffith 
Bowles,  Lt..CoLH.F(Middle8ex 
Bowles,  T.  Gibson  (King'sLynn 
Brodriok,  Rt  Hon.  St.  John 
Brymer,  William  Elmest 
Butcher,  John  George 
<Campbell,J.H.M.(Dublin  Univ. 
<;arlile,  WUUam  Walter 
•Carson,  Rt  Hon.  Sir  Edw.  H. 
•Cavendish,  V.CW.  (Derbyshire 
•Oayzer,  Sir  Charles  William 
Ohamberlatn,  RtHon.  J.(Birm. 
<Chamberlain,RtHn  J.A(Worc. 
•Chapman,  Edward 
•Clive,  Captain  Percy  A. 
Cochrane,  Hon.  Thoe.  H  A.  E. 
Cohen*  Benjamin  Louis 
•Colston,  Chas.  Edw.  H.  Athole 
*Corbett^  A.  Cameron  (Glasgow) 
Corbett,  T.  L.  (Down,  Nortn) 
*Cox,  Irwin  Edward  Bainbridge 
Oaig,  Chas.  Curtis  (Antrim,  S. ) 
-Cross,  Herb.  Shephera  (Bolton) 
Dalkeith,  Earl  of 
Dalrymple,  Sir  Charles 
Davenport^  William  Bromley 
Davies,  M.  Vaughan  (Cardigan) 
Denny,  Colonel 
Dickson,  Charles  Scott 
Dim8daLe,RtHon.Sir  Josepn  C. 
Dixon-Hartland,  Sir  F.  Dixon 
Doughty,  Sir  George 
Douglas,  Rt  Hon.  A.  Akers- 
Doxiord,  Sir  William  Theodore  < 
Egerton,  Hon.  A.  de  Tatton 
Fardell,  Sir  T.  George 
Fellowes,  Rt  Hn.  Ailwyn  Edv^. 
Fergusson,  RtHn.SirJ.(MancV 
Jinch,  Rt  Hon.  George  H. 
F^ay,Sir  R.B(Inveme8sB*glis 
Fiflber,  William  Hayes 
Fison,  Frederick  William 
Fitzmaurioe,  Lord  Edmond 
Fitzroy,  Hon.  Edward  Algernon 
J'lannery,  Sir  Forteecue 
Flower,  Sir  ESmest 
Forster,  Henry  William 
J'oster.Philip  S.(Warwick,S.W. 
•Galloway,  William  Johnson 
"Gardner,  Earnest 
•Garfit,  Williani 
Oodson,  Sir  Augustus  Frederick 
■Gonlon,  HD.J.E.(Eigin&Naim) 
Gore,  Hon.  S.  F.  Ormsby 
'Ckischen,  Hon.George  Joachim 
'Goulding,  Edward  Alfred 
•Graham,  Henry  Robert 
<7ray,  Ernest  (West  Ham) 
-Greene,  SirE.W(B'i7SEdm'nds 
"Greene,  Henry  D.  (Shrewsbury 
-Grenfell,  WilUam  Henry 
Greville,  Hon.  Ronald 
Crurdon,  Sir  W.  Brampton 


{23  May  1905} 

Guthrie,  Walter  Murray 
Hall,  Edward  Manshall 
Halsey,  Rt  Hon.  Thomas  F. 
Hamilton,  RtHuLordG(Midd'x 
Hamilton,  Marq.of(L'nd'nderry 
Hardy,  L.  (Kent,  Ashford) 
Hare,  Thomar  Leigh 
Haslam,  Sir  Alfred  S. 
Hay,  Hon.  Claude  George 
Heath,  Sir  Jas.  (Staf!ords.,N.W 
Helder,  Augustus 
Hermon-H^ge,  Sir  Robert  T. 
Hickman,  Sir  Alfred 
Hogg,  Lindsay 
Homer,  Frederick  William 
Honldsworth,  Sir  Wm.  Henry 
Hoult  Joseph 

Howard,  J.  (Bilidd.,  Tottenham 
Hozier,Hon.James  Henry  Cecil 
Hudson,  George  Bickersteth 
Hunt,  Rowland 
Hutton,  John  (Yorks.,  N.R.) 
Jebb,  Sir  Richard  Claverhouse 
Kennaway,  Rt  Hn.Sir  John  H. 
Kimber,  Sir  Henry 
Langley,  Batty 
Laurie,  lieut -General 
Law,  Andrew  Bonar  (Glasgow ) 
Lawrence,  Sir  Jos.  (Monmouth) 
Lawson,  Jn.  Grant  (Yorks.,N.R 
Lee,  A.  H.  (Hants.,  Fareham) 
Legge,  Col.  Hoii.  Heneage 
Leveson-Gower,  Frederick  N.S. 
Llewellyn,  Evan  Henry 
Lockwood,  Lieut. -Col.  A.  R. 
Long,Col.C3iarles  W.(Evesham) 
Lowe,  Francis  William 
Loyd,  Archie  Kirkman 
Lucas,  Col.  Francis  (Lowestoft) 
Lyttelton,  Rt  Hon.  Alfred 
Macdona,  John  Cumming 
Maconochle,  A.  W. 
M' Arthur,  Charles  (Liverpool) 
M*Iver.Sir  Lewis(Kdinburgfi,W 
Majondio,  James  A.  H. 
Miljolm,  Ian 
Marks,  Harry  Hanancl 
Meysey-Thompson,  Sir  H.  M. 
Middlemore,  Jn.  Throgmorton 
Mi  Id  may,  Francis  Bingham 
Mitchell.  William  (Burnley) 
Molesworth,  Sir  Lewis 
Montcigii,  G.  (Huntingdon) 
Montagu,  Hn.  J.  Scott  (Hants. 
Moon,  Edward  Robert  Pacy 
Moore,  William 
Morgan,  D.  J.  (Walthamstow) 
Morgan,  J.  Lloyd  (Carmarthen) 
MorrelU  George  Herbert 
Morrison,  James  Archibald 
Morton,  Arthur  H.  Aylmer 
Mount,  William  Arthur 
Mowbray,  Sir  Robert  Gray  C. 
Muntz,  Sir  Philip  A. 
Murray,  Col.  Wyndham  (Bath) 
Myers,  William  Henry 
Nicholson,  William  Graham 
Norton,  Capt  Cecil  William 
O'Neill,  Hon.  Robert  Torrens 
Partington,  Oswali 
Pease,  Herb.  Pike  (Darlington) 
Percy,  Earl 
Pilkington,  Colonel  Richard 
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Pirie,  Duucan  V 
Piatt- Higgins,  Frederick 
Powell,  bir  Francis  Sharp 
Pretyman,  Ernest  George 
Pryce- Jones,  Lt-Col.  Edward 
Purvis,  Robert 
Pym,  C.  Guy 
Quilter,  Sir  Outhbert 
Randies,  John  S. 
Rankin,  Sir  James 
Rasch,  Sir  Frederic  Carne 
Reid,  James  (Greenock) 
Renwicli,  (George 
Ridley,  S.  Forde 
Ritchie,  Rt.  Hn.  Chas. Thomson 
Roberts,  Samuel  (Sheffield) 
Robertson,  Herbert  (Hackney) 
Robinson,  Brooke 
RoUitt  Sir  Albert  Kaye 
Royds,  Clement  Molyneux 
Runciman,  Walter 
Sadler,  Col.  Samuel  Alexandei 
Samuel,  Sir  H.  S.  (Limehouse) 
I  Samuel*  Herbert  L.  (Cleveland  1 
Seely,  Charles  Hilton  (Lincoln) 
Seton-Karr,  Sir  Henry 
Sharpe,  William  Edward  T. 
Shaw,  Charles  Edw.  (Stafford) 
Shaw-Stewart,  Sir  H.(Renfrew] 
Sinclair,  Louis  (Romford) 
Sloan,  Thomas  Henry 
Smith,H  C(North*mb.Tyne8id< 
Smith,  Rt  Hon.  J.  P.  (Lanarkr 
Soares,  Ernest  J. 
Spear,  John  Ward 
Spencer,  Sir  K  (W.  Bromwieh) 
Stanley,  Edward  Jas.  (Somerset 
Stanley,  Rt  Hon.  Lord  (Lanes. 
Stewart,  Sir  M^rk  J.  M'Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell,  Sir  John  M. 
Stroyan,  John 

Strutt  Hon.  Charles  Hedley 
Taylor,  Austin  (East  Toxteth) 
Taylor,  Theodore  C.  (Radcliffe) 
Thorburn,  Sir  Walter 
Tollemache,  Henry  James 
Tomlinson,  Sir  Wm.  Edw.  M. 
Tritton,  Charles  Ernest 
Tuff,  Charles 

Tufnoll,  Lieut-Col.  Edward 
Tuke,  Sir  John  Batty 
Vincent,  ColSir  C.EH(Sheffield 
Vincent,  Sir  Edgar  (Exeter) 
Walker,  Col.  William  Hall  ' 
Wabond,RtHn.Sir  William  H. 
Welby.  Lt-Col.A.C.E(Taunton 
Wharton,  Rt  Hon.  John  Lloyd 
Whiteley,  George  (York.  W.R.) 
Whiteley,  H.(A3hton  und.Lyne 
Whitmore,  Charles  Algernon 
Willoughby  de  Eresby,  Lord 
Wilson,  John  (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd,  Sir  W.H.(Yorks.^ 
Wodehouse,  RtHn.  E.R.(Bath 
Wolff,  Gustav  Wilhelm 
Worsley-Taylor,  Henry  Wilson 
Wrightson,  Sir  Thomas 
Wylie,  Alexander 
Yerburgh,  Robert  Armstrong 

Tellers  for  the  Noes — Si- 
Alexander  Acland-Hood  ani 
Viscount  Valentia. 
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Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  clause  )  was  admitted  that  a  tax  could  be  nisei 
«tand  part  of  the  Bill."  above    a    point    of    productivity.     He 

'  believed   that   great   dOstress   had   been 
Mr.    lough    (Islington,    W.)    said   caused  to  the  brewing  trade  by  the  extra 
he  wished  to  move  that  Clause  2  should    ^^  ^^  ^^^^  *^^    ^**   ^^^  Chancellor 
be   left  out   of  the   Bill.    That  clause  !  <>^  ^^«  Exchequer  had  lost  revenue,  rather 
reimposed  the  war  taxes  on  beer,  spirits,   *^*^  gained  it,  by  the  additional  tax. 
and    tobacco    imposed    in    1900.    The    Th®  "ght  hon.  Gentleman  should  have 
House   was  beginning  to   be   tired   by    *aken  warning  from  the  experience  of  one 
the  constant  reiteration  of  these  taxes    ^^  ^^  predecessors  who  lost  revenue  by 
put  on  ostepsibly   for   a  short  period,    raising  the  wine  duties  by  25  per  cent. 
The  present  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer    He  would  be  very  glad  if  the  Chancellor 
had  got  to  admit  full  responsibility  for   ^^  *h«  Exchequer  would  give  some  pledge 
what  had  been  done  in  that  regard  by   that  in  a  reasonable  time  these  war  taxes 
his  predecessors.     The  additional  duties    would  be  removed, 
on  beer,  spirits,  and  tobacco,  for  the  pur- 
poses of   war  expenditure    had  caused        Mr.' [WHITLEY   said   he  wished    to 
very    great    inconvenience    to    traders     ^^   ^^le  ChanceUor   of    the    Exchequer 
and  there  was  a  pledge  on  the  part  of   ^j^ether    he    could    inform    the    Com- 
the  predecessor  oi^the  nght  hon.  Gen-    mittee  what  effect  these  additional  Uxe* 
tleman  that  they  would  not  be  perman-    y,^^    ^ad    upon    the    consumer.       His 
ently  retamed.    If  the  Chancellor  of  the    impression  was    that    these    additional 
Exchequer   had    devoted    his    mmd    to  ;  taxes  on  beer  and  spirits  had  led  to  the 
gettmg   nd    of   these   additional    taxes   deterioration    of    the    quality    of    theee 
he  might  hav^  done  so  by  this  time,    articles,    and    that    the    persons    who 
There  was  a  definite  pledge  given  that  j  g^id  these  articles  had  to  recoup  them- 
when   special   money   was  raised  for   a ,  ggives   at   the   expense    of  the   public, 
great  emergency,  as  soon  as  that  emer-    i^    ^he    case  of    spirits    especiaUy,  it 
gency    was    over    the    special    taxation  |  i^   ^o   the   consumption   of   immature 
would  cease ;    and  yet  the  ChanceUor  of   gpirfts  ^hich  was  provocative  of  violent 
the    Exchequer    renewed    these    taxes .  crimes.    Then  the  beer  duty  had  also 
every  year.     The  nation  had  a  nght  to   i^^ered  the  quality,  which  was  to  the 
expect  some  rehef  from  the  war  taxation  -  detriment  of  the  consumers.    He   was 
m  time  of  peace.    An  effort  ought  to  be  '  ^^^^j  that  the  present  Chancellor  of  the 
made  to  practise  economy.    The  truth  |  Exchequer  had  given  up  the  practice  of 
was  that  the  Government  had  seemmgly    ^jg  predecessors,  in  bringing  forward  these 
forgotten  their  pledges  m  regard  to  this  '  ^ew  taxes,  in  warning  the  House  of  the 
matter,  and  he  asked  the  Chancellor  of '  necessity    of    exercising    the    strictest 
the  Exchequer  not  to  treat  it  m  a  per- 1  economy.    The    right    hon.    Gentleman 
functory  manner,  but  to  tell  the  Com-  j  the  Member  for  West  Bristol  lectured 
mittee  when  he  could  see  his  way   to  '  the  House  annually  in  the  interests  of 
sweep  away  these  war  taxes.  I  economy  ;  but  the  present  ChanceUor  of 

TT    jj      ^  .1^-  1  '.t     />.t         I.        ,  ,4     I  the  Exchequer  accepted  the  existing  high 
He  did  not  thmMhe  ChanceUor  of  the  [  ^^^^j  ^^  tiJxation,  and  did  not  propcie 
Exchequer  was  gettmg  as  much  money  (  substantial  reduction  in  tiiation. 

from  the  duties  on  beer  and  spirits  as  he  ,  rj.^^  Amendment  raised  the  whole  ques- 
would  get  If  the  extra  duties  were  taken  ,  tion  of  war  taxation ;  which  would  now 
off.    The  extra  beer  tax,  which  was  now  to  be  annexed  for  the  permanert 

renewed    was  practicaUy  Is.  per  barrel,    requirements  of  the  nation. 
He   would    ask   the   ChanceUor   of   the ' 
Exchequer    how    much   his   predecessor 

got  from  the  beer  tax  in  1900,  when  the  Mr-JDILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  said  he  did  not 
duty  was  Is.  per  barrel  lower,  compared  attach  the  same  value  as  did  his  hon. 
with  what  he  got  from  that  tax  this  last  friend  to  the  annual  lecture  of  the  right 
year.  And  what  amount  did  the  spirit  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
tax  produce  before  the  additional  6d  Bristol  when  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
per  gallon  was  imposed,  compared  with  '  At  one  time,  ho  himself  was  inclined 
that  now  received  by  the  revenue.     It  i  to  praise  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
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Member  for  West  Bristol  as  a  sound  !  spirits,  therefore,  there  was  no  reason 
financier ;  but  all  the  right  hon.  Gentle-  to  suppose  that  a  slight  rise  in  the  tax 
man's  statements  evaporated  in  smoke,  had  seriously  affected  the  consumption, 
•Only  the  other  day  the  right  hon.  Grentle- 1  or  that  there  had  been  a  deterioration  in 
man  delivered  a  vigorous  address  in  the  i  quality  in  the  sense  of  adulterating  beer 
interests  of  economy ;  but  why  should  with  the  object  of  producing  thirst  in 
he  not  make  any  efEort  in  the  House  of '  the  consumer.  It  had,  however,  led  to 
<]k)mmon8  itself  ?  He,  himself,  liked  the  the  sale  of  a  greater  proportion  of  lighter 
method  of  the  present  Chancellor  of  the  beer.  He  declined  to  make  any  hazardous 
Exchequer  better,  although  he  regarded :  prophecies  as  to  circumstances  he  was 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  j  unable  to  forecast,  but  he  could  not 
for  West  Bristol  as  one  of  the  ablest  dispense  with  these, duties  in  the  present 
llembers  of  the  House.  He  objected  to  year, 
the  continuance  of  war  taxation,  unless  it  | 

was  for  the  purpose  of  paying  ofE  war '.  Mr.  BUCHANAN  (Perthshire,  E.) 
•expenditure.  War  taxation  should  not,  said  that  the  Government  had  no 
otherwise,  be  maintained  in  time  of  >  right,  without  adequate  explanation, 
|)eace.  i  to  continue    taxes    specifically   put  on 

for  war   purposes ;    and  on  that  prin- 

Mb.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN  said   ^^P^«    *^^*^®    ^^^»   ^^*^®   ^^^^    ^    ^® 
that  it  would  be  a  futile  proceeding  on  '  opposed.    The  Government  had  no  right 

his  part  to  pretend  to  forecast  the  course  !  *^^.  ^®^**^^®.  ^^  *^"^®  ^*  P«*««  ***«^ 
of  the  revenue  or  expenditure,  or  to  '  w*"®^  ^«^®  imposed  |for  war  purposes, 
indicate  in  advance  what  might  be  the  H«  thought  the  Committee  ought  to 
character  of  the  Budget  next  year.  He  **f «.  *^  opportumty  of  expressing  its 
had  not  the  figures  for  which  the  hon.  opimon  on  the  larger  principle,  and  on 
Itf ember  for  West  Islington  asked,  but  *V*^^  ^^t^  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
he  could  give  them  if  a  Question  was  put  ^^  ^?^  submitted  this  year  any  scheme 
on  the  Paper.  It  was,  however,  certain  or  indicated  any  date  when  it  might  be 
that  a  tax  might  be  raised  to  such  a  anticipated  that  they  might  be  reheved 
high  point  as  to  diminish  its  value  as  a  I  ^^  *^^s  war  taxation, 
revenue  producing  engine,  though  he  did 

not  believe  that  the  disappointment  [  Mr.  LOUGH  thought  he  had  some 
experienced  in  recent  years  held  been  due  reason  for  complaint  that  the  fibres 
io  the  level  at  which  these  taxes  had  for  which  he  had  asked,  and  which 
:stood.  Other  circumstances  had  arisen  would  have  been  of  very  great  use 
to  influence  their  productive  power,  such  in  this  debate,  had  not  been  given, 
as  changes  in  the  social  habits  of  the  ,  He  also  complained  that  the  Chancellor 
people  and  bad  conditions  of  trade  in  of  the  Exchequer  had  mixed  up  in  his 
the  last  year  or  two.  He  was  surprised  '  arguments  two  facts  which  ought  to 
to  hear  an  expression  of  sympathy  with  '  have  been  kept  separate.  The  right  hon. 
the  brewers  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Gentleman  had  mixed  up  the  elasticity  of 
West  Islington,  and  he  could  only  wonder  revenue  with  the  promotion  of  consump- 
^hat  the  hon.  Member  would  have  said  i  tion,  which  was  quite  a  distinct  matter, 
if  he  had  selected  these  duties  on  beer ,  He  asked  the  Committee  to  note  that 
and  spirits  for  reduction  this  year  in  ,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  dis- 
the  Budget.  It  was  said  that  the  beer-  [  proved  his  statement  that  the  increase  in 
drinker  now  received  a  less  desirable  these  taxes  had  not  had  the  desired  effect, 
article  than  previously.  He  did  not  and  that  the  violent  action  of  the  Gov- 
believethattherewasanyproof  to  support  I  emment  had  simply  resulted  in  the 
the  suggestion  that  a  more  '*  thirst-  decline  of  revenue.  With  regard  to  those 
producing "  article  was  being  manufac-  of  his  friends  who  inight  hesitate  to 
tured  and  consumed  in  consequence  of  support  proposals  of  this  kind,  which 
these  war  duties.  What  had  actually  would  mean  a  reduction  of  the  tax  on 
happened  was  that  the  price  of  a  glass  of  ;  beer  and  spirits,  he  would  remind  them 
beer  had  remained  the  same,  though  '  that  excessive  taxation  on  those  com- 
the  amount  of  water  in  it  had  been  modities  did  not  promote  increased 
increased.    In    the    case    of    beer    and  temperance  but  simply  made  those  who 
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craved  for  liquor  poor  as  well  as  drunken. 
In  view  of  the  answer  he  had  received 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  he  must 
press    his    Amendment. 


{COMMONS} 

Question  put. 


Biff. 
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The  Committee  divided : — Ayes,  237  ; 
Noes,  160.     (Division  List  No.  173.) 


Agg-Gardner,  James  Tynte 
Agne^,  Sir  Andrew  Noel 
AUhuBen,  AugiutuB  Henry  L. 
Anson,  Sir  William  Reynell 
Arkwright,   John   Stanhope 
Amold-For8ter,Rt.Hn.Uiigb  O. 
Arrol,  Sir  William 
Atkinson,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Aiibrey-Fletcher,Rt.Hn.Sir  H 
Bagot,  Capt.  JoscelineFitzRoy 
Bailey,  James  (Walworth) 
Bain,  Colonel  James  Robert 
Baird,  John  George  Alexander 
Balcarres,  Lord 
Balfour,  Rt  Hon. A. J.  (Manch^r 
Balfour,  Capt.  C.  B.  (Homsey) 
Balfour,  Rt.  Hn.  G.  W.  (Leeds) 
Balfour,  Kenneth  R.  (Christch. 
Banbury,  Sir  Fredk.  George 
Banner,  John  S.  Harmood- 
Barry,  Sir  Francis  T.  (Windsor) 
Bartley,  Sir  George  C.  T. 
Bcach,Rt.Hn.Sir  MichaelHicks 
Kownagsree,  Sir  IL  M. 
Bignold,  Sir  Arthur 
Bigwood,  James 
Bill,  Charles 
Bingham,    Lord 
Blundell,  Colonel  Henry 
Bond,  Edward 
Boscawen,    Arthur   Griffith 
Bousfield,  William  Robert 
Bowles,Lt..CoLH.F.  (Middles*! 
Bowle8,T.Gibson  (King's  Lynn 
Brodrick,  Rt.  Hon.  St.  John 
Brown,  G.  M.  (Edinburgh) 
Brymer,  William  ErneHt 
Bull,  William  James 
Butcher,  John  (George 
Campbell,  J.H.M.  (DublinUniv. 
CarUle,  WilUam  Walter 
Carson,  Rt.  Hn.  Sir  Edw.  H. 
Cavendish, V.C.W.  (Derbyshire 
Caw  ley,  Frederick 
Caj^er,  Sir  Charles  William 
Cecil,  Lord  Hugh  (Green'^ich) 
Cbamberlain,  Rt.Hn.J.  (Birm.) 
Chamberlain,  Rt.Hn.JA  (Wore. 
Chapman,  Edward 
Cheetham,  John  Frederick 
Clive,  Captain  Percy  A. 
Cochrane,  Hon.  Thos.  H.  A.  E. 
Cohen,  Benjamin  Louis 
Colston,  Chas.  Edw.  H.  Athole 
Corbett,  A.  Cameron  (Glasgow 
Corbett,  T.  L  (Down,  North) 
Cox,  Irwin  Edw.  Bainbridge 
Craig,CharlesCurti8  (Antrim,  S. 
Cripps,  Charles  Alfred 
Cross,  Alexander  (Glasgow) 
Cross,  Herb.  Shepherd  (Bolton) 
Dalkeith,  Earl  of 
Dalrymple,  Sir  Charles 
Dayenport,9iWilUam  Bromley 

Mr.  Lough. 


AYES. 

Denny,  Colonel 
Dickinson,  Robert  Edmond 
Dickson,  Charles  Scott 
Dimsdale,  Rt.Hn.Sir  Joseph  C. 
Dizon-Hartland,SirFred  Dixon 
Doughty,   Sir   George 
Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A  Akers- 
Doxford,  Sir  William  Theodore 
Duke,  Henry  Edward 
Dyke,  Rt  Hn.  SirWilliam  Hart 
Efferton,  Hon.  A.  de  Tatton 
Efiice,Capt£.C(S.Andrw*sBghs 
lUliot,  Hon.  A.  Ralph  Douglas 
Fardell,  Sir  T.  George 
Fellowe8,RtHnAilwyn  Edward 
Fergu8son,Rt.Hn.Sir  J(Manc'r. 
Finch,  Rt.  Hon.  George  H. 
FinlAy,SirR.B.(lny  m'ss  B'ghs 
Fison,  Frederick  William 
Fitzroy,  Hn.  Edw.  Algernon 
Flannery,  Sir  Fortescue 
Flower,  Sir  Ernest 
Forster,  Henry  William 
Foster,Philip  S  (Warwiok,S.W. 
Gklioway,  William  Johnson 
Gardner,  Ernest 
Garfit,  William 
Grodson,  Sir  Augustus  Fredk. 
Gordon,Hn.J.E.(Elgin  &Naim) 
Gore,  Hon.  S.  F.  Of  msby 
Gorst,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  John  Eldon 
€r06chen,  Hn.  George  Joachim 
Goulding,  Edward  Alfred 
Graham,   Henry  Robert 
Gray,  Ernest  (West  Ham) 
GreencSirEW  (B*rySEdm*nds) 
Greene,  Henry  D.  (Shrewsbury 
Gronfell,    William    Henry 
Greville,  Hon.  Ronald 
Guthrie,  Walter  Murray 
Hall,  Edward  Marshall 
Hamilton,RtHnLordG  (Midd'x 
Hamilton, Marq  o{( Londonderry 
Hardy,  Ldurence(Kent,Ashf  rd 
Hare,  Thomas  lieigh 
Haslam,  Sir  Alfred  S. 
Hay,  Hon.  Claude  George 
Heath,SirJames(StafiFord8.  NW 
Helder,  Augustus 
Hendersun,  Sir  A.(Stafford,W.) 
Hermon-Hodge,  Sir  Robert  T. 
Hickman,  Sir  Alfred 
Hogg,  lindsay 
Hoult,  Joseph 

Howard,  J.  (Midd.,  Tottenham 
Hozier,  Hn.  James  Henry  Cecil 
Hudson,  George  Bickersteth 
Hunt,  Rowland 
Hutton,  John  (York.  N.R,) 
Jebb,  Sir  Richard  Claverhouse 
Kennaway,  Rt.  Hn.  Sir  John  H 
King,  Sir  Henry  Seymour 
Lambton.  Hon.  Frederick  Wm. 
Laurie,  Lieut. -^^neral 


Law,  Andrew  Bonar  (Glasgow)- 
Lawtence,Sir Joseph  (Monm'tk 
IiawBon,JohnGrant  (Yorks.NR 
Lee,ArthurH  (Hants.,Fareliani 
Legge,  CoL  Hon.  Heneage 
Leveson-Gower,Frederick  N.S. 
Uewellyn,  Evan  Henry 
Lockwood,  Lieut -CoL  A.  R. 
Long,CoL Charles W  ( Evesham  V 
Long,RtHn. Walter  (Bristol,  8. 
Lowe,  Francis  William 
Lowther,  C.  (Cumb.,  EskdaleV 
Loyd,  Archie  Kirkman 
Lucas,  CcA,  Francis  (Lowestoft  > 
Lyttelton,  Rt  Hon.  Alfred 
Macdona,  John  Gumming 
Maconoohie,  A.  W. 
M' Arthur,  Charles  (Liverpool  V 
M'Iver,SirLewis  (£dinburgh»W 
Majendie,  James  A  H. 
Malcolm,  Ian 
Marks,  Harry  Hananel 
Melville,  Beresford  ValentiiMv 
Meysey-Thompson,  Sir  H.  M. 
Middlemoru,  John  Throgmortoik 
>liidmav,  JBrancis  Bingham 
Mitchell,  William  (Burnley) 
Moleeworth,  Sir  Lewis 
Montagu,   G.    (Huntin^on) 
Montagu,  Hn.  J.  Scott  (Hants.  > 
Moon,  Edward  Robert  Pacy 
Moore,  William 
Morgan,  D.  J.  (Walthamstow) 
Morpeth,  Viscount 
Morrell,  George  Herbert 
Morrison,  James  Archibald 
Morton,  Arthur  H.  Aylmer 
Mount,  William  Arthur 
Mowbray,  Sir  Robert  C^y  C. 
Muntz,  Sir  Philip  A. 
Murray      )L  Wyndham  {Bmthy 
Myers,  \\illiam  Henry 
Nicholson,  William  Graham 
Parkes,  Ebenezer 
Pease,  Herbert  P.  (Darlington> 
Percy,  Earl 

Pilkington,  Colonel  Richard 
Platt-Higgins,  Frederick 
Powell,  Su>  Francis  Sharp 
Pretyman,  Ernest  George 
Ptyce-Jones,  Lt.-CoL  Edward 
Purvis,  Robert 
Randies,  John  S. 
Rankin,  Sir  James 
Rasch,  Sir  Frederic  Came 
Reid,  James  (Greenock) 
Remnant,  James  Farq,uharBi»ck 
Renwick,  Greorae 

Ridley,  S.  Forde  1 

Ritchie,  Rt  Hn.  Chas.'i  nomaoik 
Roberts,  Samuel  (Sheffield) 
Robertson,  Herbert  (Hackney? 
Robinson,  Brooke 
Rollit,  Sir  Albert  Kaye 
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Round.  Rt.  Hon.  James 
Royds,  Clement  Molyneuz 
Sadler,  C!ol.  Samuel  Alexandei 
Samuel,  Sir  H.  S.  (Limehouse) 
Saasoun,  Sir  Edward  Albert 
Seely,  Charles  Hilton  (Lincoln) 
Set-on-Karr,  Sir  Henry 
Sharpe,  Williani  Edward  T. 
Shaw-Stewart,  Sir  H.  (Renfrew) 
Sinclair,  Louis  (Romiord) 
Sloan,  Thomas  Henry 
Smith,HC(North'mb.  Tyneside 
Smith, RtHn J.  Parker  (Lanarks 
Smith,  Samuel  (Flint) 
Spencer,  Sir  E.  (W.  Bromwicn) 
Stanley,  Edw.  Jas.  (Somerset) 
Stanley,  Rt.  Hon.  Lord  (Lanes. 
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Stewart,  Sir  Mark  J.  MTaggart 
Stock,  James  Henry 
Strutt,  Hon.  Charles  Hedley 
Taylor,  Austin  (East  Toxteth) 
Tnorbum,  Sir  Walter 
Tollemache,  Henry  James 
Tomlinson,  Sir  Wm.  Edw.  M. 
Tritton,  Charles  Ernest 
Tuff,  Charles 

Tufnell,  Iieut.-Col.  Edward 
Tuke,  Sir  John  Batty 
Vincent,CoLSirCEH  (Sheffield) 
Walker,  Col.  WilUam  Hall 
W*lrond,  Rt.  Ha.  Sir  ViUiamH 
Welbv,Lt.-Col  .A.C  E.  (Taunton 
Welb>,  Sir  Chas.  G.E.  (Notts.) 
Wharton.  Rl.  Hon.  John  Lloyd 


BtU. 
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Wliiteley,H.(Ashton  und.  Lyne 
Whitmore,  Charltjs  Algnrnou 
^illoughby  de  Eifsby,  lord 
Wilson,  John  (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd.Sir  W.H.  (Yorka.) 
Wodehouse,  Rt.  Hn.  E.R.(Batii 
Wolff,  Gustav  Wilhelm 
Worsley-Taylor,  Henry  Wilson 
Wortley,  Rt.  Hn.  C.  B.  Stuart 
Wrightson,  Sir  Thomas 
WyUe,  Alexander 
Yerburgh,  Robert  Armstrong 

Tellers  fob  thb  Aybs — Sir 
Alexander  Acland  -  Hoott 
and  Viscount  Valentia. 


Abraham,  William  (Rhondda) 

Allen,  Charles  P. 

Ashton,  Thomas  Gair 

Asquith,Rt.Hn.  Herbert  Henry 

Austin,  Sir  John 

Barlow,  John  Emmott 

Barry,  E.  (Cork,  S.) 

Beaumont,  Wentworth  C.  B. 

Bell,  Richard 

Blake,  Edward 

Boland,  John 

Bolton,  Thomas  Dolling 

Brigg,  John 

Brunner,  Sir  John  Tomlinson 

Burke,  E.  Haviland 

Burt,  Thomas 

Buxton,  Sydney  Charles 

CaldweU,  James 

Cameroi^,   Robert 

Campbed,  John  (Armagh,  S.) 

Causton,  Richard  Knight 

Channing,  Francis  AUston 

Clancy,  John  Joseph 

Craig,  Robert  Hunter  (Lanark) 

Crean,  Eugene 

Cremer,  William  Randal 

Crombie,  John  William 

Dalziel,  James  Henry 

Da  vies,  M.  Vaughan  (Cardigan 

Delany,  William 

Devlin,  Chas.  Ramsay  (Galway 

Dewar,  John  A.  (Invemess-sh. 

Dilke,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Charles 

Dillon,  John 

Dobbie,  Joseph 

Doogan,  P.  C. 

Duncan,  J.  Hastings 

Dunn,  Sir  William 

Ellis,  John  Edwaid  (Notts.) 

Emmott,  Alfred 

Eve,  Harry  Trelawney 

Field,  WiUiam 

Findlay,  Alex.  (Lanark,  N.E.) 

Fitzmauvice,  Lord  Edmond 

Flavin,  Michael  Joseph 

Flynn,  James  Christopher 

Fowler,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Henry 

GladBtone,Rt.  Hn.  Herbert  John 

Goddard,  Daniel  Ford 

Grant,  Corrie 

Griffith,  £1U8  J. 

Gurdon,  Sir  W.  Brampton 


NOES. 

Haroourt,  Lewis 
Hayden,  John  Patrick 
Hemphill,  Rt.  Hn.  Charles  H. 
Henderson,  Arthur  (Durham) 
Hicham,  John  Sharp 
Hobhouse,  C.E.H.  (Bristol  E.) 
Hope,  John  Deans  (Fife,  West) 
Hutchinson,  Dr.  Charles  Fredk. 
Hutton,  Alfred  E.  (Morley) 
Jaooby,  James  Alfred 
Johnson,   John 
Joicey,  Sir  James 
Jones,  William  (Camarvonsh.) 
Joyce,  Michael 
Kearley,  Hudson  E. 
Kennedy,  Vincent  P.(Cavan,W 
Kilbride,  Denis 
Kitson,  Sir  James 
Lambert,  George 
Langley,  Batty 

Law,  Huffh  Alex.  (Donegal,  W. 
Lawson,  Sir  Wilfrid  (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt,  Francis 

Leng,  Sir  John 

Levy,  Maurice 

Lewis,  John  Herbert 

Lloyd-Qeorge,    David 

Lough,  Thomas 

Lundon,  W. 

Macnamara,  Dr.  Thomas  J. 

MacVeagh,  Jeremiah 

M*Arthur.  William  (Cornwall) 

M*Crae,  GeoTfre 

M*Fadden,  Edward 

M*Hugh,  Patrick  A. 

M^Kean,  John 

M^Kenna,  Reginald 

M*Killop,  W.  (Sliffo,  North) 

M^I^ren,  Sir  Charles  Benjamin 

Mansfield,    Horace    Rendall 

Mooney,  John  J. 

Morgan,  J.  Lloyd(Carmarthen) 

Moss,  Samuel 

Moulton,  John  Fletcher 

Murphy,  John 

Nannetti,  Joseph  P. 

Nolan,  Col.  J.  P.  (Galway,  N.) 
Nolan,  Joseph  (Louth,  South) 
Norton,  Capt.  Cecil  William 
O'Brien,  James  F.  X.  (Cork) 
O'Brien,  K.  (Tipperary,  Mid.) 


O'Brien,  P.  J.  (Tipperary,  N.> 

O'Connor,  James  (Wicklow,  W. 

O'Connor,  John  (Kildare,  N.) 

O'Donnell,  John  (Mayo,  S.) 

O'Dowd,  John 

O' Kelly,  James(Ro8Common,N 

O'Mara,  James 

O'Shaughnessy,   P.  J. 

Parrott,  William 

Partington,   Oswald 

Pease,  J.  A.  (SafiEron  Walden^ 

Phillipps,  John  Wynford 

Pirie,  Duncan  V. 

Rea,  Russell 

Reddy,  M. 

Redmond,  John  E.  (Waterford 
Reid,  Sir  R-Threshie  (Dumfries 
Richards,  Thos.  (W.Monmouth 
Rickett,  J.  Compton 
Roberts,  John  H.  (Denbighs.) 
Robertson   Edmund  (Dundee  > 
Robson,  William.  Snowdon 
Roche,  John 
Runciman,  Walter 
Samuel,  Herbert  L.  (Cleveland) 
Shackleton,  David  James 
Shaw,  Charles  Edw.  (Stafford) 
Shipman,  Dr.  John  G. 
Sinclair,  John  (Forfarshire) 
Slack,  John  Bamford 
Soames,  Arthur  Wellesley 
Spencer,Rt.Hn.C.R  (Northants 
Stanhope,  Hon.  Philip  James 
Strachey,  Sir  Edward 
Sullivan,  Donal 
Taylor,  Theodore  C.  (Radcliffe^ 
Tennant,  Harold  John 
Thomas, Abel  (Carmarthen,  E.) 
Thomas,  Sir  A.(Glamorgan,E.> 
Thomas,  David  A.  (Merthyr) 
Thomson,  F.  W.  (York,  WR) 
Tillett,  Louis  John 
Toulmin,  George 
Trevelyan,  Charles  Philips 
Ure,  Alexander 
Wallace,  Robert 

Walton,   Joseph   (Bamsley) 
Warner,  Thomas  Courtenay  T. 
Wason,  John  Oathoart  (Orkney 
White,    George    (Norfolk) 
I  White,  Luke  (York,  E.R.) 
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Whiteley,  George  (York,lW.R. 
WMtley,  J.  H.   (Halifax) 
Whittaker,  Thomas  Palmer 
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Wilsoxi,FredW.(Norfolk,  Mid.) 
Wilson,  John  (Durham,  Mid.) 
Young,  Samuel 
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Tkllxbs  pob  thk  Noes — Mr. 
Buchanan  and  Mr.  Soarea. 


1    Clause  3 ; — 

Mr.  FLYNN  said  the  Amendment  he 
was  about  to  move  raised  much  the 
same  principle  as  his  previous  Amend- 
ment, and  an  equally  good  case  could  be 
made  out  for  relief  in  connection  with  the 
Excise  duties  as  with  the  impositions  al- 
ready dealt  with.  He  submitted  that  it 
was  not  unreasonable  to  demand  that  an 
exemption  should  be  allowed  from  the 
additional  duty  on  whisky  consumed  in 
Ireland — for  that  was  what  the  Amend- 
ment amounted  to.  Probably  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  the  Camborne 
Division  would  not  agree  with  the  sugges- 
tion that  the  duty  on  so  wholesome  and 
exhilarating  a  beverage  as  whisky  should 
be  struck  off.  But  there  was  good  and 
bad  whisky. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAWSON  (Cornwall, 
Camborne) :  What  is  good  whisky  ? 

Mr.  FLYNN  said  that  good  whisky 
was  a  pot- distilled  spirit  sufficiently 
matured  to  decompose  the  element 
known  as  fusel,  and  resulting  in  the 
fragrant,  mellow  liquor  known  as  Irish 
malt  whisky.  A  duty  of  lis.  per  gallon 
on  such  an  article  was  altogether  opposed 
to  any  principle  of  fair  play  or  justice. 
In  1853  the  duty  in  Ireland  was  only 
2s.  3d.  as  against  7s.  lOd.  in  Great 
Britain,  but  between  then  and  1860  the 
duty  was  increased  to  10s.  in  both 
countries,  and  now  stood  at  lis.  There- 
fore, while  the  duty  had  increased  in 
England  and  Scotland  by  33  per  cent., 
in  Ireland  the  increase  had  been  no  less 
than  400  per  cent.  Could  that  be  called  fair 
treatment  ?  He  submitted  that  instance 
of  the  dual  system  of  taxation  to  the 
consideration  of  the  hon.  Member  'for 
Durham.  If  whisky  was  to  be  drunk  it 
was  better  that  a  good  wholesome  liquor 
should  be  consumed,  but  a  high  tax 
tended  to  bring  on  to  the  market  a  large 
quantity  of  immature,  raw,  and  impure 
spirit,  which  produced  intoxication,  led 
to  acts  of  violence,  and  often  resulted  in 
insanity.  He  regretted  the  form  of  the 
Bill  precluded  him  from  moving  a 
larger     reduction     of     the    duty,    but. 


especially  as  there  could  be  no  Customs 
difficulty  in  this  connection,  he  hoped 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would 
accede  to  the  moderate  suggestion  he 
now  made. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  2,  line  16,  at  the  end,  to  add  tlie 
words,  '  Provided,  however,  that  the  addi- 
tional duty  of  sixpence  per  proof  gallon  imposed 
by  Section  7  of  the  Finance  Act  of  1900  shall 
not  apply  to  spirits  consumed  in  Ireland.*  " — 
,  {Mr.  Flynn,) 

I 

'     Question  proposed,. ' '  That  those  words 

'  be  there  added.'* 

Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN  said 
this  Amendment  was  one  of  a  series  placed 
on  the  Paper  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork,  intended  to  raise  the  same  point 
in  different  forms,  and  directed  to- 
wards securing  for  Irish  manufacturers 
or  consumers  a  privileged  position  as 
compared  with  manufacturers  or  con- 
sumers of  similar  articles  in  other  parts 
of  the  United  Kingdom.  The  question 
of  the  establishment  of  different  rates  of 
Customs  or  Excise  duties  in  the  two 
countries  had  already  been  discussed  at 
length  on  two  occasions.  He  had  never 
contended  that  such  a  differentiation 
was  impossible,  or  denied  that  it  had 
existed.  But  it  must  not  be  assumed 
from  that  that  there  was  no  objection  to 
it,  or  that  it  would  not  be  a  troublesome 
and  costly  proceeding.  The  percentage 
of  collection  was  much  decreased  bv  the 
unification  of  arrangements  which  now 
prevailed.  If  this  proposal  was  cirried 
out  the  disadvantages  would  be  great 
and  the  benefit  small.  Even  if  the  Com- 
mittee thought  that  some  article  of  con- 
sumption  should  be  taxed  at  a  lower  rate 
in  Ireland  that  in  England,  he  could  not 
think  that  it  would  be  this  article  that 
they  would  select  for  preferential  treat- 
ment. 

Mr.  MOONEY  (DubUn  County,  S.) 
said  he  could  not  follow  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  when  he  said  that  the  cost 
of  collection  would  be  very  much  in- 
creased.    The  Customs  authorities  knew 
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where  the  spirit  was  going  to  and  con- 
sequently there  would  be  no  difficulty. 
When  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  intro- 
duced his  Budget  he  spoke  of  the  loss 
sustained  by  the  revenue  in  regard 
to  the  spirit  duties,  which  he  attributed 
to  a  wave  of  sobriety  which  had  been 
passing  over  the  country.  One  thing 
which  had  caused  great  anxiety  to 
medical  men  all  over  the  kingdom  was 
the  extraordinary  increase  in  the  per- 
centage of  insanity;  and  a  good  deal 
of  that  insanity  was  alleged  to  have 
been  caused  by  the  consumption  of  raw 
and  immature  spirits.  In  most  of  our 
great  manufacturing  centres  an  epidemic 
of  methylated-spirit  drinking  was  break- 
ing out.  The  fact  that  this  tax  stood 
At  such  a  high  rate  led  to  the  putting  on 
the  market  of  a  spirit  which  must  be 
bad  for  the  consumers.  If  they  put 
such  a  high  tax  on  the  spirit  the  vendor 
•could  not  keep  it  long  enough  to  enable 
him  to  get  rid  of  the  fusel  oil.  It  was 
not  the  distiller  who  paid  the  increased 
price  but  the  bonder.  If  a  bonder  had 
two  sorts  of  whisky,  one  only  two  years 
old  and  the  other  ten  years  old,  the  ten 
year  old  whisky,  when  he  came  to  pay 
the  duty  upon  it,  must  be  a  dearer  article 
than  the  whisky  he  had  kept  for  two 
years  only,  and  the  result  of  that  was 


that  when  they  put  a  high  duty  on  the 
bonder  he  must  reduce  the  age  of  the 
whisky,  and  he  had  to  sell  it  before  it 
had  had  time  to  mature.  Once  they  put 
a  high  tax  on  whisky  they  reduced 
the  consumption  in  a  way,  but  they 
also,  at  the  same  time,  brought  into  the 
market  more  raw  spirit.  Medical  men 
had  asserted  that  one  of  the  greatest 
causes  of  the  increase  of  lunacy  amongst 
the  poorer  classes  was  the  consumption 
of  this  raw  spirit.  The  time  had  come 
for  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to 
put  an  end  to  this  additional  tax.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  West  Bristol  aqd  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Croydon 
had  held  out  the  same  promise.  He  did 
not  know  whether  the  present  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  called  it  a  temporary 
tax  or  an  additional  tax.  Surely  it  was 
about  time  that  this  additional  tax, 
put  on  for  a  specific  purpose  which  was 
now  over,  was  taken  off.  It  was  a  just 
claim  that  the  tax  in  Ireland  should 
be  restored  to  the  figure  at  which  it  stood 
before  the  war. 

Question  pur. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes,   73  ; 
Noes,  283.     (Division  List  No.  174.) 


AYES. 


Au8tin,^Sir  John 

Barlow,  John  Emmott 

Barry,  E.  (Cork,  S.) 

Blake,  Edward 

Boland,  John 

'Campbell,  John  (Armagh,  S.) 

'Carvill,  Patrick  Greo.  Hamilton 

Channing,  Francis  Allston 

Clancy,  John  Joseph 

Crean,  Eugene 

Cremer,  William  Randal 

Belauy,  William 

Devlin,  Chas.  Ramsay  (Gal way 

Dillon,  John 

Dobbie,  Joseph 

Doogan,  P.  C. 

Dunn,  Sir  William 

E\re,  Harry  Trelawney 

Field,  William 

Flavin,  Michael  Joseph 

•Gilhooly,  James 

Hayden,  John  Patrick 

Hemphill,  Rt.  Hon.  Charles  H. 

Hope,  John  Deans  (Fife,  West) 

Jacoby,  James  Alfred 

«Toicey,  Sir  James 


Joyce,  Michael 

Kennedy,  Vincent  P.(Cayan,W 

Kilbride,  Denis 

Lambert,   George 

Law,  Hugh  Alex.  (Donegal,  W. 

Lawson,  Sir  Wilfrid  (Cornwall) 

Leng,  Sir  John 

Lundon«  W. 

Macnamara,  Dr.  Thomas  J. 

MacNeill,  John  Gordon  Swift 

MaoVeagh,  Jeremiah 

MTadden,   Edward 

M'Hugh,  Patrick  A. 

M*Kean,  John 

M*Killop.  W.  (Sligo,  North) 

Murphy,  John 

Nannetti,  Joseph  P. 

Nolan,CoLJohnP.  ^Galway,  N.) 

Nolan,  Joseph  (Louth,  South) 

Norton,  Capt.  Cecil  William 

O'Brien,  James  F.  X.  (Cork) 

O'Brien,  K.  (Tipperary,  Mid.) 

O'Brien,  Patrick  (Kilkenny) 

O'Brien,  P.  J.  (Tipperary,  N.) 

O'Connor,  James(Wioklow,  W. 

O'Connor,  John  (Kildare,  N.) 


O'Donnell,  John  (Mayo,  S.) 

O'Dowd,  John 

0'  Kelly,  James( Roscommon, N 

O'Mara,  James 

O'Shaughnessy,  P.  J. 

Parrott,  William 

Rea,  Russell 

Reddy,  M. 

Redmond,  John  E.  (Waterford 

Rickett,  J.  Compton 

Roche,  John 

Slack,  John  Bamford 

Stanhope,  Hon.  Philip  James 

Sullivan,  Donal 

Thomas,  David  A.  (Merthyr) 

Ure,  Alexander 

Wallace,  Robert 

Walton,   Joseph   (Barnsley; 

White,  Luke  (York,  E.  R.) 

Whitley,  J.  H.  (Halifax) 

Young,  Samuel 

Tbllibs  fob  thb  Ayis — Mr. 
Flynn  and  Mr.  Mooney. 
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Abraham,  WiDiam  (Bhoodd*) 
Agg-0«rdiier,  James  Tynte 
Agnew,  Sir  Andrew  Kod 
ADen,  Charlea  K 
AUhanen*  Angnstiis  Henry  E. 
AruKm,  Sir  WitUam  BeyneQ 
Arkwright,  John  Stanhope 
^niold-Faniter3t.Hn.Hii|^  O 
Arrol,  Sir  Wilham 
AihtoD,  Thomas  Gair 
AtkiiMon,  Rt,  Hon.  John 
Anhrcy-Fletcher,  Rt.Hn.8ir  H. 
Bagot,  Opt.  Jotieeline  FiteBoy 
Bailey,  Jaroen  (Walworth) 
Bain,  Colonel  James  Robert 
Baird,  John  George  Alexander 
Balcarres,  Lord 
Balfonr,  Rt.  Hn.  A.J.(Kanch'r. 
Balfoar,  Capt.  C.  B.  (Homsey) 
Ballonr,Rt.  Hn.  G.  W.  (Leeds.) 
Balfour,  Kenneth  B.  (Christch. 
Banbury,  Sir  Frederick  George 
Barry,  Sir  Francis  T.  (Windsor) 
Bartley,  Sir  George  C.  T. 
Beach,Kt.Hn.Sir  Michael  Hicks 
Beaumont,  Wentworth  C.  B. 
BeU,  Richard 
Bhowraggree,  Sir  M.  M. 
Bignold,  Sir  Arthur 
Bigwood,  James 
Bill,  Cbarh» 
Bingham,  Lord 
Blundell,  Colonel  Henry 
Bolton,  Thomas  Dolling 
Boscawen,  Arthur  Griffith 
Bousfield,  William  Robert 
Bowles,Lt..Col.H.F.(Middlesex 
Bowleii,T.Gibiion  (King's  Lynn 
Brand,  Hon.  Arthur  G. 
Brigff,  John 

Brodrick,  Bt.  Hon.  St.  John 
Brown,  Sir  Alex  H.  (Shropsh.) 
Brown,  G.   M.  (Edinburgh) 
Brymer,  William  Ernest 
Bull,  William  James 
Burt,  Thomas 
Butcher,  John  George 
Caldwell,  James 
Campbell,J.H.M.(DnblinUniv. 

Carlile,  William  Walter 
Ciirson,  Rt.  Hon-  Sir  Edw^  H 
CavendiBh,V.C.W.  (Derbyshire 
Cayzer,  Sir  Charles  William 
Cecil,  Lord  Hugh  (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,  Rt.Hn.J.  (Birm. 
(1iamberlain,Rt.Hn.J.A(Worc 
Chapman,  Edward 
Qive,  Captain  Percy  A. 
Cochrane,  Hon.  Thos.  H.  A.  E. 
Cohen,  Benjamin  Louis 
Colston,  ChtiB,  Edw.  H.  Athole 
Compton,  Lord  Alwyne 
Ck)rbett,  A.  Cameron  (Glasgow) 
Corbet t,  T.  L,  (Down,  North) 
Cox,  Irwin  Edw.  Bainbridge 
Craig,  C^lhas.  Curtis  (Antrim,  S.) 
C^aig,  Robert  Hunter  (Lanark) 
Cripps,  CJharles  Alfred 
Crombie,  John  William 
Cross,  Herb.  Shepherd  (Bolton 
Cubitt,  Hon.  Henry 
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Cost,  Henry  John  C 
Dalkeith,  Earl  of 
Dalrymple,  Sir  Charlea 
Davenport,  William  Bromley 
Daries,  M.  Vaughan  (Cardigsn 
Denny,  Colonel 
Dickinson,  Robert  EdmnnH 
Dickson,  ChaHes  Scott 
Dilke,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Oiarles 
Dixon'Hartland,.SirFied  Dixon 
Doosfaty,  Sir  George 
Do%|as,  Rt.  Hon.  A.   Akers- 
Dou^s,  diaries  M    (Lanark 
Doxford,  Sir  William  Theodore 
Doke,  Henry  Edward 
Duncan,  J.  Hastings 
Dyke,  Rt.Hn.Sir  WOliam  Hart 
^;erton,  Hon.  A.>  de  Tatton 
l^oe,  Oipt  EQaAndrw'sBg^ 
Elliot,  Hon.  A.  Ralph  Doo^ 
Erans,  Samuel  T.CGlamorgsn) 
Fardell,  Sir  T.  George 
FelloweB,Rt.Hn.Ailwyn  Edw. 
Fergusson,Rt.Hn.Sir  J(Manc'r. 
Finch,  Rt.  Hon.  George  H. 
Findlay,  Alex.  (Lanark,  N.  E.) 
Finlay,SxrR.B.(Inv'm'ss  B'ghs 
FitzGerald,  Sir  Robert  Penrose 
Fitzmaurice,  Lord  Edmond 
Fitzroy,  Hn.  Edward  Algernon 
Flannery,  Sir  Fortescue 
Flower,  Sir  Ernest 
Forster,  Henry  William 
Foster,  P.  S.  (Warwick,  S.  W.) 
Galloway,  William  Johnson 
Gardner,  Ernest 
Qarfit,  William 
Goddard,  Daniel  Ford 
Godson,  Sir  Augustus  Fredk. 
Gordon,Hii.  J.E.  (Elffin&Nairn 
Gorst,  Rt.  Hn.  Sir  John  Eld  on 
Goschen,  Hn.  George  Joachim 
Goulding,  Edward  Alfred 
Graham,  Henry  Robert 
Gray,  EmeBt  (West  Ham) 
Greene,  8irEW(B'ry  SEdm'nds 
Greene,  H.  D.  (Shrewsbury) 
Grenfell,  William  Henry 
Gretton,  John 
Greville,  Hon.  Ronald 
Griffith,  Ellis  J. 
Gurdon,  Sir  W.  Brampton 
Guthrie,  Walter  Murray 
Hall,  Edward  Marshall 
Hamilton,RtHnLordG  (Midd*x 
Hamilton.Marq.  of(L*nd'nderry 
Hardy,  Laurence(  Kent,A8hf  rd 
Hare,  Thomas  Leigh 
Haslam,  Sir  Alfred  S. 
Heath,SirJames(Stafford8.  ^'W 
Helder,  Augustus 
Henderson,  Sir  A.(StafiFord,  W. 
Henderson,  Arthur  (Durham) 
Hermon-Hodge,  Sir  Robert  T. 
Hickman,  Sir  Alfred 
Higham,  John   Sharp 
Hogg,  Lindsay 
Hoult,  Joseph 

Howard,  J.  (Midd.,  Tottenham 
Hozier,  Hn.  James  Henry  Cecil 
Hudson,  George  Bickersteth 
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Rowland 

Dr.  Chaa.  f^edk. 
Hotton,  John  (Torks.  N.B.) 
Jebb,  SSt  Richard  CSaTeriioiise 
Johnaop,  John 

Jones,  Wiffiam  (Ckmarmnsb.) 
Kearley,  Hudson  E. 
Kennaway,  Bt.  Hn.  Sir Jolm  H. 
King,  Sir  Henry  Seymour 
Kitson,  Sir  Jamea 
Lambton,  Hon.  Fkederi^  Wm. 
iMMifj^,  Batty 
Laurie,  Lieat.-Genersl 
Law,  Andrew  Bonar  (Glaagonr) 
Lawson,  John  6.  (Toiks.  N.B. ) 
Lajdand-Banatt,'  Francis 
Lee^Arlhur  H(Hanta.,Farehani 
Legge,  O^.  Hon.  Heneage 
LeTe8on-Gower,FMteficK  N.8. 
IJeweDyn,  Evan  Henry 
Lon^,  G6L  Chas.  W.  (Erafaam) 
liong,  Bt.  Hon.  W.  (Bristol,  S.> 
Lowther,  C.  (Cumb.  Eskdale) 
Loydy  Archie  Kirkman 
Lyttelton,  Bt^  Hon.  Alfred 
B^Mdona,  John  Cumming 
Maoonochie*  A.  W. 
M'Arthur,  Charles  (Liverpool 
MTver.  Sir  Lpwi8(F^inbin:ghW 
Majendie,  Jamea  A.  H. 
Midcolm,  Ian 
Marks,  Harry  Hananel 
MelviUe,  Beresford  Valentine 
Meysey-Thompeon,  Sir  H.  M^ 
Middlemore,JohnThrogmorton 
Mildmay,  Francis  Bin^^ham 
Molesworth,  Sir  Lewis 
Montagu,   G.    (Huntingdon) 
Montagu,  Hn.  J.  Scott  (Hants. > 
Moon,  Edward  Bobert  Pacy 
Moore,  William 

Morgan,  D.  J.  (Walthamstow)" 
Morgan,  J.Lloyd  (Carmarthen > 
Morpeth,  Viscount 
Morrell,  George  Herbert 
Morrison,  James  Archibald 
Morton,  Arthur  H-  Aylmer 
Moss,  Samuel 
Mount,  WiUiam  Arthur 
Mowbray,  Sir  Bobert  Gray  C- 
Muntz,  Sir  Philip  A. 
Murray,  Col.  Wyndham  (Ba  th)» 
Myers,  William  Henry 
Newnes,  Sir  George 
O'Neill,  Hon.  Bobert  Toirens 
Pahner,  Sir  Walter  (Salisbury)^ 
Parkes,  Ebenezer      -"■*^^^^ 
Partington,   Oswald  "■<^;» 

Pease,  Herb.  Pike  (Darllneton>        } 
Pease,  J.  A.  (Saffron  Walden>- 
Percy,  Earl  I 

Philippe,  John  Wynford 
Pilkington,  Olonel  Bichard 
Pine,  Duncan  V. 
Platt-Higgins,  Frederick 
Plummer,'Sir  Walter  R. 
Pretyman,  Ernest  George 
Pryce-Jones,  Lt.-Col.    Sdwardl^ 
Purvis,  Bobert  ^ 

Bandies,  John  S.  ; 

Bankin,  Sir  James 
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Reid,  James  (Greenock) 
Remnant,  James  Farquharson 
Renwick,  George 
Riohaids,  Thoe.  (W.  Monm'th) 
Ridley,  S.  Forde 
Ritchie,  Rt.Hn.  Chas^Thomson 
Roberts,  Samuel  (Sheffield) 
Robertson,  Herbert  (Hackney) 
Robinson,  Brooke 
RoUit,  Sir  Albert  Kaye 
Romid,  Rt.  Hon.  James 
Royds,  Clement  Molyneuz 
Runciman,  Walter 
Saokville,  (>>L  S.  G.  Stopford 
Sadler,  CoL  Samuel  Alexander 
Samuel,  Sir  H.  S.  (Limehouse) 
Samuel,    HerbertL. (Cleveland) 
Sassoon,  Sir  Edward  Albert 
Scott,  Sir  S.  (Marylebone,  W.) 
Seely,  Charles  Hilton  (Lincoln) 
Seton-Karr,  Sir  Henry 
Shackleton,  David  James 
Sharpe,  William  Edward  T. 
Shaw,  C^iarles  Edw.  (Stafford) 
Shaw-Stewart,  Sir  H  (Renfrew) 


(23  M\Y  1905} 

Shipman,  Dr.  John  G. 
Sinclair,  Louis  (Romford) 
Sloan,  Thomas  Henry 
Smith,  HC.(North'mb.Tynesde 
Smith,RtHnJParker  (Lanarks) 
Smith,  Samuel  (Flint) 
Soares,  Ernest  J. 
Spear,  John  Ward 
Stanley,  Edw.  Jas.  (Somerset) 
Stanley,  Rt.  Hn.  Lord  (Lanes.) 
Stewart,  Sir  Mark  J.  MTaggart 
Stirling-Maxwell,  Sir  John  M. 
Stock,  James  Henry 
Strutt,  Hon.  Charles  Hedley 
Taylor,  Austm  (East  Toxteth) 
Taylor,  Theodore  C.  (Radcliffe) 
Thomas,  Abel  (Carmarthen,E.) 
Thorbum,  Sir  Walter 
ToUemache,  Henry  James 
Tomlinson,  Sir  Wm.  Edw.  M. 
Tritton,  Charles  Ernest 
Tuff,  Charles 

TufneU,  Lieut. -CoL  Edward 
Tuke,  Sir  John  Batty 
Vincent,  ColSir  CE.H(Sheffield 
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Walker,  Col.  William  Hall 
Walrond,  RtHa  Sir. William  H 
Wason,  John  Oithoart(  Orkney)- 
Welby,Lt.-CoLA.C.E  (Tauntoa 
WeIby,SirCharles  G.E.  (Notts.) 
Wharton,  Rt.  Hn.  John  Lloyd 
Whiteley,  George  (York,  W.R.> 
Whiteley,H.(Ashton  und.Lyn» 
Whitmore,  Charles  Algernon 
Willoughby  de  Eresby,  Lord 
Wilson.  F.  W.  (Norfolk,  Mid.> 
Wilson,  John  (Durham,  Mid.> 
Wilson,  John  (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd,  Sir  W.H(yoTk8.> 
Wodehouse,Rt.Hn.E.R.  (Bath> 
Wolff,  Gustav  Wilhelm 
Worsley-Taylor,  Henry  Wilsoa 
Wortley,  Rt.  Hon.  C.B.  Stuart 
Wylie,  Alexander 
Yerburgh,  Robert  Armstrong 

Tkllibs  fob  the  Nob3 — Sir 
Alexander  Acland  •  Hood 
and  Viscount  Valentia. 


V 


Question,  "That  the  clause  stand  part 
of  the  Bill,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clauses  4  and  5  agreed  to. 

Clause  6 : — 

Mr.  FLYNN  said  that  his  Amend- 
ment ought  to  be  received  with  sympathy 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 
There  was  a  great  deal  of  parrot  talk 
with  reference  to  equality  of  taxation, 
but  hon.  Members  might  not  be  aware 
that  for  half  a  century  after  the  Union 
Ireland  was  exempted  from  the  income- 
tax.  In  1853  it  was  imposed  for  seven 
years  ;  but  more  than  fifty  years  had 
now  elapsed ;  and  yet  it  had  not  been 
repealed.  Both  Sir  Robert  Peel  and 
Lord  Palmerston  had  declined  to  extend 
the  income-tax  to  Ireland.  Mr.  Glad- 
stone, when  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
did.  Lord  Beacons  field,  however,  spoke 
strongly  against  it;  and  his  was  ad- 
mittedly one  of  the  first  names  in  the 
litany  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite. 
Other  Englishmen  had  also  expressed 
similar  opinions.  The  repeal  of  the  tax 
would  not  involve  any  change  in  Cus- 
toms or  Excise  ;  and  he,  therefore,  hoped 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would 
consider  the  question.  Every  penny 
taken  out  of  the  coimtry  in  the  form  of 
income-tax  was  a  drain  on  Irish  re- 
sources and  on  employment  in  Ireland. 


Amendment  proposed — 

*'  In  page  2,  Hue  3;),  after  the  word  *  cliarged, 
to  iiiseit  tlie   words  *  in  Great    Britain.'** — 
{Mr.  Flynn.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN  said 
that  on  each  clause,  as  it  had  been  dis- 
cussed the  Committee  had  been  asked 
to  accord  to  Ireland  some  advantage  over 
the  other  parts  of  the  United  Kingdom. 
He  had  not  been  inclined  to  accept  any 
other  proposals,  and  it  seemed  to  him 
that  the  income-tax  payer  had  the  least 
claim  of  all  to  preferential  treatment. 
He  could  quite  understand  rich  men 
living  in  Ireland  if  they  could  be  exempt 
there  from  income-tax.  Wealthy  people 
would  be  inclined,  perhaps,  to  put  their 
fortunes  in  any  refuge  where  they  would 
be  free  from  taxation ;  but  he  could 
see  no  ground  for  granting  this  remission 
to  rich  men  because  they  happened  to  live 
in  Ireland.  They  had  been  told  that 
one  of  the  defects  in  the  present  financial 
system  as  it  affected  Ireland  was  that 
so  small  a  portion  of  the  taxation  came 
from  the  direct  taxpayers,  and  yet  the 
hon.  Member  would  have  him  abandon 
the  most  important  source  of  direct 
taxation. 

Mr.  O'MARA  said  the  right  hon* 
Grentleman  had  repudiated  the  suggestic 
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and  the  plea  that  Ireland  was  entitled 
to  any  exemption  oi  abatement  what- 
soever, but  he  oou]d  not  expect  the 
Irish  Party  to  agree  with  him  in  that. 
They  took  their  stand  on  the  fact 
that  by  the  Aot  of  Union  they  were  so 
entitled.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
could  not  have  it  both  ways.  At  the 
present  time  Ireland  was  exempt  from 
the  tax  on  armorial  bearings  and  the 
house  tax.  They  were  either  entitled 
to  exemptions  and  abatements  or  they 
were  not.  If  they  were  not  why  were 
they  exempted  in  these  two  matters,  and 
if  they  were  entitled  then  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman's  argument  did  not  hold 
good.  He  claimed  that  they  were  en- 
titled, and  that  the  country  was  pressed 
down  by  the  system  of  taxation  forced 
upon  it  by  Great  Britain.  It  was  not 
justice  that  a  poor  country  like  Ireland 
i^hould  be  taxed  in  the  same  way  as  a 
rich  country  like  Great  Britain.  Every- 
one in  the  House  would  acknowledge 
that  the  income-tax  was  one  of  the  best 
tests  of  the  capacity  of  a  country  to  pay 
taxes,  but  while  the  proportion  of  income- 
tax  pa  i^  was  only  one  to  thirty-two  of  that 
of  Great  Britain,  in  relation  to  taxa- 
tion as  a  whole  it  was  one  to  fifteen. 
Ireland  was  so  poor  a  country  that 
some  exemption  should  be  granted  from 
the  heavy  taxation  under  which  even 
Englishmen  were  groaning.  If  her  pro- 
portion of  taxation  were  reduced  to  the 
ratio  of  one  to  thirty-two  it  would  be 
only  just  and  fair,  and  in  accordance 
with  what  was  contemplated  under  the 
Act  of  Union. 

The  acting  CHAIRMAN  (Mr. 
Whitmore,  Chelsea) :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  now  repeating  what  he  was  saying 
when  I  called  him  to  order. 

Mr,  O'MARA  said  he  would  merely 
point  out  that  the  income-tax  afEorded 
one  of  the  readiest  means  in  existence  of 
granting  an  abatement  or  exemption  to 
Ireland.  That  country  could  be  exemp- 
ted from  the  income-tax  just  as  she  was 
-(exempted  from  the  house  tax,  and  every 
Irish  representative  would  rejoice  if 
t^uch  an  exemption  were  made.  It  was 
a  striking  fact  that  for  fifty-three  years 
after  the  Union  there  was  no  income-tax 
at  all ;  it  was  first  levied  in  England 
for  the  specific  purpose  of  lightening 
the  burdens  on  English  industries,  and 

Mr.  O'Mara. 


Sir  Robert  Peel  did  not  allow  it  to  be 
extended  to  Ireland.  At  the  time  of  the 
great  famine  a  sum  of  £2,000,000  was 
granted  to  the  people  of  Ireland  to  meet 
the  ravages  of  the  famine,  and  Mr. 
Gladstone  proposed  the  imposition  of  an 
income-tax  for  a  certain  number  of  years 
to  repay  that  money  to  the  Imperial 
Exchequer.  But  the  amount  had  been 
repaid  over  and  over  again  and  still  the 
tax  remained.  On  every  pos^ble  ground , 
moral  and  economic,  Ireland  was 
entitled  to  exemption  or  an  abatement. 

Mr.  field  held  that  it  could  not  be 
denied  that  the  income-tax  pressed  with 
undue  severity  upon  Ireland.  Irishmen, 
however,  objected  not  only  to  the  tax 
itself  but  to  the  manner  in  which  it  was 
assessed.  The  whole  subj  ect,  as  it  afEeoted 
Ireland,  deserved  far  more  attention 
than  it  had  hitherto  received.  In  Eng- 
land there  were  local  assessment  com- 
mittees acting  in  conjunction  with  an 
official  assessor,  but  in  Ireland  there  was 
an  official  appointed  by  the  (Government 
upon  whose  valuation 

And,  it  being  half-past  Seven  of  the 
clock,  the  Chairman  left  the  Chair  to 
make  his  Report  to  the  House. 

The  Clerk  at  the  Table  informed  the 
House  of  the  unavoidable  absence  of 
the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  from 
the  remainder  of  this  day's  Sittings. 

Whereupon  Mr.  Jeffreys,  the  Deputy- 
Chairman,  took  the  Chair  as  Deputy- 
Speaker,  pursuant  to  the  Standing  Order. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  this  evening. 


EVENING  SITTING. 


FINANCE  BILU 
Considered  in  Committee 

(In  the  Committee.) 

[Mr.  Jeffreys  (Hampshire,  N.)  in  the 
Chair.] 

Clause  6  : — 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  pa^  2,  line  3i>,  after  the  word  *  charged,* 
to  insert  the  words  *  in  Great  Britain.'  " — 
{Mr.  Flynn,^ 
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Question  again  proposed,  "  That  those  ■  matters    between    the    two    countries, 
words  be  there  inserted."  .  When  he  imposed  this  tax  Mr.   Glad- 

I  stone    made    what    was    practically    a. 

Mr.  field  said  he  rose  to  support  |  declaration  of  policy  when  he  said 
the  Amendment  because  overtaxation  ^^  ^^^^  House  that  the  income  -  tax 
in  Ireland  constituted  an  enormous  ,  ^^  ^^*  *«>  ^e  looked  upon  as  a 
commercial  drain  on  the  country.  He  P«nnanent  charge  upon  Ireland,  but 
called  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  '  ^^^  *^  ^^  ^^^  regarded  as  a  temporary 
exemption  that  they  now  claimed  was  ,  measure  imposed  for  the  purposes  of 
never  questioned  until  half  a  century  i  P*yi?g  o^  t^e.  Consolidated  Loan.  He 
after  the  Act  of  Union,  and  even  at  the  ,  P^*  ^*  ^  *^®  rig^^^  ^on.  Gentleman  that 
present  moment  there  were  taxes  im-  ^®  ^*d  proved  his  case  under  the 
posed  in  England  that  were  not  levied  \  *^"^  .^^  ^^«  Union,  and  under  the  terms 
in  Ireland.  With  regard  to  the  income-  I  ^^  which  this  tax  was  imposed  on  Ireland, 
tax,  various  Chancellors  of  the  Ex-  I  *^d  he  appealed  to  the  right  hon.  Member 
chequer  had  always  opposed  its  im-  ^  ^7  whether  they  had  not  at  least 
position  in  Ireland  by  reason  of  the  fact  justice  on  their  side  and  solid  common- 
that  Ireland  was  a  poor  country.  It  |  ^^^  .  reasons  for  claiming  that  its 
was,  in  fact,  imposed  by  Mr.  Gladstone,  remission  might  be  considered  by  tbe 
"  the  wizard  of  finance,"  as  he  was  "8^*  ^^^'  Gentleman, 
called,  in  1853,  and  then  it  was  only  im-  i      „  j  j  i        i     • 

posed  as  a  temporary  tax  for  the  purpose  1  ^  ^®  contended  that  the  mcome-tax  paid 
of  paying  off  the  Consolidated  Loan  of  by  Ireland  was  disproportionate  m  amount 
£4,500,000  which  was  required  to  es-  ^  ^*^*^  P*^^  ^7  England  and  Scotland 
tablish  the  Poor  Law  system  in  Ireland.  '  because  there  was  a  difference  m  the  valua- 
Never  since  that  time  had  the  in- ;  *^^^  *^.  England  and  Scotland.  In  those 
come-tax  been  remitted,  although  it ,  fo^tries  there  was  a  system  whereby 
was  then  understood,  though  it  was ,  ^Z^^]^  assessment  committees  assisted 
never  stated,  that  it  was  to  be  taken  *f «  Government  Department  m  assessing 
off  at  the  end  of  seven  years.  '  ^^^.  ^^*  ^^*  ^^  Iceland  the  whole  responsi- 

bility  for  the  valuation  was  placed  in  the 

(  He,  himself,  was  in  favour  of  direct  j  ^ands  of  a  non-elective  Commissioner 
rather  than  indirect  taxation,  but  the  ;  ^^^  whom  there  was  hardly  any  appeal, 
difficulty  in  this  case  was  that  they  had  no  |  ^^  ^^^  Valuation  Bill  now  before  the 
means  of  judging  the  amount  of  indirect  i  House  was  passed  into  law  Ireland 
taxation  that  was  paid  in  Ireland ;  they  I  would  be  the  poorer  by  £1,000,000  a 
had  no  statistics  of  the  duties  on  exports  j  yoar.  He  did  not  wish  to  make  this  a 
and  imports  on  which  to  go,  and  thev  had  !  I*arty  question,  because  it  was  a  purely 
never  had  a  separate  vote  of  credit  I  economic  and  financial  question.  It 
for  Ireland.    Therefore  they  had  been    ?as  upon  a  question  of  taxation  that 


unable  to  judge  the  amount  of  indirect 
taxation.    The  only  way  they  had  of 


England  lost  America,  and  it  was  only 
by  resisting  the  income-tax  that  they 


obtaining  restitution  from  the  Govern- 1  could  bring  before  the  Chancellor  of  the 
ment  in  respect  to  over-taxation  was  by    Exchequer  their  grievances.    He  trusted 


means  of  the  incometax.      The  position 
he  took  up  was  that  the  condition  of 


before    this    debate    closed    some    hon. 
Grentlemen  representing  Ireland  on  the 


Ireland  at  the  present  time  was  infinitely  j  opposite  side  of  the  House,  whose  con- 
worse  than  it  was  in  1853.  They  had  stitucnts  suffered  from  the  same  griey- 
less  wealth  and  less  population,  and  there-  ance  as  the  rest  of  Ireland,  would  join  in 
fore,  from  an  economic  point  of  view,  *^«  protest  they  were  making  against  the 
were  in  an  infinitely  worse  position  now  overtaxation  of  Ireland, 
than  then.    The  point  of  view  he  wished 

to  put  before  the  House  was  that  this  I  Mb.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN  said 
was  not  to  be  considered  as  a  question  I  he  had  dealt  with  this  question  in  half-a- 
of  money  alone:  it  must  be  considered  i  dozen  speeches  already,  and  he  could  only 
from  a  wider  point  of  view ;  it  must  be  i  say  now  that  even  if  it  was  admitted 
considered  from  the  point  of  view  of  fair  i  that  Ireland  was  overtaxed,  and  that  a 
play  in  the  administration  of  financial ;  remedy  must  be  found,  it  was  not  likely 
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that  hon.  Members  would  choose  a 
remedy  that  would  relieve  the  well-to-do 
in  Ireland  while  leaving  the  less  well-to-do 
to  suffer  from  their  present  burdens. 

Mb.  T.  L.  CORBETT  (Down,  N.)  said 
the  Ulster  Members  had  not  taken  part 
in  this  campaign  for  the  exemption  of 
Ireland  from  taxation  because  they 
believed  in  the  Imperial  destinies  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  and  were  prepared 
to  bear  their  share  of  its  burdens. 

Mr.  field  said  when  he  advocated 
the  remission  of  the  income-tax  he  ad- 
mitted he  preferred  direct  to  indirect 
taxation,  but  the  only  way  in  which 
they  could  resist  overtaxation  in  Ire- 
land was  by  attacking  the  income-tax, 
because  the  statistics  did  not  enable 
them  to  judge  of  the  value  of  the  export 
and  import   duties.      He  agreed    that 


the  income-tax  payers  were  the  persons 
who  ought  to  pay  most,  but  there  was 
no  denying  the  fact  that  this  was  the 
only  way  to  resist  taxation. 

Mr.  O'MARA  said  he  was  not  as- 
tonished at  the  remarks  which  fell  from 
the  hon.  Member  opposite  for  he  and 
many  of  those  who  sat  with  bim,  and 
even  two  hon.  Grentlemen  who  sat  on 
the  Treasury  Bench,  were  tbe  lineal 
descendants  of  the  traitors  who  sold  the 
blood  of  their  countrymen  as  well  as  tbeir 
country  at  the  time  of  the  Union. 

The  DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN:  Order, 
order ! 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes,  64  ; 
Noes,  162.    (Division  List  No.  175.) 


Austin,  Sir  John 

Barry,  E.  (Cork,  8.) 

Boland,  John 

Burke,  £.  Havilaud 

Burt,  Thomas 

■Caldwell,  James 

■CampbeU,  John  (Armagh,  8.) 

dancy,  John  Joseph 

■Crean,  Eugene 

•Cremer,  William  Randal 

Delany,  William 

Devlin,  Chas.  Ramsay  (Galway 

Dillon,  John 

Dobbie,  Joseph 

Doogan,  P.  C. 

Fenwick,  Charles 

Ffrench,  Peter 

Field,  William 

Findlay,  Alex.  (Lanark,  N.E.) 

Flavin,  Michael  Joseph 

•Gilhooly,  James 

Ooddard,  Daniel  Ford 

<;}riffith,  Ellis  J. 


AYES. 

Hayden,  John  Patrick 

Hope,  John  Deans  (Fife,  West) 

Johnson,  John 

Jone8,William  ((^aitiarTonshire 

Joyce,  Michael 

Kilbride,  Denis 

Lawson,  Sir  Wilfrid  (Cornwall) 

Leigh,  Sir  Joseph 

Lundon,  W. 

MacNeill,  John  Gordon  Swift 

MacVeagh,  Jeremiah 

M'Fadden,   Edward 

M'Hugh,  Patrick  A. 

M'Kean,  John 

Nolan,  Col.  John  P.(Galway,N.) 

Nolan,  Joseph  (Louth*  South) 

O'Brien,  K.  (Tipperary,  Mid.) 

O'Brien,  P.  J.  (Tipperary,  N.) 

O'Connor,  James  ( Wicklow,  W. 

O'Donnell,  John  (Mayo,  S.) 

O'Dowd,  John 

O'Malley,  William 

0*Mara,  James 


O'Shaughneesy,  P.  J. 
Parrott,    William 
Power,  Patrick  Joseph 
Reddy,  M. 

Redmond,  John  E.  (Waterford 
Roberts,  John  H.  (Denbiichs.) 
Roche,  John 
Roe,  Sir  Thomas 
Slack,  John  Bamford 
Smith,  Samuel  (Flint) 
Sullivan,  Donal 
Thomas,  David  A.  (Merthyr) 
Walton,  Joseph  (Bamaley) 
Wason,  Eugene  (dackmannan; 
White,  Luke  (York,  E.R.) 
Wilson.  Henry  J.  (York,  W-R.) 
Wilson,  John  (Durham,  Mid.) 
Young,  Samuel 

TXLLKBS      FOB      THE      AtXS — 

Captain    Donelaa    and    Mr. 
Patrick    O'Brien. 


Abraham,  William  (Rhondda) 
Agnew,  Sir  Andrew  Noel 
Allhusen,  Augustus  Hen.  Eden 
Anson,  Sir  William  Reynell 
Amold-For8ter,Rt.Hn.Hugh  0 
Arrol,  Sir  William 
Atkinson,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Bailey,  James  (Walworth) 
Baird,  John  George  Alexander 
Balcarres,  Lord 
Ba]four,Rt.Hn.A.  J.(Manch'r.) 
Balfour,RtHnGeraldW  (Leeds) 
Banbury,  Sir  Frederick  George 
Banner,  John  S.  Harmood- 
JBartley,  Sir  George  C  T. 

Mr,  Austen  Chamberlain, 


NOES. 

Bell,  Richard 

Bignold,  Sir  Arthur 

Bigwood,  James 

Bond,  Edward 

Bousfield,  William  Robert 

Brigg,  John 

Brodrick,  Rt.  Hon.  St.  John 

Brotherton,  Edward  Allen 

Bull,  William  James 

Cameron,   Robert 

Carson,  Rt,  Hon.  Sir  Edw.  H. 

Cavendish, V.CW.  (Derbyshire 

Chamberlain,Rt.  Hn.  J.  A(  Wore. 

Chapman,  Edward 

Cheetham,   John   Frederick 


Ox)hrane,  Hon.  Thos.  H.  A.  E. 
Colliugs,  Rt.  Hon.  Jesse 
Colston,  Chas.  Edw.  H.  Athole 
Corbett,  A.  Oimeron  (Glasgow) 
Corbett,  T.  L.  (Down,  North) 
Craig,  Chas.  Curtis  (Antrim.  S.) 
Crombie,  John  William 
Dalkeith,  Earl  of 
Davenport,  William  Bromley 
Dewar,SiiT.R  (TowerHamlets) 
Dickson,  Charles  Scott 
Doughty,  Sir  George 
Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers* 
Doxford,  Sir  William  Theodoro 
Duke,  Henry  Edwaiti 


"•'  '  •>iltr-ti  II  ,    I       .^   ^^^, 
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Dyke,  Rt.Hn.Sir  William  Hart 
Elliot^  Hon.  A.  Ralph  Douglas 
Fellowes,  Rt  Hn.  Ailwyn  Edw. 
J*ergu88on,  Rt.Hh.Sir«f.(Manc*r 
Tinch,  Rt.  Hon.  Oeorge  H. 
Finlay,SirR.B.(Inv'rn'8B  B'gha 
Eisher,  William  Hayes 
Pitzmaurice,  Lord  Edmond 
Fitzroy,  Hn.  Edw.  Algernon 
Forster,  Henry  William 
Foster,  P.  S.  (Warwick,  S.W.) 
Galloway,  William  Johnson 
Gardner,  Ernest 
Gordon,Hn.J.E.(El^n  &  Nairn 
Gordon,MajEvan8  (Tr  ffmlets 
Gor^t,  Rt.  Hn.  Sir  John  Eldon 
Gray,  Ernest  (West  Ham) 
Greene,  SirEW(B'rySEdm'nd6 
Greene,  W-  Raymond  (Cambs.) 
Orenfell,  William  Henry 
Oretton,  John 
Gurdon,  Sir  W   Brampton 
Hamilton,Marq.of(L'nd'nderry 
Haslam,  Sir  Alfred  S. 
Heath,SirJames  (Staffords.NW 
Helder,  Augustus 
Henderson,  Sir  A.  (Stafford,  W. 
Henderson,  Arthur  (Durham) 
Hermon- Hodge,  Sir  Robert  T. 
Hickman,  Sir  Alfred 
Higham,  John  Sharp 
Hogg,  Lindsay 

Hope,  J.F.(Sheffield,Brightside 
Hoult,  Joseph 
Hudson,  George  Bickersteth 
Hunt,  Rowland 
Jebb,  Sir  Richard  Claverhotise 
Kennaway,Rt.Hn.Sir  Jolui  H. 
Kenyon-lSaney,Rt.Hn.  Col.  W. 
Kerr,  John 
King,  Sir  Henry  Seymour 
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Liangley,  Batty 
Laurie,  Lieut. -General 
Law,  Andrew  Bonar  (Glasgow) 
Lawson,  John  G.  (Yorks.  N.R. 
I.iee,  A.  H.  (Hants.,  Fareham) 
Legge,  Col.  Hon.  Heneage 
Llewellyn,   Evan  Henry 
Long,  Rt.  Hn.  W.  (Bristol,  S.) 
Lyttelton,  Rt.  Hon.  Alfred 
&£EUK)nochie,  A.  W. 
M'Arthur,  Charles  (Liverpool) 
M*Iver,SirLewis  ( Edinburgh,  W 
Majendie,  James  A.  H. 
Malcolm,  Ian 

Melville,  Beresford  Valentine 
Middlemore,  John  Throgmorton 
Montagu,  Hn.  J.  Scott  (Hants.) 
Morgan,  D.  J.  (Walthamstow) 
Morrell,  George  Herbert 
Morrison,  James  Archibald  f^ 
Morton,  Arthur  H.  Aylmer 
Mowbray,  Sir  Robert  Gray  C. 
Murray,  Charles  J.  (Coventry) 
Myers,  William  Henry 
Nussey,  Thomas  Willans 
Palmer,  Sir  Walter  (Salisbury) 
Parkes,  Ebenezer 
Pease,  Herbert  P.  (Darlington) 
Percy,   Earl 

Philipps,  John  Wynford 
Pirie,  Duncan  V. 
Platt-Higgins,  Frederick 
Plummer,  Sir  Walter  R. 
Pretyman,  Ernest  George 
Pryce- Jones,  Lt.-Col.  Edward 
Purvis,  Robert 
Randies,  John  S. 
Reid,  James  (Greenock) 
Renwick,  George 
Richards,  Thos. (W.Monmouth) 
Robertson,  Herbert  (Hackney) 
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Royds,  Clement  Molyneuz 
Rutherford,  W.  W.  (LiverpocA 
Sackville,  Col.  S;  G.  Stopford 
Samuel,  Herbert  L.  (Cleveland) 
Scott,  Sir  S.  (Marylebone,  W,) 
Shackleton,  David  James 
Sharpe,  William  Ed^rd  T. 
Shipman,  Dr.  John  G. 
Skewes-Cox,    Thomas 
Sloan,  Thomas  Henry 
Smith,H.C(North'mb.Tyne8ide 
Soares,  Ernest  J. 
Spear,  John  Ward 
Stanley,  Hn.  Arthur  (OrmskiTk 
Stanley,  Rt.  Hn.  Lord  (Lanes.) 
Stock,  James  Henry 
Strutt,  Hon.  Charles  Hedley 
Taylor,  Theodore  C.  (Radcliffe) 
Thornton,  Percy  M. 
Tillett,  Louis  John 
Tomlinson,  Sir  Wm.  Edw.  M. 
Tritton,  Charles  Ernest 
Tuff,  Charles 
Walker,  Col.  William  HaU 
Walrond,Rt.Hn.Sir  William  H 
Welby,Lt.-Col.A.C.E.(Taunton 
Welby  Sir  Chas.  G.  E.  (Notts.) 
Whiteiey,  H.  (Ashton  und.Lyne 
Whittaker,  Thomas  Palmer 
Willoughby  de  Eresby,  Lord 
Wilson,  F.  W.  (Norfolk,  Mid.) 
Wilson,  John  (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd.  SirW.  H.(  Yorks. ) 
World ey -Taylor,  Henry  Wilson 
Wylie,  Alexander 

Teixebs  fob  the  Noes — Sir 
Alexander  Acland  -  Hoo<l 
and  Viscount  A'alejtia. 


Mr.  J.  H.  LEWIS  rose  to  move 
an  Amendment  to  extend  the  principle 
of  graduated  income-tax.  His  proposal 
^'^as  tliat  the  rate  in  respect  of  incomes 
between  £1,000  and  £2,000  should  he  Is., 
£700  up  to  £1,000,  lOd. ;  £600  to  £700, 
9d. ;  £600  to  £600,  8d.  ;  £400  to  £500, 
6d. ;  £300  to  £400, 4d. ;  and  £200  to  £300, 
12d.  The  ohject  he  had  in  view  was  to 
liave  a  debate  upon  the  graduation  of 
the  income-tax.  This  was  by  no  means 
the  first  time  that  this  question  had  been 
raised  in  the  House  of  Commons.  He 
could  assure  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer that  a  very  large  number  of  the 
members  of  his  own  Party  outside  the 
House  were  keenly  interested  in  this 
matter,  and  if  he  saw  the  letters  he 
received  from  Conservatives  and  Unionists 
who  were  in  favour  of  this  graduation 
he  would  be  surprised.  The  principle 
had  become  an  integral  part  of  our 
fiscal  policy,  and  he  wished  to  see  it 
<;arried  further.    Mr.  Pitt  once  said  that 


a  man  who  could  afford  to  keep  two 
carriages  should  be  charged  on  each  at  a 
higher  rate  than  the  man  who  could 
only  afford  one.  That  was  a  sound  and 
equitable  principle  of  taxation,  but  it 
was  not  put  into  operation  until  the 
passing  of  Sir  William  Ha^court's  Estate 
Duty  Act.  The  burden  of  taxation 
under  the  present  system  pressed  more 
heavily  upon  the  poor  than  upon  the 
rich.  When  taxes  were  high  the  rich 
man  had  only  to  deprive  himself  of 
comforts  and  luxuries,  but  the  poor  man 
under  those  circumstances  would  have  to 
deprive  himself  not  only  of  comforts,  but 
also  of  necessaries.  He  held  that  Costoms 
duties  were  paid  by  persons  of  small 
means  in  greater  proportion  to  their 
incomes  than  persons  of  large  means. 
The  Government  had  been  asked  to 
levy  an  ad  valorem  duty  upon  tea, 
tobacco,  and  the  different  classes  oi: 
wines.  At  the  present  time  they  levied 
exactly  the  same  duty  upon  the  cheapest 
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kind  of  tea,  tobacco,  and  wines  as  they 
did  upon  the  most  expensive  kinds, 
'notwithstanding  the  enonnous  difference 
in  the  cost.  Some  change  in  this  respect 
was  absolutely  necessary  in  order  to 
adjust^ the  pressure  of  taxation.  Sir 
William    Harcourt    said — 

"  If  a  tax  is  to  be  mamtained  at  a  high 
figure  it  is  necessary  that  we  should  make 
some  attempt  to  adjust  its  pressure  so  as  to 
make  it  less  intolerable  to  those  least  able  to 
bear  it.  Everybody  must  agree  that  the 
pressure  of  the  income-tax  is  most  severe 
upon  the  class  of  men  of  small  and  moderate 
incomes." 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  West  Bristol    had  declared  that  if 
the  income-tax  was  to  be  maintained 
at  anything  like  the  high  rate  it  was  at 
when  he  spoke,  it  would  be  absolutely 
necessary     to     make      some      further 
change  in  the  incidence  of  that  taxa- 
tion.    Some    hon.  Members   held    that 
the  Estate  Duty  Act  had  redressed  the 
inequality  between  the  taxation  of  the  \ 
man  of  small  income  and  the  man  of  ' 
large  income.     But  at  the  time  of  the  , 
passing   of   the   Estate   Duty   Act   the ' 
yield  of  the  income-tax  was  £17,000,000, 
whereas  it  was  about  £30,000,000  now, 
so  that  in  order  to  redress  the  balance 
a  new  estate  duty  must  be  passed  or  a 
graduated  system  of  income-tax  estab- 
lished. 

They  had  repeatedly  asked  that  this 
question  should  be  inquired  into  by  a 
Committee.  He  could  not  see  what 
earthly  harm  it  would  do  to  the  Govern- 
ment to  have  this  question  of  the  inci- 
dence of  taxation  inquired  into  by  an 
impartial  Committee.  He  asked  the 
Prime  Minister  last  year  whether  he 
would  not  appoint  such  a  Committee 
or  make  it  one  of  the  terms  of  reference 
to  the  Departmental  Committee  already 
appointed,  and  he  replied  that  anybody 
with  ordinary  industry  could  ascertain 
the  facts  for  himself.  So  far  as  his  own 
industry  went,  he  could  say  that  the 
present  system  of  levying  income-tax  was 
outrageous.  The  hon.  Member  for  Cleve- 
land had  made  some  very  industrious  in- 
vestigations, and  his  conclusion  was  that 
what  the  working  man  paid  was  equiva- 
lent to  an  income-tax  of  Is.  7d.  in  the  £, 
and  that  statement  had  never  been  con- 
tradicted upon  any  official  authority. 
He   thought  it   was   simply   monstrous 

Mr.  J.  U.  Lewis. 


that  men  receiving  £800,  £8,000,  or 
£80,000  should,  so  far  as  the  income-tax 
was  concerned,  be  paying  exactly  at 
the  same  rate.  He  thought  the  time 
had  come  for  the  extension  of  a  principle 
which  had  been  admitted  on  all  hands 
to  be  sound  and  equitable.  The  question 
was,  How  was  that  principle  to  be  ex- 
tended, how  far  was  the  operation  to 
proceed,  and  what  were  the  difficulties 
in  the  way  ?  Sir  William  Harcourt  had 
occasion  to  consider  the  question  of  a 
graduated  income-tax  in  1894,  and  he 
said — 

"  I  shall  be  asked  the  question  if  you  are 
graduating  the  income-tax  down  on  the  lower 
scale,  why  not  graduate  it  up  on  the  larger 
incomes  -in  proportion.  There  is  nothing  to 
be  said  against  such  a  system  ;  indeed,  there  is 
every  argument  in  its  favour.  The  difficulties 
which  lie  in  the  wa>  are  of  an  administrative 
and  practical  nature  which,  as  yet,  I  have  not 
been  able  to  find  means  to  overcome.** 

What  were    the   difficulties  which  so 
far   had    been    raised    to    a    graduated 
income-tax  ?    First  of  all,  they  were  told 
that  there  was  the  difficulty  of  testing 
the  aggregation  of  a  man's  income.     With 
regard   to   the    individual    himself,    he 
thought  there  would  be  no  difficulty  in 
aggregating  his  income.     If  he  did  not 
know  what  his    income  was  he    ought 
to     know.   •  They    compelled    tens     of 
thousands  of  people  to  aggregate  their 
incomes  in  order  to  secure  remissions. 
If  that  could  be  done  in  regard  to  small 
incomes  why  could  it  not  be  done  iu 
regard   to   larger   incomes  ?     The    poor 
people  had  to  do  it,  and  why  should  there 
be  any  difficulty  in  aggregating  larger 
incomes  ?     As  to   testing   the   aggrega- 
tion of  incomes  that  was  a  task  which  did 
not  present  any  insuperable  difficulties. 
A  man,  for  instance,  might  present  his- 
list  of  investments  and    the  income  he 
derived   from    them.     How    were    thev 
to  test  the  correctness  of  that  aggrega- 
tion ?     Hb  income  would  either  consist 
of  profits  he  derived  from -business  or  fron\ 
investments.    So  far  as  the  profits  from 
business    were     concerned,    the    Inland 
Revenue  authorities  had    just    as     lull 
information  now  as  they  could  reasonably 
expect  to  possess.     It  was  their  business 
to   ascertain   what   the   profits   from    a 
man's  business  amounted  to  now,   and 
there  would  be  no  greater  difficulty  in 
testing  that  in  the  future  than  in   the 
past.    So  far  as  income  derived   from. 
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banks  and  companies  were  concerned, 
there  would  be  no  difficulty  whatever 
on  the  part  of  Somerset  House  in  test- 
ing the  returns,  because  they  had  there 
the  lists  of  shareholders.  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  shook  his  head, 
but  he  could  not  see  any  insuperable 
difficidty  in  making  an  alphabetical 
list,  which  would  only  mean  the  employ- 
ment of  unskilled  clerical  labour  of  the 
lowest  description,  and  there  would  be 
less  difficidty  about  it  than  in  compiling 
the  London  Directory.  The  work  was 
of  a  purely  clerical  character,  and  he 
hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
state  in  what  respect  there  would  be  any 
great  difficulty  in  testing  the  aggre- 
gation of  a  man's  income  so  far  as 
Somerset  House  was  concerned. 

He  recognised,  however,  the  force  of 
the  objection  which  was  entertained  by 
hon.  Members  on  both  sides  of  the  House 
that  the  present  system  of  taxing  the 
profits  at  the  source  was  far  more  con- 
venient than  a  system^of  aggregation  of 
incomes,  although  he  did  not  say  that 
that  objection  was  insuperable.  He  had 
some  observations  to  make  upon  that.  In 
the  first  place  he  thought  it  was  desirable 
that  people  should  know  when  they  were 
taxed,  and  he  was  afraid  that  there  was 
a  good  deal  of  extravagance  due  to  the 
fact  that  people  did  not  realise  that  they 
were  taxed.  In  the  case  of  indirect 
taxation  many  people  did  not  realise 
that  they  were  being  taxed.  He  thought 
it  would  be  a  very  good  thing  ii  the 
smaller  income-tax  payers  were  obliged 
to  aggregate  their  incomes,  and  a  system 
of  directly  graduated  taxation  would 
in  the  end  be  far  more  just  to  the  in- 
dividual taxpayer.  He  recognised  the 
difficulties  in  the  way  of  abolishing 
the  collection  of  the  tax  at  the  source, 
for  they  were  very  serious,  and  very 
strong  objections  were  entertained  to  it 
on  both  sides  of  the  House.  He  was 
not,  however,  at  all  sure  that  those 
objections  were  insuperable,  but  they 
did  exist.  He  wished  to  draw  attention 
t.)  the  Amendment  on  the  Paper  standing 
in  the  name  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
EUand,  which  entirely  obviated  the 
difficulty  of  collecting  the  tax  at  itssource. 
His  hon.  friend  the  Member  for  EUand 
had  an  Amendment  on  the  Paper  pro- 
posing a  difierent  scheme  of  graduation, 
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and  he  would  not,  therefore,  press  his 
own  Amendment. 

Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN  asked 
whether  it  would  not  be  for  the  con- 
venience of  the  Committee  to  take  the 
whole  discussion  on  one  of  the  Amend- 
ments, j 

Thk  DEPUTY -CHAIRMAN  said  it 
would,  but  he  had  understood  the  hon. 
Member  was  going  t  ^  move  his  Amend- 
ment, otherwise  Us  speech  was  out  of 
order. 

Mr.  J.  H.  LEWIS  said  that  in  that 
case  he  w^uld  move  the  Amendment  of 
his  hon.  friend,  namely,  that  the  income- 
tax  should  be  lOd.,  and  that  persons  with 
incomes  between  £5,000  and  £10,000 
should  pay  an  additional  penny,  and 
with  incomes  of  over  £10,000  an  addi- 
tional 2d.  It  was  unnecessary  for  him  to 
add  very  much  to  what  he  had  abeady 
said  with  reference  to  this  Amendment. 
He  hoped  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer would  feel  that  this  question, 
which  came  up  annually,  deserved  the 
careful  consideration  of  the  Government. 
It  was  felt  by  a  large  number  of  persons 
outside  the  House  that  the  present 
incidence  of  the  income-tax  was  not  just, 
and  that  a  greater  share  of  the  national 
burdens  should  fall  on  those  who  were 
receiving  incomes  of  £5,000,  £10,000,  and 
£20,000  a  year  than  was  the  case  at  the 
present  time.  That,  after  all,  was  the 
vital  question  which  underlay  this 
Amendment.  Would  the  Government 
take  its  courage  in  both  hands  and 
make  these  great  incomes  bear  a  fa^ir 
share  of  the  national  burdens  ?  He  did  not 
want  to  see  any  class  of  the  community 
casting  o£E  any  portion  of  its  fair  share 
of  taxation,  but  he  felt  that  the  present 
incidence  of  this  tax  was  not  equitable 
as  between  class  and  class,  or  between 
man  and  man.  He  trusted  that  next 
year  they  would  see  an  advance  made 
in  the  direction  he  had  indicated.  He 
begged  to  move. 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 
'  one  shilling '  stand  part  of  the  clause."  ^ 

Mr.  TREVELTAN  (Yorkshire,  W.R., 
Elland)  said  the  object  which  bis  hon, 
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friend  and  himself  had  was  very  much 
the  same,  although  the  two  Amendments 
proposed  different  methods.  They  were 
constantly  told  in  this  connection  that 
the  authorities  at  the  Treasury,  and  all 
past  Chancellors  of  the  Exchequer, 
were  against  them.  In  the  last  debate 
on  the  subject  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  cited  the  authority  of  Mr. 
Gladstone  against  the  graduation  of  the 
income-tax,  but  it  must  be  remembered 
that  in  Mr.  Gladstone's  time  the  income- 
tax  held  a  very  different  position  in 
national  finance  to  what  it  did  now. 
Then  it  was  a  small  and  temporary  tax, 
regarded  as  an  emergency  war  tax ;  now 
it  was  the  pillar  of  our  national  finance, 
•standing  at  Is.  in  peace  time  with  no 
apparent  prospect  of  reduction.  No 
doubt  the  official  view  of  the  Treasury 
was  at  present  against  the  practicability 
of  the  graduation  of  the  income-tax,  but 
that  opinion  had  hitherto  been  generally 
based  on  the  impossibility  of  breaking 
up  the  present  system  of  collection  at 
the  source.  He  was  glad,  therefore, 
his  hon.  friend  had  accepted  his  Amend- 
ment, the  proposal  of  wUch  was  to  leave 
the  income-tax  as  it  was  now,  except 
that  it  should  be  considerably  reduced, 
but  that,  over  and  above  the  present 
tax,  there  should  be  an  extra  tax  on 
large  incomes  levied  on  certain  indi- 
viduals who  would  have  to  state  their 
incomes  and  declare  them  as  they  were, 
in  some  cases,  declared  at  the  present 
time. 

He  should  like  to  deal  with  a  few 
of  the  objections  which  had  been  brought 
forward.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  that  to  require  men  with  large 
incomes  to  declare  those  incomes  was 
inquisitorial,  and  that  consequently  it 
would  lead  to  considerable  irritation. 
It  was  worth  while  considering  that  part 
of  the  income-tax  at  present  was  levied 
on  incomes  which  were  arrived  at  by 
inquisition.  In  the  case  of  Schedule  D 
declarations  had  to  be  made  as  to  pro- 
fessional incomes.  The  Chancellor  in 
the  speech  he  made  recently  quoted  an 
informant  who  said  he  was  amazed  at 
the  evasions  that  occurred  in  arriving 
at  the  incomes  under  Schedule  D,  yet 
that  was  not  given  as  a  reason  for  de- 
claring that  income-tax  should  not  be 
Imposed  on  those  incomes.    It  was  true 

i  Mr.  Trm>dyafi 


that  any  system  of  taxation  requiring 
this  kind  of  declaration  would  cause 
irritation  among  the  people  who  had  to 
declare  their  incomes;  but  the  unpopu- 
larity and  inconvenience  would  be  less 
in  their  case  than  the  present  heavy  tax 
was  on  people  of  very  small  incomes, 
wh3  were  si:^ering  very  severely  under 
the  taxation,  and  whom  they  wished  to 
reb'eve  by  this  proposaL 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  relied 
most  on  theargument  thatit  wasnot  worth 
while  undertaking  the  graduation  of  the 
income-tax,  because  as  a  matter  of  fact 
there  would  be  a  very  small  increase  of 
revenue  from  it.  Of  course,  it  waa  a 
more  or  lees  speculative  question  how 
much  revenue  would  be  raised,  and  he 
did  not  want  to  go  into  the  figures  with 
the  view  of  disputing  them.  They  were 
speculative  figures,  even  although  drawn 
up  by  Treasury  officials.  The  rig^t  hon. 
Gentleman  came  to  the  conclusion  that 
a  moderate  graduated  income-tax  would 
result  in  an  increase  of  £3,000,000  gross 
revenue,  realising  altogether  £1,600,000 
net  revenue,  and  he  asked  the  House 
whether  it  was  worth  while  raising  that 
amount  from  a  tax  of  this  kind.  It  was 
worth  while  mentioning  that  in  so  &r 
as  the  income-tax  was  an  emergency  tax 
in  case  of  war — ^to  take  the  best  concrete 
instance — ^it  was  obvious  that  we  might 
place  a  heavy  tax  on  big  incomes  in  time  of 
national  necessity,  and,  therefore,  it  need 
not  be  assumed  that  for  purposes  of  neces- 
sity  a  great  deal  more  than  £1,500,000 
could  not  be  got.  Taking  the  calculation 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  showing 
the  ordinary  normal  advantage  which 
we  could  get  from  a  graduated  income- 
tax  he  held  that  £1,500,000  increase  was 
not  so  despicable.  He  believed  that  that 
was  a  very  moderate  estimate;  but, 
even  so,  it  was  an  amount  worth  having 
if  they  could  get  it  in  this  legitimate 
and  desirable  wav. 

The  real  importance*of  the  proposal  lay 
in  the  general  feeling  which  was  growing 
up  against  the  high  income-tax  as  it 
was.  The  last  time  the  question  was 
debated  in  the  House  some  very  strong 
things  were  said  about  the  tax  standing 
at  a  shilling  in  time  of  peace,  and  it 
was  stated  that  unless  some  effort  was 
made  to  reform   the  incidence  of  this 
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tar  it  would  create  well- merited 
j^aentment  in  the  country.  The 
remedy  suggested  was  indirect  taxa- 
laou,  because  it  would  not  be  felt.  To 
his  own  mind  that  threw  an  interesting 
light  on  the  action  of  the  present  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  in  dealing  with 
the  question  of  a  graduated  income-tax. 
The  graduation  of  the  income-tax  was 
■one  of  the  alternatives  to  protective 
taxation,  one  of  the  alternatives  to  the 
indirect  taxation  which  existed  now, 
and  to  the  indirect  taxation  proposed 
by  fiscal  reformers.  The  action  of  the 
present  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
^een  peculiar  compared  to  that  of  his  two 
predecessors.  They  had  practically  on 
two  successive  occasions  given  a  promise 
to  the  House  that  when  the  investigation 
was  made  by  the  Committee  appointed 
to  look  into  various  matters  connected 
with  the  income-tax  the  question  of  the 
practicability  of  graduation  should  also 
be  included. 

Me.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN :  As 
a  matter  of  fact  my  predecessor  did 
not  promise  that.  It  was  alleged  the 
other  day  in  the  House  that  he  did 
promise  it. 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  said  he  practically 
promised  it.  He  did  not  give  a  definite 
promise,  but  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
West  Bristol  did  so. 

Mh.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN:  I 
thought  the  hon.  Member  was  referring 
to  my  immediate  predecessor,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Croydon. 

Mb.  TREVELYAN  said  the  occasion 
to  which  he  was  referring  was  when  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Croydon  was 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  when 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  West  Bristol 
was  going  to  act  as  Chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee appointed  to  inquire  into  questions 
concerning  the  income-tax.  On  that 
<Kcasion  his  hon.  friend  withdrew  an 
Amendment  similar  to  that  which  he 
"had  on  the  Paper  that  day  because  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  West  Bristol  gave 
the  House  to  understand  that  he  would 
raise  no   objection  to  the  question  of 


graduation  being  inquired  ii 
Committee.  The  right  ho 
for  Croydon  did  not  indice 
would  refuse  to  allow  that 
be  sent  to  the  Committee. 
light  hon.  Gentlemen,  holdin 
sury  view  that  graduation  wai 
undesirable,  had  both  admitt 
question  ought  to  be  inquire 
neither  of  them  had  banned 
as  a  thing  which  was  undesirE 
if  only  it  could  be  proved  ti 
cable.  The  present  Chance 
Exchequer  had  taken  abunc 
tunity  and  trouble  to  prove  t 
tion  was  undesirable,  not  d 
the  question  of  practicahilit 
hostile  to  the  proposal,  an 
saw  that  the  more  efEectii 
taxation  of  luxuries  the  I 
would  there  be  for  taxation  o 
begged  to  second  that  Amen 

Amendment    proposed — 


income-tai  is  now  paid   exoeeds 

Sanaa  shall  pay  ut  additional  ' 
lowing  sobIp  : — iDoomes  over  I 
pouodi  up  to  ten  thoiuand  pouni 
of  ODB  penny;  ineomei  OTer  I 
pounds  »t  tbe  rate  of  twopenop.' ' 

Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBEI 
when  the  hon.  Gentleman 
himself  to  explain  the  the 
influenced  his  actions,  he  tra 
a  region  of  speculation  far  rei 
the  truth  and  the  subject 
Committee.  The  subject  of  I 
tion  of  the  income-tax  was 
but  not  novel.  He  had  o 
it  discussed,  and  if  he  contini 
the  honour  of  a  seat  in  tbi 
would  probably  hear  it  d 
future,  and  in  some  happy  d 
leaders  of  the  Party  sittic 
would  be  defending  the  at 
taken  by  himself,  and  point! 
impracticability  of  the  pri 
the  hon.  Member  who  moved  < 
ment  he  would  say  that  the 
of  evasion  and  of  deliberate 
extended  with  every  exten 
to  the  voluntary  assessmen 
viduals  for  tbe  tax.  Thesmo< 
of  the  gigantic  financial  engic 

2  T  2 


1207 


Finance 


{COMMONS  f 


BiU. 


1205 


on  the  tax  being  collected  automatically, 
and  the  yield  of  the  tax  had  steadily 
increased  since  the  adoption  of  the 
practice  of  collection  at  its  source  with 
less  dependence  on  individual  payers. 
All  his  predecessors  had  taken  the  view 
that,  it  was  undesirable  to  disturb  that 
practice. 

The  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  EUand  was  one  to  reduce  the  con- 
tribution of  the  direct  taxpayer  to  the 
expenditure  of  the  State.  This  would 
mean  the  reduction  of  the  revenue  for 
the  present  year,  and  the  contribution 
would  have  to  be  made  good  out  of 
indirect  sources  of  taxation.  The  sug- 
gestion also  was  that  a  fresh  impost  should 
be  placed  upon  every  one  who  was  in 
possession  of  an  income  over  £5,000.  A 
proposal  of  this  kind  must  fulfil  at  least 
three  conditions — (1)  that  such  a  scheme 
should  be  possible  and  feasible ;  (2) 
that  it  should  produce  a  substantial 
gain  to  the  revenue ;  (3)  that  this  gain 
should  be  purchased  at  a  reasonable 
cost  of  inconvenience  and  trouble,  not 
merely  to  the  revenue  authorities,  but 
to  the  general  bodies  of  taxpayers.  He 
did  not  beUeve  that  this  plan  would  fulfil 
in  practice  any  one  of  these  conditions. 
The  opinion  of  his  predecessors  had  been 
referred  to.  One  hon.  Member  had 
stated  that  his  right  hon.  friend  the 
Member  for  Croydon  had  pledged  himself 
to  refer  this  question  to  a  Committee 
for  inquiry.  That  was  not  the  case. 
He  had  the  authority  of  his  right  hon. 
friend  the  Member  for  Croydon  for  saying 
that  he  was  not  in  favour  of  graduation, 
and  did  not  intend  to  refer  the  question 
to  the  Committee  that  was  to  have  been 
appointed  by  him.  He  admitted  that 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  West  Bristol 
did  at  one  point  of  the  session  of  1902 
contemplate  a  reference  of  this  question 
to  a  Conmiittee,  but  no  opinion  of  his 
would  be  found  indicating  that  the  pro- 
posal was  either  practicable  or  possible. 
These  opinions  were  not  confined  to 
one  side  of  the  House.  The  late  Sir 
William  Harcourt  said  that  he  had 
carefully  considered  the  subject,  and  had 
arrived  at  the  conclusion  that  there 
could  not  be  a  graduated  income-tax  un- 
less the  whole  sources  of  income  were 
inquired  into,  and  that  would  be  so  un- 
popular that  it  could  not  be  maintained. 

fdf,  A\i8t'm  Chamberlain. 


The  right  hon.  Member  for  West  Bristol 
was  equally  strong  in  his  opposition 
to  graduation.  He  concurred  with  the 
view  of  the  late  Sir  William  Harcourt  Hhht 
to  call  on  every  one  to  declare  his  income 
would  be  to  make  just  that  kind  of  in* 
quisition  into  private  afiairs  which  had 
prevented  the  income-tax  from  being 
adopted  in  many  foreign  countries, 
while  it  would  be  certain  to  destroy  our 
power  to  maintain  it  in  this  country. 

A  calculation  which  he  submitted 
to  the  Committee  last  year  showed 
that  a  moderate  graduation  would  only 
produce  a  very  moderate  result.  The 
income-tax  affected  a  great  deal  of 
movable  property ;  and  if  the  tax  were 
graduated  to  the  amount  which  had 
been  suggested,  there  would  be  an  enor- 
mous inducement  on  persons  to  remove 
their  income  outside  the  area  of  taxation. 
There  was  a  great  deal  of  income  that 
could  be  treated  in  that  way  without 
any  fraudulent  evasion,  but  by  legitimate 
measures.  [Opposition  cries  of 
"  How  ?  "]  People  could  remove  their 
property  abroad  and  so  escape  the  tax. 
It  would  be  quite  impossible  to  aggregate 
accurately  the  incomes  of  these  persons, 
while  the  hon.  Member  allowed  nothing 
for  the  cost  of  creating  a  new  system 
of  collection  and  a  new  procedure  by 
which  this  additional  revenue  was  to 
be  collected  under  the  new  method  of 
assessment.  If  the  tax  were  doubled, 
and  the  maximum  raised  to  2s.,  it  would 
result  in  nothing  but  infinite  disturbance 
and  dislocation  to  business,  in  addition 
to  great  friction  between  the  revenue 
ofiicials  and  the  citizens  from  whom  the 
tax  was  collected.  It  would  be  an 
inadequate  return  for  all  the  sacrifices 
which  had  to  be  made  in  the  so-called 
interest  of  reUef  to  the  taxpayer,  whUe  it 
would  afiord  no  consolation  for  the 
disturbance  that  would  be  created.  He 
admitted  that  an  income-tax  of  a  ahilling 
was  too  high  in  a  time  of  peace,  and  he 
was  anxious  to  lower  it.  But  it  was  by 
lowering,  and  not  by  tampering  with 
the  methods  of  its  collection  that  they 
could  remove  inequaUties  and  injustices, 

and  so  make  the  tax,  as  it  should  be,  a 
great  and  convenient  instrument  in  our 
national  finance,  capable  of  rapid,  almost 
instantaneous,  expansion  in  any  great 
emergency. 
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Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  said  that 
Ids  hon.  friend  did  not  profess  that  the 
particxilar  scheme  of  graduation  he  had 
;sabmitted  was  ideally  perfect.  What 
^as  wanted  was  that  the  House  should 
agree  to  the  principle  of  graduation.  He, 
lumself ,  had  never  concealed  his  opinion 
that  there  was  very  great  difficulty  in 
graduating  the  income-tax  beyond  a 
certain  figure  ;  but  in  the  last  few  years 
opinion  on  the  subject  had  advanced 
•considerably,  and  he  believed  that  there 
was  now  a  general  feehng,  both  in  the 
House  and  in  the  country,  that 'there 
ought  to  be  a  practical  inquiry  into  the 
<jue8tion  whether,  assuming  the  principle 
of  graduation,  it  could  be  carried  out  in 
•detail  with  due  regard  to  the  income-tax 
.as  a  great  engine  of  finance.  The 
CSiancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  quoted 
JMr.  Gladstone  as  being  against  the 
principle  of  a  graduated  income-tax ; 
but  he  would  point  out  that  the  right 
lion.  Member  for  West  Bristol  had 
pledged  himself  to  an  inquiry  into  this 
matter. 

Me.^AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN  said 
that  his  right  hon.  friend  the  Member  for 
West  Bristol  had,  he  believed,  changed 
his  attitude  in  regard  to  this  question. 
When  he  contemplated  the  reference  of 
the  matter  to  a  Committee,  the  right 
lion.  Gentleman  explained  that  he  himself 
■did  not  believe  in  the  graduation  of  the 
income-tax. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  said  he 
:admitted  that  the  late  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  always  said  that  he 
•did  not  see  how  a  graduated  income-tax 
ooidd  be  carried  out  practically,  but  that 
lie  did  think  that  it  would  be  of  advantage 
that  a  Committee  should  be  appointed 
to  make  full  inquiry  into  the  matter. 
That  was  also  the  position  taken  up  by 
Ids  right  hon.  friend  the  Member  for 
Berwick. 

Sib  GEORGE  BARTLEY  (IsUngton, 
ISn,)  said  he  always  had  taken  a  con- 
siderable interest  in  this  subject.  Pre- 
vious to  the  passing  of  the  Death  Duties 
Act  he  felt  that  the  poor  paid  a  larger 
share  than  the  rich  of  taxation,  and 
that    that    was    inevitable    under    the 


present  system.  The  hon.  Gentleman  who 
seconded  the  Amendment  had  made  a 
somewhat  aggressive  attack  upon  rich 
people.  He  was  not  one  of  them  himself, 
but  he  did  not  think  this  question  should 
be  approached  with  the  idea  of  attacking 
people  who  flung  away  money  in  luxuries. 
The  real  question  was.  What  would  be  the 
effect  of  a  graduated  income-tax  on  the 
Exchequer?  That  was  a  point  which 
should  be  very  carefully  gone  into.  He 
had  got  a  Return  which  threw  a  good  deal 
of  light  on  the  subject.  Under  Schedule  D 
there  were  half  a  million  of  people 
whose  incomes  ranged  from  £150  up  to 
£50,000,  and  there  was  the  startling  fact 
that  those  who  had  a  gross  income  of 
£50,000  and  upwards  were  only  fifteen 
in  number. 

Mr.  DILLON  asked  if  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  tell  the  Committee  how  these 
aggregates  were  arrived  at. 

Sir  GEORGE  BARTLEY  said  it  was 
the  Return  of  those  who  were  assessedunder 
Schedule  D  of  the  income-tax  in  1901. 
It  was   quite  true  that  those   persons 
might  have  other  sources  of  income  be- 
sides that  included  under  Schedule  D. 
Now  the  gross  income  of   those  persons 
tabulated   in  the  Return  amounted   to 
only  £1,500,000,  and  if  they  were  to  tax 
those   persons   who   had   over    £50,000 
another  shilling,  it  would  simply  yield 
£70,000     or     £80,000    more,     so     that 
unless  they  put  on  a  very  high  differ- 
ential   tax    the  Exchequer  would  only 
receive    a    comparatively    small     sum. 
If  any  graduated  system  were  tried  the 
tax  on  large  incomes  would  have  to  be 
made  so  large  to  get  in  any  return  as  to 
amount  practically  to  confiscation.  After 
all,  the  men  who  made  large  incomes 
had  made  the  country  rich  and  pros- 
perous   and    provided    employment   for 
the  people,  and  he  could  not  think  it 
would  be  wise  or  politic  to  make  it  almost 
a  crime  for  a  man  to  be  successful  in 
business.      He     agreed     that     it    was 
most  desirable  that  all  those  who  were 
rich  should  contribute  handsomely  and 
liberally  to  the  taxation  of  the  country, 
but  if  they  took  the  whole    income  of 
every  person  over  £50,000  referred  to 
in    the    schedule    he     had    mentioned. 
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they  would  not  receive  an  amount 
equal  to  what  a  one  shilling  tax  pro- 
duced upon  incomes  of  £160  to  £200  a 
year.  From  the  standpoint  of  public 
policy  it  was  not  advisable  to  discourage 
men  from  beirg  Bvc^ccssful  in  tr/ide  and 
commerce.  ;; 

* 

The  whole  question  of  taxation 
and  the  burden  of  the  income-tax 
were  subjects  which  required  careful 
consideration.  To  his  mind  the  burden 
was  enormous  at  the  bottom  of  the 
scale.  He  felt  that  the  great  increase 
in  the  expenditure  of  the  country  was 
a  matter  of  very  great  concern.  He 
was  not  so  much  concerned  about  the 
burden  of  the  rich  as  those  who  were 
at  the  bottom  of  the  scale  who  paid  in- 
come-tax on  incomes  of  £160  to  £200, 
for  these  were  the  men  who  paid  more 
taxation  in  proportion  to  income 
than  any  other  class.  He  thought, 
however,  the  payment  of  income-tax 
was  a  matter  that  needed  inquiry.  In 
many  cases  people  paid  in  an  imfair 
proportion.  Further,  he  had  always 
advocated  that  there  shoidd  be  a  separ- 
ation between  spontaneous  and  industrial 
income.  In  his  opinion  the  tax  would 
not  be  made  fairer  by  the  introduction 
of  a  graduated  system,  which  would, 
he  believed,  be  so  irritating  as  to  render 
the  collection  of  the  tax  almost  impos- 
sible ;  but  by  careful  adjustment  it 
might  be  made  simply  a  tax  upon  in- 
come, which  it  was  not  always  now, 
and  a  different  scale  might  be  intro- 
duced for  persons  who  earned  their 
income  by  their  labour  and  for  those 
who  received  their  income  from  inherited 
property.  He  would  hail  with  satis- 
faction an  inquiry  into  this  question, 
which  he  had  so  many  times  solicited  from 
different  Chancellors  of  the  Exchequer. 

Mb.  McKENNA  (Monmouthshire,  N.) 
said  the  hon.  Member  who  had  just  sat 
down  had  used  certain  figures  without 
Apparently  understanding  what  their 
meaning  was.  He  had  told  the  House 
that  in  the  Returns  for  income-tax  only 
fifteen  persons  were  given  out  of  nearly 
half  a  million  as  persons  who  enjoyed 
incomes  of  over  £50,000  a  year.  If  he 
looked  through  the  list  of  Members  of 
the  House  of  Commons  he  would  find  a 
far  greater  number  than' b ft  had  men- 

^:^>  'GpQtgeiBartUif. 


tioned  with  incomes  of  more  than  £50,000 
a  year,  and  if  he  looked  through  the 
list  of  the  Members  of  the  other  House,, 
he  would  find  a  still  larger  number. 

Sib  GEORGE    HARTLEY :    Not  in 
trade. 


Mb.  McKENNA  said  that  outside 
the  Houses  of  Parliament  there  were 
many  more  persons  with  incomes  of  more 
than  £50,000  a  year.  The  figure  which 
the  hon.  Member  had  given  was  so 
obviously  false  that  he  was  surprised—- 

Sib  GEORGE  HARTLEY  said  that 
he  never  said  that  was  the  total  number 
of  persons  with  incomes  over  £50,000  a 
year.  All  he  said  was  that  that  was 
the  number  given  in  the  column  he  had 
quoted,  and  that  it  might  be  accepted  aa 
a  fair  proportion. 

Mb.  McKJSNNA  :  What  was  the  use 
of  taking  figures  which  did  not  represent 
the  total  number  of  rich  persons  and 
sapng  that  if  their  incomes  were  taxed, 
under  a  graduated  system  they  would 
only  get  a  sum  equivalent  to  a  tax  of 
one  sluUing  on  the  smaller  incomes  %  He 
was  surprised  that  the  hon.  Member  had 
brought  those  figures  forward. 

Upon  one  point  he  thought  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer's  memory  was  a 
little  at  fault.  There  had  been  an  implied 
promise  by  the  late  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer that  the  subject  of  graduation  of 
income-tax  should  be  submitted  to  the 
Committee.  He  remembered  some  time 
ago  the  hon.  Member  for  Flintshire 
moving  an  Amendment  in  favour  of 
graduating  the  income-tax,  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Bristol  on  that  occasion  said  he 
would  be  willing  to  act  as  Chairman  of 
that  Committee,  and  upon  that  statement 
his  hon.  friend  withdrew  his  Amendment. 
It  was  understood  that  the  graduation 
of  the  income-tax  was  to  form  part  oi 
the  discussion  upon  that  Gomniittee. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 

j  for   Croydon    was   then   in   the   House,. 
and  although  it  was  perfectly  true  that 

^  that  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  get  up 
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and  say  that  he  agreed  that  this  subject 
should  be  included  in  the  discussions  of 
the«  Committee,  he  allowed  his  hon. 
friend  the  Member  for  Flintshire  to  with- 
draw his  Amendment  under  the  belief  that 
the  subject  was  going  to  be  discussed. 
Therefore,  it  was  entirely  out  of  the 
question  for  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer to  allege  that  a  promise  had  not 
been  given  that  the  subject  of  the  gradua- 
tion of  the  income-tax  should  be  sub- 
mitted to  the  proposed  Committee. 
The  principle  of  graduation  had  been 
admitted  by  the  House  over  and  over 
again.  What  they  complained  of  was 
that,  while  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer brought  forward  reasons  to 
show  that  the  particidar  form  of  gradua- 
tion proposed  would  not  work  from  the 
point  of  view  of  raising  revenue,  he  was 
not  entitled  to  refuse  to  give  them  the 
benefit  of  seeing  if  a  Committee  could, 
not  find  some  way  in  which  the 
principle  could  be  worked.  It  was 
obvious  that  there  were  various  ways* 
They  might  tax  an  income  either 
on  its  receipt  or  expenditure.  Why 
not  place  a  heavier  duty  upon  inhabited 
•houses,  estimating  the  amount  of  every 
person's  income  upon  the  amount  he  paid 
in  house  rent  1  That  system  would 
admit  of  extension  to  any  degree.  As 
a  matter  of  fact,  with  rare  exceptions, 
most  people  spent  upon  house  rent  in 
a  reasonable  proportion  to  theit  incomes. 
If  the^  put  a  graduated  tax  upon  house 
rent  they  would  be  putting  a  very  fair 
tax  upon  the  expenditure  of  rich  men 
who  would  be  taxed  in  respect  of  all 
their  houses,  and  in  this  way  they  might 
arrive  at  some  form  of  the  graduation 
suggested.  He  agreed  with  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  that  if  they  had 
to  assess  their  own  incomes  the  assess- 
ment they  would  make  would  probably 

be   very  moderate  ones,  but  in  the  case 


of  expenditure  there  was  no  means  of  dis- 
guising it,  and  they  would  only  have  to 
hit  upon  certain  items  in  order  to  get  at 
the  man  who  spent  a  great  deal.  Con- 
sequently the  men  who  spent  most 
would  be  taxed  most. 

The  hon.  Member  who  spoke  last  argued 
as  if  the  very  rich  man  should  not  be  taxed 
more  than  the  poor  man.  In  fact,  he  seemed 
to  think  that  the  rich  ought  to  be  exempt 
because  they  were  the  foundation  of  the 
wealth  of  the  country,  and  the  means 
of  providing  a  good  deal  of  employment 
for  the  people.  In  his  opinion,  if  the  rich 
were  taxed  more  there  would  be  just 
as  much  labour  employed  as  at  present. 
The  argument  of  the  employment  of 
labour  as  applied  to  the  rich  man  was 
absolutely  fallacious.  The  object  of 
a  graduated  system  was  to  take  more 
from  those  who  did  not  feel  the  burden 
of  taxation  in  order  to  relieve  those  who 
did  feel  it  most  keenly.  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  not  treated  this 
Amendment  in  the  spirit  in  which  it 
was  moved.  Their  object  was  to  impress 
upon  the  House  the  need  for  some  alter- 
ation in  their  system  of  taxation  which 
would  enable  a  larger  proportion  to  be 
borne  by  the  very  rich  classes.  He 
thought  this  was  a  question  which  ought 
to  be  submitted  to  a  Committee  upstairs, 
and  although  he  agreed  that  individual 
assessment  was  not  the  best  form,  never- 
theless  he  should  vote  for  this  Amend- 
ment because  this  was  the  only  means 
by  which  they  could  force  upon  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  the  need  for 
this  great  subject  being  discussed. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided :— Ayes,  188  ; 
Noes,  136.     (Division  List  No.  176.) 


AYES. 


Agg-Gardner,  James  Tynte 
Agnew,  Sir  Andrew  Noel 
AllhuseiifAugustusHenry  Eden 
Anaon,  Sir  William  Reynell 
Amold-For8ter,Rt.Hn.Hugh  O 
Arrol,  Sir  WiUiam 
Atkixison,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Au  brey -Fletcher,  Rt.  Hn.  Sir  H. 
Bagot,  Capt.  Josceline  FitzRoy 
Bailey,  James  (Walworth) 


Bain,  Colonel  James  Robert 
Baird,  John  George  Alexander 
Balcaires,  Lord 
Balfour,  Rt.Hn.A.J.  (Manch*r.) 
Balfour,  Rt.  Hn.  G.  W.  (Leeds) 
Balfour,  Kenneth  R.  ((^Ihristch. 
Banbury,  Sir  Frederick  George 
Banner,  John  S.  Harroood- 
Bartley,  Sir  George  C.  T. 
Bignold,  Sir  Arthur 


Bigwood,  James 
Bill  Charles 
Bingham,  Lord 
Boscawen,   Arthur  Griffith 
Bousfield,  William  Robert 
Bowles,  Lt..Col.H.F  (Middlesex 
Brodrick,  Rt.  Hon.  St.  John 
Brotherton,  Edward  Allen 
Brymer,  T^Uiam  Ernest  ^ 
Bull  WiUiamVames , 
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Oampbell,  J.H.M.(I>ublmUniY. 
CarliJe,   William  Walter 
Carson*  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  £dw.  H. 
Cantley,   Henry  Strother 
OaTendisl^y.C.W.  (Derbyshire 
Caycer,  Sir  Charles  WiUiam 
Cecil*  Lord  Hugh  (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,  IU.Hjii.J.  (Birm.) 
Chamberlain,RtHn.J.A.(Worc. 
Chapman,  Edward 
dive.  Captain  Percy  A. 
Cochr^e,  Hon.  Thos.  H.  A.  £ 
CoUings,  Rt.  Hon.  Jesse 
Colston,  Chas.  £dw.  H.  Athole 
Corbett^  A.  Cameron  (Glasgow) 
Corbett,  T.  L.  (Down,  North) 
Crai^  Chas.  Cortis  (Antrim,  S.) 
Cross,  Herb.Shepherd  (Bolton) 
Dalkeith,  Earl  of 
Dalrymple,  Sir  Charles 
Davenport,  Wm.  Bromley 
Denny,  Colonel 
Dewar,8irT.R  (TowerHamlets) 
Dickinson,  Robert  ISdmond 
Dickson,  Charles  Scott 
Dimsdalo,  Rt.Hn.  Sir  JosephC. 
Doughty,  Sir  George 
Dou^as,  Rt.  Hn.  A.  Akers- 
Duke,  Henry  Edward 
Dyke,  Rt.Hn.8ir  William  Hart 
^perton,  Hon.  A.  de  Tatton 
laliot,  Hn.  A.  Ralph  Douclas 
FeUowe8,RtHn.Ailwyn  Edward 
Fergus8on,Rt.Hn.Sir J.  (Manc'r) 
Finch,  Rt.  Hon.  George  H. 
Finlay,  8irR,B.(Inv*m*SBB'ghs) 
Fisher,  William  Hayes 
Fison,  Frederick  William 
FitzGerald,  Sir  Robert  Penrose 
Fitzroy,  Hn.  Edw.  Algernon 
Forster,  Henry  William 
Foster,  P.  S.  (Warwick,  S.  W.) 
Galloway,  William  Johnson 
Gardner,  Earnest 
Garfit,   Wilb'am 
Gibbs,  Hon.  A.  G.  H. 
Gordon,  Hn.J.E.(Elgin&Naim) 
Gordon,Maj.Evan8(T'r  Hmlets 
Goulding,  Edward  Alfred 
Graham,  Henry  Robert 
Greene,SirE.  W  (B'rySEdm'nds 
Greene,  W.  Raymond  (Cambs. 
Grenfell,  William  Henry 
Gretton,  John 
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Guthrie,  Walter  Murray 
Hall,  Edward  Marshall 
Hamilton,Marq.of(L*nd'nderry 
Hardy,Laurence  (Kent,Ashf  id 
Hare,  Thomas  Leigh 
Haslam,  Sir  Alfred  S. 
Hay,  Hon.  Claude  George 
Heath,SirJame6(Staffords.N.W 
Heaton,  John  Henniker 
Helder,  Augustus 
Henderson,  Sir  A.  (Stafford, W.) 
Hickman,  Sir  Alfred 
Hope,  J.F.(Sheffield,Bxightside 
Hoult,  Joseph 

Hozier,  ELn.  James  Henry  Cecil 
Hudson,  George  Bickersteth 
Hunt,  Rowland 
Jebb,  Sir  Richard  Claverhouse 
Kennaway,Rt.Hn.  Sir  John  H. 
Kenyon-l^aney,Rt.Hon.Col.W. 
Kerr,  John 
Keswick,  William 
Kimber,  Sir  Heniy 
Lambton,  Hon.  Frederick  Wm. 
Laurie,  Lieut. -Gieneral 
Law,  Andrew  Bonar  (Glasgow) 
Lawrence,  Sir  Joseph  (Monm'th 
Lawson,  John  Grant  (Torks.NR 
Lee,  ArthurH  (Hants., Fareham 
Legge,  Col.  Hon.  Heneage 
Leveson-Gower,  Frederick  N.S. 
Long,  Rt.Hn. Walter  (Bri8tol,S. 
Lyttelton,  Rt.  Hon.  Alfred 
Si^MMlona,  John  Gumming 
Maconochie,  A.  W. 
M*Arthur,  Charles  (Liverpool) 
Mlver,  SirLewi8(Edinburgh,W 
Majendie,  James  A.  H. 
Manners,  Lord  Cecil 
Marks,  Harry  Hananel 
Melville,  Beresford  Valentine 
Montagu,  Hn.J.  Scott  (Hants.) 
Moon,  Edward  Robert  Pacy 
Moore,  William 
Morgan,  D.  J.  (Walthamstow) 
Morrell,  George  Herbert 
Morrison,   James  Archibald 
Morton,  Arthur  H.  Aylmer 
Mount,  William  Arthur 
Mowbray,  Sir  Robert  Gray  C. 
Miu-ray,  Charles  J.  (Coventry) 
O'Neill,  Hon.  Robert  Torrens 
Palmer,  Sir  Walter  (Salisbury) 
Parkes,   Ebenezer 
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Pease,  Herbert  P.  (Darlington) 
Pteroy,  Earl 

Pilkington,  Colonel  Richard 
Flatt-Higgins,  Frederick 
Plummer,  Sir  Walter  R. 
Rretyman,  Ernest  George 
Ptyce-Jones,  Lt.-CoL  ^ward 
Pinrvis,  Robert 
Randies,  John  S. 
Rankin,  Sir  James 
Rasch,  Sir  fVederic  Came 
Reid,  James  (Greenock) 
Remnant,  Jamee  Farquh«rson 
Renwick,  George 
Ridley,  S.  Forde 
Roberts,  Samuel  (Sheffield) 
Robertson,  Herbert  (Hackney) 
Royds,  Clement  Molynenx) 
Rutherford,  W.  W.  (Liverpool) 
SackviUe,  Col.  S.  G.  Stopford 
Sadler,  Col.  Samuel  Alexander 
Sassoon,  Sir  Edward  Albert 
Scott,  Sir  8.  (Marylebone,  W.) 
Seely,  Chas.  Hilton  (Lincoln) 
Sharpe,  William  Edward  T. 
Skewee-Cox,  Thomas 
Sloan,  Thomas  Henry 
Smith,HC.(North'mb.Tyncpide 
Smith,RtHnJ.  Parker  (lAnarks 
Spear,  John  Ward 
Stanley,  Hn.  Arthur  (Ormakirk 
Stanley,  Rt.  Hn.  Lord  (Laucs.) 
Stirling-Maxwell,  Sir  John  M. 
Strutt,  Hon.  Charles  Hedley 
Taylor,  Austin  (East  Toxteth) 
Thornton,  Percy  M. 
Tomlinson,  Sir  Wm.  Edw.  M. 
Tuff,  Charles 

yincent,Co].SirC£H  (Sheffield) 
Walker,  Col.  William  HaU 
Walrond,Rt.Hn.Sir  William  H. 
Welby,Lt.-Col.A.C.E  (Taunton 
Welby,SirCharles  G.E.  (NottF.) 
Whiteley,H.  (Ashton  und.LyDe 
Wil8on,A.Stanley  (York,  £.R.) 
Wilson,  John  (Glasgow) 
Wlson-Todd,  SirW.H.  (Yorks.) 
Wolff,  Gustav  Wilhebi 
Wortley,  Rt.  Hn.  C.  B.  Stuart 
Wylie,  Alexander 

TXLLKRS    FOB  THB    AtXS — Sir 

Alexander     Acland  •  Hood 
and  Viscount  Valentia. 


NOES 


Abraham,  William  (Rhondda) 

Allen,  Charles  P. 

Barran,  Rowland  Hirst 

Barry,  E.  (Cork,  S.) 

Beaumont,  Wentworth  C.  R 

Bell,  Richard 

Benn,  John  Williams 

Boland,  John 

Bolton,  Thomas  Dolling 

Brigg,  John 

Brown,  G.  M.  (Edinburgh) 

Burke,  E.  Haviland 

Bums,  John 

Burt,  Thomas 


Caldwell,^James 

Cameron,  Robert 

Campbell,  John  (Armagh,  S.) 

Cawley,  Frederick 

Cheetham,  John  Frederick 

Churchill,  Winston  Spencer 

Crean,  Eugene 

Cremer,  William  Randal 

Crombie,  John  WiUiam 

Dalziel,  James  Henry 

Delany,  William 

Devlin,  Chas.  Ramsay  (Galway 

Dillon,  John 

Dobbie,  Joseph 


Doogan,  P.  C. 

Douglas,  Charles  M.  (Lanark) 

Duncan,  J.  Hastings 

Ellice,Capt£C(S  Andrw*8B'ghs 

Emmott,  Alfred 

Eve,  Harry  Trelawney 

Fenwick,  Charles 

Field,  WiUiam 

Findlay,  Alex.  (Lanark,  N.E.) 

Flavin,  Michael  Joseph 

Fumess,   Sir   Christopher 

Goddard,  Daniel  Ford 

Griffith,  EUis  J. 

Haldane,  Rt.  Hon.  Richard  B. 
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Harcourt,  Lewis 
Harwood,  George 
Hayden,  John  Patrick 
Helme,  Norval  Watson 
Hemphill,  Rt.  Hn.  Charles  H. 
Henderson,   Arthur  (Durham) 
Higham,  John  Sharp 
Hobhouse,  C.E.H.  (Bristol,  E.) 
Holland,  Sir  William  Henry 
Hope,  John  Deans  (Fife,  West) 
Hutchinson,  Dr.  Charles  Fredk. 
Hutton,  Alfred  £.  (Morley) 
Johnson,  John 
Jones,  Leif  (Appleby) 
Jones, William  (Carnarvonshire 
Joyce,  Michael 
Kearley,  Hudson  £. 
Kilbride,  Denis 
Lambert,   George 
Langley,  Batty 

Lawson,  Sir  Wilfrid  (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt,  Francis 
Levy,  Maurice 
Lloyd -George,  David 
Lundon,  W. 

MacNeiU,  John  Gordon  Swift 
MacVeagh,  Jeremiah 
M'Crae,  George 
MTadden,   Edward 
M'Hugh,  Patrick  A. 
M*Kean,  John 
M*Kenna,   Reginald 
M'Laren,  Sir  (Siarles  Benjamin 
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Mooney,  John  J. 
Morgan,  J.  Lloyd  (Carmarthen) 
Moss,  Samuel 
Murphy,  John 
Nannetti,  Joseph  P. 
Newnes,  Sir  (xoorge 
Nolan,  Joseph  (Louth,  South) 
Nussey,  Thomas  WiUans 
O'Brien,  K.  (Tipperary,  Mid.) 
O'Brien,  Patrick  (Kilkenny) 
O'Brien,  P.  J.  (Tipperary,  N.) 
O'Connor,  John  (Kildare,  N.) 
O'Donnell,  John  (Mayo,  S.) 
O'Dowd,  John 
O'MaUey,  William 
O'Mara,  James 
O'Shaughnessy,  P.  J. 
Parrott,  William 
Partington,   Oswald 
Pearson,  Sir  Weetmau  D. 
PhilippB,  John  Wynford 
Pirie,  Duncan  V. 
Power,  Patrick  Joseph 
Priestley,   Arthur 
Rea,  Russell 
Reddy,  M. 

Redmond,  John  E.  (Waterford) 
Richards,  Thos.  (W.Monm'uth 
Roberts,  John  H.  (Denbighs.) 
Robson,  William  Snowdon 
Roche,  John 
Roe,  Sir  Thomas 
Runoiman,  Walter 
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Samuel,  Herb.  L.  (Cleveland) 
Shackleton,  David  James 
Shaw,  Charles  Edw.  (Stafford) 
Shipman,  Dr.  John  G. 
Slack,  John  Bamford 
Smith,  Samuel  (Flint) 
Strachey,  Sir  Edward 
Sullivan,  Donal 
Taylor,  Theodore  C.  (Radcliffe> 
Thomas,  A.  (Carmarthen,  E.) 
Thomas,  Sir  A.(Glamorgan,  E.) 
Thomas,  David  A.  (Merthyr) 
Thomas,  JA(Glamorgan,Gower 
Toulmin,  George 
Ure,  Alexander 
Villiers,  Ernest  Amherst 
Walton,   Joseph   (Bamsley) 
Wason,  Eugene  (Clackmannan. 
White,    George    (Norfolk) 
White,  Luke  (York,  E.  R.) 
Whiteley,  George  (York,  W.R.> 
Whitley,  J.  H.  (Halifax) 
Whittaker,  Thomas  Palmer 
Wilson,  F.  W.  (Norfolk,  Mid.) 
Wilson,  Henry  J.  (York,  W.  R. 
Wilson,  John  (Durham,  Mid.) 
Woodhouse,SirJT  (Hudd'rsfi'd 
Young,  Samuel 

Tellxbs  fob  the  Nobs — Mr. 
Herbert  Lewis  and  Mr. 
Trevelyan. 


Mr.  McCRAE,  in  moving  to  provide 
that  all  incomes  under  (Schedule  D,  de- 
rived from  trades  and  professions  and  not 
derived  from  investments,  should  be  sub- 
ject to  a  rebate  of  fourpence  per  pound, 
said  there  was  a  growing  feeling  that  the 
same  rate  of  income-tax  migbt  press  quite 
differently  upon  the  individual  according 
to  the  source  from  which  his  income  was 
derived.  This  was  especially  shown  if 
they  considered  the  difEerence  between 
incomes  derived  from  the  labour  of  the  in- 
dividual and  incomes  derived  from  realised 
wealth  in  the  form  of  investments.  Par- 
liament bad  already  given  eifect  to  the 
principle  thai  an  income-tax  might  press 
unequally  on  individuals,  inasmuch  as 
abatements  were  made  on  incomes  under 
£70C.  He  asked  the  Chancellor  of  tbe 
Exchequer  to  say  whether  he  objected  to 
the  Amendment  on  principle  or  only  on 
the  ground  that  there  would  be  difficulties 
in  the  way  of  its  operation.  John  Stuart 
Mill  was  in  favour  of  the  taxation  of 


temporary  and  precarious  incomes  on  a. 
lower  scale  than  permanent  incomes,  and 
Mr.  Gladstone  agreed  with  the  principle 
because  he  stated  that  the  income-tax  ae^ 
a  whole  bore  too  hardly  upon  intelligence 
and  skill  and  not  hardly  enough  upon 
property.    In  1853^  when  that  statement- 
was  made,  the  produce  under  Schedule  A 
was  double  that  under  Schedule  D,  but 
the  proportions  were  now  reversed,  sa 
that  the  grievance  was  even  more  pressing.. 
In  case  of  war  or   trade  depression  in- 
comes derived  from  trades  or  professions^ 
were  reduced  in  amount  while  taxation 
was  increased,  so  that  the  holders  of  such, 
incomes  suffered  in  a  double  sense  as  com- 
pared with  the  holders  of  incomes  derived 
from  investments.    He  submitted  that 
his  proposal  was  an  equitable  one,  and  he 
hoped  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
would  give  it  favourable  consideration. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  2,  line  36,  after  the  words  *  one 
shilling,'  to  insert  the  words,  *  provided  alway9- 


Finance 


{COMMONS} 


BiU. 


-  M  under  Schedule  D  deriTed 
d  pcofoBHioiu  &nd  not  derived 
t«  shall  be  nnbject  to  a  rebate 
w   poond.' " — [Mr.   MeCrae.) 

'Opoaed, "  That  thoee  words 
ted." 

EN  CHAATBERLAIN  sug- 
before  Lhe  hon.'  Merobei 
uppoit  of  Sir.  Qladetone  for 
ha  should  re-read  again  his 
S. 

iE :   I  did  so  to-day. 

EN  CHAMBERLAIN  said 
hon.  Member  would  read 
It!  would  see  that  Mr.  Glad- 
from  giving  any  encourage- 
pport  to  a  proposal  of  this 
I  himself  in  the  speech  n- 
n'oving  that  it  was  unjust, 
ftnd  impracticable,  and  so 
tiree  years  ago  he  was  de- 
late Sir  William  Haicourt 
sed  of  the  matter  once  for 
hon.  Gentleman  propose  to 
>n  the  dividends  of  the  large 
1  a  trading  company,  who 
.  to  derive  his  income  from 
e  other  hand,  did  he  propose 
full  rate  the  landlord  who 
ly  engaged  in  the  manage- 
e&tatel  Surely  the  hoo. 
;  see  that  his  Amendment 
all  realise  the  object  he  had 
h  was  partially  to  exempt 
ne-tax  people  whose  income 
leir  own  personal  exertions, 
were  gone  into  carefully,  it 
1  that  it  was  impossible  to 
tween  one  source  of  income 
The  extremes  in  the  scale 
bt  far  apart,  but  they  in- 


sensibly approached  each  other,  and  it 
would  be  impossible  to  set  with  accuracy 
or  equity  the  point  at  which  a  dividing 
line  should  be  drawn.  Mr.  Gladstone,  in 
the  speech  referred  to,  held  that  the  only 
persons  who  did  not  derive  their  incomes 
from  their  own  personal  exertiom  were 
the  Fund-holders.  It  would  not  be  a  wise 
policy  tor  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
to  single  out  the  Fund-holders  ss  the  only 
people  who  were  to  bo  deprived  of  any 
exemptions  and  abatements  given  on  the 


Mr.  McKENNA  said  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  not  dealt  with  the 
principle  involved.  The  wording  of  the 
Amendment  covered  the  objection  taken 
in  reference  to  incomes  derived  from  in- 
vestments. 

Mr.  ACSTEN  CHAUBEKLAIN  asked 
what  was  to  happen  to  incomes  derived 
partly  from  trade  and  partly  from  in- 
vestments in  that  trade. 

Me.  McKENNA  said  that  in  practice 
it  would  he  perfectly  simple.  If  a 
manager  of  a  business  had  some  shares  in 
the  company  by  which  he  was  employed, 
his  salary  as  manager  would  be  income 
derived  from  trade  or  profession,  and  the 
3deld  of  his  shares  would  be  income  de- 
rived from  investments.  There  was, 
however,  this  objection  in  principle  to 
the  proposal  of  his  hon.  friend.  Speak- 
ing generally,  all  acoumnlated  money  was 
the  savings  of  income  from  the  individual 
exertions  of  the  owner  or  had  been  re- 
ceived by  inheritance.  In  the  first  case 
income-tax  had  been  paid,  and  in  the 
latter  case  the  caoital  snm  had  been  sub- 
jected to  estate  duties.  Therefore,  in 
either   case   the   property   had   already 
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borne  taxation,  and  that  was  a  reason 
why  the  Amendment  should  not  be 
accepted.  The  object  of  his  hon.  friend 
could  be  secured  only  under  a  system  of 
graduation  of  income-tax,  and  he  re- 
gretted he  could  not  support  him  on  this 
occasion. 

Mb.  slack  (Hertfordshire,  St. 
Albans)  said  there  would  be  no  diffi- 
culty in  meeting  the  objection  raised 
by  the  Oiancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  If 
a  man  had  capital  invested  in  his  business 
it  was  the  simplest  arithmetical  process 
to  charge  interest  on  the  capital  invested, 
and  deduct  it  from  the  total  profits  of  the 
business  in  order  to  ascertain  the  profit 
derived  therefrom. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Mb.  DALZIEL  said  it  might  facilitate 
progress  if  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer stated  how  far  he  intended  to 
proceed  with  the  Bill  to-night.  Would 
he  be  content  if  he  got  Clause  6  ? 

Mb.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN  said 
he  had  hoped  to  make  further  progress 
with  the  clauses,  but  he  thought  it  would 
be  unreasonable  to  ask  the  Committee  to 
embark  on  Clause  7  at  that  time  of  night, 
and  so  he  would  be  content  with  getting 
Clause  6,  provided  hon.  Members  met  him 
in  the  same  spirit  and  facilitated  pro- 
gress. 

Mb.  McCBAE  said  the  matter  dealt 
with  in  his  next  Amendment  was  rather 
technical,  but  most  important.  He  sub- 
mitted that  the  rule  referred  to  should 
be  made  compulsory,  as  in  its  present 


form  it  worked  very  inequitably  as  be- 
tween trade  and  other  forms  of  property. 
If  a  merchant  made  an  extra  £1,000  in 
his  business,  he  had  to  pay  income-tax 
upon  it,  and  then,  if  invested*  the  same 
£1,000  was  liable  to  income-tax,  whereas 
if  a  proprietor  derived  the  money  from 
the  renewal  of  a  lease,  and  could  show 
that  he  was  going  to  invest  it,  it  would 
be  exempted  from  income-tax.  He 
hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
look  into  this  matter  with  a  view  to 
putting  both  forms  of  property  on  the 
same  footing. 

Amendment  proposed-^ 

**  In  page  3,  line  4,  after  the  word  'granted,*  to 
insert  the  words  '  Provided  that  the  following 
words  in  Rule  6  of  Na  2,  Schedule  A«  s.  (H),  5 
and  6  Viot,  o.  35,  "  Of  all  fines  reoeived  in  con- 
sideration of  any  demise  of  lands  or  tenements 
(not  being  parcel  of  a  manor  or  royalty  demisable 
by  the  custom  thereof)  on  the  amount  so 
received  within  the  year  preceding  by  or 
on  account  of  the  party,  provided  that,  in 
case  the  party  chargeable  shall  prove  to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  Commissioners  for  General 
Purposes  in  the  district  that  such  fines,  or  any 
part  thereof  have  been  applied  as  productive 
capital  on  which  a  profit  has  arisen,  or  will 
arise,  otherwise  chargeable  under  this  Act 
for  the  year  in  which  the  assessment  shall  be 
made,  it  shall  be  lawful  for  the  said  Commis- 
sioners to  discharge  the  amount  so  applied 
from  the  profits  liable  to  assessment  under  this 
Rule  "  shall  be  read  as  if  the  Words  *'  it  shaU 
be  lawful  for  the  said  Commissioners  to*'  were 
omitted,  and  instead  thereof  the  words  "  the 
said  Commissioners  shall  *'  were  inserted.*  *' — 
(iff.  MeOrae.) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 


Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN  was 
understood  to  say  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  mistaken  in  supposing  that  the 
fines  referred  to  were  differently  treated 
as  compared  with  other  kinds  of  inGom3. 


ijownnunl 


(COMMONS! 


applied  only  to  owners  '  B  shnll   bo   asmssed  «t    one-fourth    instead 
'  -'  -   i-third."  "— (5ir  Edwrd  Sirarity.) 


a  fines  as  capital,  and,  oi 
me  from  that  capital  then 
to  taxation. 


inder  Schedule  B  in  the 
,  1853,  "  shall  be  aseeesed 
instead    of    one-third." 


iromised  to  look  into  the 
ithing  practical  had  re- 
act was  to  get  the  ri^t 
1  to  proceed  «pon  the 
y  the  late  Sir  W.  Har- 
lUy  to  lighten  the  burden 


Question  propoied,  "  That  those  words 
I  be  there  inserted." 

f  leave,  withdrawn. 

j     Mn.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN  said 

>  STBACHEY  (Somerset-  ,i  ^^^*'  »*  *•">?  8*^«  *  eduction  to  all  whose 

an  Amendment  providmg  ;  ™«>mes  were  earned  by  their  penwnal 

value  of  any  property  1  exertioM  they  wonld  afford  that  iwJuc- 

adoptod  for  the  purpose '  ^"^  *"  '^""'  "*  **"«  "^«»*  ™«°  ">  *'•''* 
country.  He  doubted  whether  the  Com- 
mittee would  be  prepared  to  ^to  this 
redi'ction  in  respect  of  one  class  of  p«r- 

raised  the  question-  nine  |  "'"'^  '^^'^  ^^""^  '«™  '>'"^^  ^^  **««■ 
the  then  Chancellor  of  P«wonal  exertions  without  extending  it 
to  other  classes.  If  the  hen.  Member 
desired  to  make  a  case  for  the  Amend- 
ment it  must  be  on  the  ground  that  at 
the  present  time  farmera  were  paying 
more  than  their  due  share  of  the  tax. 
Having  regard  t)  the  capital   invested 

\.  upon  ^upiers  of  land.  !  *>?  ^^^  **™«  '*  ''"'^^  >"*  ^  '^'^  ^^"^ 
naU  matter  in  one  sense,  '  ^  ?"«*•  'ere  over-aesessed,  and  no 
mount  collected  under  | ««»  had  been  made  out  for  reUeving 
rss,    he    believed,    only !  ^im  at  the  expense  of  those  to  whom 

few  farmers  were  able  !  *"  alteration  of  assessment  woold  not 
counts  as  would  satisfy  !  *PPv* 
les  for  assessment  under 
veryone  conversant  with 
ins  knew  that,  although 
ight  appear  to  show  a 
;,  the  farmer  had   very 

profic  at  all.    The  re- 
comparatively    small, 
rsent  state  of  agrioulti 
;lcome  to  those  afEected  I 
proposal  might  also   be 

a   the  ground   that  the    CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PROCEDURE  (IBE- 
LAND)     ACT    (1887)    REPEAL    BIU. 
Order  for  Second  Beading  read,  artd 
discha^d  : — Bill  withdrawn. 


Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Question,    "  That    the    clause    stand 
part  of  the  Bill,"     put,  and  agre«d  to. 

Committee   report   Progress ;     to   sit 
i  again   to-morrow. 


ion  was  income  ansmg 
ixertion. 


proposed — 

7,  after  '  1863,'  to  insert  the  | 

It  the  tbIub  under  Scbadule  ; 

amberlain. 


after 


1226 


PetitiofiB. 


{24  May  1905} 


Petitions, 


1226 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS. 
Wednesday,  2Uh  May,  1905. 


The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  Clock. 


MR.  SPEAKER'S  ABSENCE. 

The  House  being  met,  the  Clerk  at  the 
Table  informed  the  House  of  the  un- 
avoidable absence  of  Mr.  Speaker,  owing 
to  continued  indisposition. 

.•  Whereupon  Mr.  James  William 
^  LowTHER,  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
^  Means,  proceeded  to  the  Table,  and,  after 
"*'  Prayers,  took  the  Chair  as  Deputy- 
^  Speaker,  pursuant  to  the  Standing  Order. 


^ 


•2 


1 


CO 


NEW  WRIT. 

For  the  County  of  Sussex  (South 
Western  or  Chichester  Division),  in  the 
room  of  Edmund  Bernard  Talbot,  com- 
monly called  Lord  Edmund  Talbot, 
Commissioner  for  executing  the  Office 
of  Treasurer  of  the  Exchequer  of  Great 
Britain  and  Lord  High  Treasurer  of 
Ireland. — (Sir  A.  Adand-Hood,) 


PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 


g      Great  Northern,  Piccadilly,  and  Bromp- 
I  ton  Railway  (No.  I)  Bill  (King's  Consent 
^  signified).     Bill  read  the  third  time,  and 
"^  passed. 

^  Tralee  Urban  District  C:)uncil  Bill 
"-'  [Lord^].  Read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
^s   with  Amendments. 

^       Central     London    Railway    Bill    (by 
c;    Order).     Second   Reading    deferred   till 
'^   Tuesday  next. 

RAILWAY  BILI^  (GROUP  4). 

Mr.  de  Tatton  Eoerton  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  Group  4  of  Railway 
Bills ;  That  a  communication  had  been 
received  from  Mr.  Arkwright,  one  of  the 
members  of  the  said  Committee,  that  he 
was  unable,  on  account  of  domestic 
anxiety,  to  attend  the  Committee  this 
day. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 
VOL.  CXLVI.    IFouRTH  Sbries.'J 


Great  Central  Railway  Bill  [Lords]. 
Report  [23rd  May]  from  tbe  Select 
Committee  on  Standing  Orders  read. 

Bill  to  be  read  a  socond  time. 


PETITIONS. 

EDUCATION  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Petition  from  Feam,  for  alteration ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

FALSE  STATEMENTS  (COMPANIES)  BILL- 

Petitioqi  from  Birmingham,  in  favour  ; 
to  lie  upon  tbe  Table. 

LIQUOR  TRAFFIC  LOCAL  VETO  (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL 

Petition  from  Ci'Uicudden,  in  favour ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

PREVENTION  OF  CORRUPTION  BILL. 

Petition  from  Birmingham,  in  favour; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

REGISTRATION  OF  FIRMS  BILL 

Petition  from  Birmingham^  in  favour  ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

SALE  OF  BUTTER  BILL 

Petition  from  Birmingham,  in  favour; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

SALE  OF  INTOXICATING  LIQUORS  (SUN- 

DAY)  BILL 

Petition    from    Dundee,    in    favour ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

SHESKH,  SULTAN. 

Petition  of  Sultan  Sheskh,  for  redress 
of  grievances ;   to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

STREET  BETTING  BILL 

Petition  from  Liverpool,   in  favour; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

WORKMEN*S  COMPENSATION  ACT  (1897) 
AMENDMENT  BILL 

Petition  from   Birmmgham,  aga'ft8«  ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

2  U 
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RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 


PUBLIC  RECORDS. 

•  Copy  presented,  oi  Sixty-sixth  Annual 
Beport  of  the  Deputy  Keeper  of  the 
Public  Becords  [by  Command] ;  to  lie 
upor  the  Table. 

POJJJNO  DISTRICTS  (COUNTY  OF 
DURHAM). 

^  Copy  presented,  of  Order  made  by 
the  County  Council  of  Durham,  altering 
certain  Foiling  Distncts  in  the  coimty 
[by  Act] ;   to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

MIUTIA  (SERVICE  OUTSIDE  UNITED 

KINGDOM). 

Betum  presented,  relative  thereto 
[Address  19th  May ;  Mr.  Orifpth  Bos^ 
cavoen\  \  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

PAPERS  LAID  UPON  THE  TABLE  BY  THE 
CLERK  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

1.  Arundel  Port.  Copy  of  Annual 
Beport  and  General  AcGou*«t  of  the 
Commissioners  of  Arundel  Port  for  period 
from  25th  March,  1904,  to  25th  March, 
1905  [by  Act], 

2.  Temporary  Laws.  Begister  of  Tem- 
porary Laws  for  the  Sixth  Session, 
Twenty  -  seventh  Parliament,  of  the 
Urited  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland,  pursuant  to  Beport  of  the 
Select  Committee  on  Expiring  Laws  in 
Session  1866  ;  to  be  printed.    [No.  171.^ 

CONSTABULARY  FORCE  FUND 
(IRELAND). 

Betum  ordered,  *'  showing  Amounts 
received  into  and  paid  out  of  the  Con- 
stabulary Force  Fund  during  the  period 
from  the  Ist  day  of  April,  1887,  to  the 
31st  day  of  March,  1905  (in  continuation 
of  Parliamentary  Paper,  No.  28(),  of 
Session  1887)."— (Wr.  Sloan.) 


QUESTIONS    AND    ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED  WITH   THE  VOTES. 


Board  of  Education  and  the  Bepatration 
of  Teachers  in  Technical  Institutes' 

Me.  YOXALL  (Nottingham,  W.) : 
To  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of 
Bducation  if  the  Board  or  the  Consulta- 
tive Committee  is  at  present  considering 
thr  «j[ueBtion  of  registration  of  teachers 
is  technical  iD8titute8 ;   and,  if  so,  will 


the  Board,  before  coming  to  a  decision 
on  the  matter,  acquaint  the  association 
of  such  teachers  of  the  proposids  or  the 
terms  of  the  draft  scheme. 

{Annoered  hy  Sir  William  Anson.) 
The  matter  is  at  present  under  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Consultative  Committee ; 
until  the  Beport  of  the  Committee  is 
before  the  Board  it  would  not  be  possible 
for  me  to  state  what  course  the  Board 
will  follow  as  to  communications  to 
persons  who  may  be  interested  in  the 
subject  of  the  Beport. 

Publication  of  Beport  of  Loxd  Mansfleld^s 

Oommission. 

Mr.  WEIB  (Boss  and  Cromarty): 
To  ask  the  Lord-Advocate  if  he  will  state 
when  the  Beport  of  Lord  Mansfield's 
Commission  will  be  laid  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House,  and  the  cause  of  the  delay. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Scott  Diakson.) 
The  Secretary  for  Scotland  is  informed 
that  the  Beport  will  be  sent  to  him  on 
a  very  early  day,  and  will,  in  due  courae, 
be  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House. 

Post-Mortems  in  South  West  London  and 
Oity  of  Westminster. 

Mr.  WEIB :  To  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  fact 
that  the  coroner  for  South  West  London 
and  City  of  Westminster  is  in  the  habit 
of  employing  a  pathologist  to  determine 
the  cause  of  death,  in  preference  to  the 
medical  practitioner  last  in  attendance 
on  the  deceased  ;  and  will  he  state  whv 
the  practice  adopted  bj  other  coroners 
throughout  the  country  is  departed  from 
by  the  coroner  for  this  district. 

{Anstoered  by  Mr.  Searetary  Akers- 
Douglas,)  I  have  had  under  my  notice 
certain  statements  made  with  regard 
to  the  procedure  at  inquests  held  by  the 
coroner  in  question,  but  I  do  not  know 
how  far  these  statements  are  accurate; 
and,  in  any  case,  I  have  no  authority  to 
interfere  with  the  discretion  of  a  coroner 
in  the  conduct  of  inquests. 

Number  of  Aliens  Naturalised  fh>m 

1890-1904. 

Mr.  CLAUDB  HAY  (Shoreditch,  Hox- 
ton:  To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  if  he  will  state 
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the  number  of  aliens  natuialised  in  each 
of  tJie  rears  1890  to  (and  inohuive  of) 
1904. 

(Atuwered  by  Mr.  Storebny  Aken- 
Doa^at.)  The  number  of  pereonB  whose 
oaths  of  allegiance,  taJcen  on  the  grant 
of  Certificates  of  Naturalisation  in  the 
Unit«d  Kingdom,  have  been  registered 
from  1894  to  1904,  are  as  follows:— 


The  figures  for  previous  years  were  not 
kept  in  a  similar  fonn,  and  are  not  readily 
available  for  purposes  of  comparison. 
They  inclwlod  the  few  cases  in  which 
persons  have  been  naturalised  by  special 
Act  of  Parliament,  but  did  not  include 


those  women  and  children  who  have 
become  British  snbjecte  through  the 
naturalisation  of  their  husbands  or 
parents. 

Aliens  Entering  the  Port  of  London 
Suffering  f^om  Infections  or  Con- 
tagious Diseaaes. 

Hr.  levy  (Leicestershire,  Lough- 
borough) :  To  asic  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  if  he  will 
state  how  many  of  the  alien  immigianta 
who  arrived  in  London  during  Uarch 
and  April  were  reported  by  the  Medical 
Officer  of  Health  for  the  Port  of  London 
to  be  suffering  from  infectious  or  con- 
tagious diseases ;  and  what  were  the 
diseases  of  tiie  immigrant  so  reported. 

{Atuioered  by  Mr.  Secretary  Aiert- 
Dou^at.)  I  am  informed,  on  T"atp"g 
inquiry  of  the  authorities  of  the  City  of 
London,  that  the  following  cases  of  alien 
immigronto  suffering  from  infectious  or 
contagions  diseases  were  reported  by 
the  Medical  Officer  of  Health  of  the  Port 
of  Loudon  during  March  and  April : — 
Maioh  -  One  case  -  EryBipelos. 
April  -  Five  cases  -  1  Chicken  pox. 
I  Measles. 
3  Enteric  fever. 

Relative  Oontribntions  to  Imperial  Bz- 
chaquer  of  Engl&iid,  Scotland,  oad 
Ireland. 
■  Mb.  LAMBERT  (Devonshire,  South 
Holtou) :  To  ask  the  Secretory  to  the 
Treasury  if  ha  will  state  the  net  con- 
tribution to  Imperial  Expenditure  of 
England,  Scotland,  and  Ireland,  respec- 
tively, for  the  years  1895-6,  1899-1900, 
and  1903^. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Victor  Cavendish.) 


Net  ContribatioDB  m  shown  in  the  Financial  Rdatknu  Betum 
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PaymentB  liy  the  Treasnry  to  the  Local 
Taxation  Accoants. 

Mr.  LAMBERT  :  To  ask  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  if  he  will  state  the  total 
amount  paid  by  the  Treasury  each 
year  to  die  local  authorities  under  the 
Agricultural  Rates    (England)  Act,   the 


Agricultural  Bates  (Scotland)  Act,  and 
the  Tithe  Rent  Charge  Act,  and  Local 
Grovemment  (Ireland)  Act,  respectively, 
for  every  year  since  the  Acts  were  passed 
authorising  such  payment. 

(Ansicered  by  Mr.  Victor  Cavendish,) 


» 

Payments  to  Local  Taxation  Accounts. 

Year. 

Kngland. 
(Agricultural 
Rates  Acts.) 

£ 

Scotland. 

( Agricultural 

Rates  Acts  and 

Local  Taxation 

Account  Act» 

1898.) 

Ireland. 

(Agricultural 

Grant  under  the 

Local  GoTern* 

ment  Act) 

payments  under 

Tithe  Rent 
Charge  (Rates) 
Act. 

£ 

£ 

£ 

1896-1897    - 

665,517 

91,609 

74,871 



1897-1898    - 

* 

1,333,682 

183,381 

150,040 

1898-1899    . 

1,333,433 

231,902 

438,851 



1899-1900    . 

1,330,621 

• 

280,413 

727,655 

47,836 

1900-1901    - 

1,327,268 

280,126 

727,655 

105,687 

1901-1902    .   ,    - 

1,328,910 

280,701 

727,655 

110,452 

1902-1903    - 

1,327,981 

280,413 

727,655 

119,290 

1903-1904   - 

1,328,172 

280,413 

727,655 

128,153 

1904-1905    ■ 

1,326,627 

280,413 

727,655 

135,716 

Other  grants  besides  the  agricultural 
grant  are  made  to  the  Local  Taxation 
(Ireland)  Account  under  the  Local 
Crovemment  Act.  But  I  assume  that 
the  hon.  Member's  Question  refers  only 
to  giants  analogous  to  those  under 
the  Agricultural  Rates  Acts  in  Great 
Britain. 

Oaution  to  Local  Secretary  of  Postmen's 
Federation  at  Faversham. 

Mr.  JAMES  O'CONNOR  (Wicklow, 
W.) :  To  ask  the  Postmaster-General 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  local  secre- 
tary of  the  Postmen's  Federation  at 
Faversham,  Kent,  has  been  cautioned 
because  of  his  conduct  in  forwarding  a 
petition  regarding  a  matter  in  which 
he    was    not   directl}?    concerned ;     and 


whether  such  caution  received  his  sanc- 
tion, seeing  that  the  application  was 
forwarded  in  pursuance  of  his  duty  as 
representing  his  members,  and  b>  their 
instruction. 

(Answered  by  Lard  Statdey.)  Yes,  the 
caution  was  given  under  my  directions 
The  postman  in  question,  as  a  town 
postman,  was  not  concerned  in  the 
matter  which  formed  the  subject  of  the 
petitions  from  individual  rural  postmen 
who  were  perfectly  at  Uberty  to  present 
their  petitions  themselves. 

Classification  and  MaTimnm  of  Provincial, 
Town,  and  Sub  Office  Postmen. 

Mr.    JAMES   O'CONNOR:    To    ask 
the     Postmaster- General    whether     he 
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is  now  in  a  position  to  announce 
his  decision  regarding  the  classi- 
fication  and  maximum  of  provincial, 
town,  and  sub-office  postmen. 

{Anstoered  by  Lord  Stanley.)  As  the  hon. 
Member  is  aware,  the  new  scales  of  pa> 
for  provincial  postmen  were  announced 
to  the  staff  at  the  end  of  March  last,  and 
are  already  in  force.  I  am  daily  re- 
ceiving applications  from  the  postmen 
at  different  offices  for  changes  in  the 
classification  of  their  offices,  and  each 
case  is  being  dealt  with  on  its  merits  as 
quickly  as  possible. 

Prosecution  of  Mx.  Moynilian,  of  Kanturk, 
for  Non-Payment  of  Income -Tax. 

Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.) :  To  ask 
Mr.  Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether 
Mr.  Moynihan,  veterinary  surgeon,  Kan- 
turk, county  Cork,  '»  now  threatened 
with  arrest  for  non-payment  of  income^ 
tax ;  and,  if  so,  whether,  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  he  is  in  receipt  of  only  £60  a 
>ear  from  the  county  council  and  has  no 
other  professional  income  except  from 
a  few  precarious  cases,  the  income-tax 
authorities  will  abandon  ttieir  intention 
of  taking  this  course. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Aushen  Chamberlain.) 
If  Mr.  Moynihan  will  establish  the  fact 
that  his  total  income  does  not  exceed 
£160,  the  Crown's  claim  against  him  for 
income-tax  will  be  discharged.  But  up 
to  the  present  time,  I  understand,  he  has 
declined  to  offer  any  evidence  on  the 
point,  and  has  ignored  every  communica- 
tion made  to  him  on  the  subject.  As  a 
consequence  proceedings  were  entered 
upon  for  the  recovery  of  the  duty  assessed 
upon  him,  and  judgment  has  been 
obtained  in  the  High  Court  for  tax  and 
costs.-  In  these  circumstances  the 
Board  of  Inland  Revenue  cannot  inter- 
vene on  his  behalf,  unless  he  will  place 
himself  in  communication  with  them, 
and  put  them  in  possession  of  the  facts 
of  his  financial  position. 

Readjustment  of  the  Chicory  Duty. 
Mr.  DUNCAN  (Yorkshire,  W.R., 
Otley)  :  To  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  if  he  proposes  to 
readjust  the  existing  Excise  Duty  on 
chicory,  to  place  the  home  grower  on 
the  same  footing  as  the  foreign  producer. 


{Answered  by  Mr.  Austen  Chamberlain.) 
I  propose  to  deal  with  this  subject  in 
the  Revenue  Bill  which  I  hope  to  intro- 
duce shortl}. 

Establishment  of  a  College  at  Srinagar. » 

Mr.  HERBERT  ROBERTS  (Den- 
bighshire, W.) :  To  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India  whether  the  Maharaja 
of  Kashmire  has  made  representations 
to  the  Government  of  India  with  refer- 
ence to  the  establishment  oT  a  college 
at  Srinagar ;  whether  the  British  Resi- 
dent has  refused  to  sanction  this  pro- 
posal;  and,  if  so,  whether  ho  will  state 
the  grounds  upon  which  the  objections 
of  the  Resident  are  bailed. 

{Anstcered  by  Mr.  Seoretary  Brodriek.) 
The  Answer  to  the  first  two  Qucsticns 
is  in  the  negative. 

Aden  Frontier  Expedition   Orant  of  a 

MedaL 

Sir  CARNE  RASCH  (Essex,  Chelms- 
ford) •  To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  whether  it  is  proposed  to  grant  a 
medal  to  the  Aden  Frontier  Force. 

{Answered  by  Mr,  Secretary  Brodikk,) 
As  I  informed  my  hon.  and  gallant 
friend  on  February  22ndt  last,  it  is  not 
proposed  to  grant  a  medal  to  the  Aden 
Hinterland  Delimitation  Commission 
escort,  as  the  military  authorities,  who 
have  again  been  consulted,  do  not  re- 
commend it. 

British  Indian  trading  in  South  Afinca— 
Language  Question. 

Mr.  RUNCIMAN  (Dcwsbury) :  To 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
whether  any  protest  ha?  been  received 
from  or  sent  by  the  Government  of  India 
against  the  Bill  now  before  the  Cape  Par- 
liament which  renders  His  Majesty's 
Ind  an  subjects,  resident  in  Cape  Colony, 
liable  to  a  trading  disability  which  w^'ll 
not  be  inflicted  upon  Yiddi  h-speak'ng 
aliens ;  and  whether  the  Government 
of  India  has  protested  against  similar 
legislation  in  the  Colony  of  Natal. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Secretary  Biodrick.) 
The  Answer  to  the  first  paragraph  of  the 
Question  is  in  the  negative.  The  legis- 
lation of  1897  in  Natal,  which  requires 

t  Sec  v4)  Dchat-:^,  ex!: ,  M»3. 
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traders  to  keep  their  account  books 
in  the  English  language,  formed  the 
subject  of  protest  hy  my  predecessor 
when  the  measure  was  under  considera- 
tion. It  does  not  appear,  however,  to 
have  interfered  with  the  expansion  of 
trade  by  Indians  in  that  Colony.  The 
law  does  not  require  the  books  to  be 
written  up  by  the  trader  himself. 

Promotion  of  Constable  Adams,  of  Bray. 

Mr.  COGAN  (Wicklow,  E.) :  T«  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieuten- 
ant of  Ireland  whether  Constable 
Adams,  now  stationed  at  Bray,  has  been 
promoted  to  the  rank  of  acting  sergeant, 
and  is  about  to  be  appf'intcd  t j  the  charge 
of  Newtownmount  Kennedy  Police 
Station ;  and  will  he  say  what  is  his 
length  of  service ;  how  many  unfavour- 
able records  he  has,  and  was  he  ever 
cautioned  because  of  infringement  of  the 
rules  of  the  service,  and  informed  that  he 
would  never  get  any  advancement  in  the 
service  because  of  the  breach  of  such 
regulations ;  and  were  representations 
made  to  the  commandant,  and,  if  so, 
by  whom,  with  a  view  to  obtaining  pro- 
motion for  this  man. 

(Answeied  by  Mr,  fVaUef  Long,)  The 
1  eply  to  the  first  inqinry  is  in  the  affirma- 
tive. The  constable  has  nineteen  years 
servicf".  He  has  never  been  informed  that 
he  would  not  receive  advancement.  The 
promotion  was  made  by  the  Inspector- 
General,  in  the  usual  course,  on  the  re- 
commendation of  the  local  officers. 

I  Reasons  for  Repatriation  of  332  Ohinese 

lAbourers. 

Mr.  levy  :  To  ask  the  Secre  ary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  if  he  will  state 
what  were  the  offences  in  re  pect  of 
which  332  Chinese  labourers  were  re- 
patriated up  to  December  31st  last ; 
what  penalties,  in  addition  to  repatria- 
tion, were  inflicted  ;  whether  all  or  any 
portion  of  the  wages  earned  by  such 
labourers  was  withheld  or  deducted ; 
and  whether  such  repatriated  labourers 
were  merely  .returned  to  the  port  of 
shipment,  or  if  any  means  were  afforded 
them  of  returning  to  their  own  homes. 

(Ansfceted  hy  Mr,  Seoretary  Lytte^ton.) 
The  great  majority  of  labourers  re- 
patriated were  probably  returned  as  medi- 


cally unfit,  but  I  have  no  precise  infor- 
mation beyond  what  has  been  published, 
and  I  will  make  inquiry.  Meanwhile, 
reference  may  be  made  to  the  Ordinance 
(see  pages  16  and  17  of  Cd.  2026)  and 
the  Contract  (see  page  10  of  Cd.  2183). 

Diacharges  ftom  Woolwich  Anenal  and 
Enfield  Small  Anns  Factory. 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  (Battersea):  To 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  the 
total  number  of  workmen  dischargea  from 
Woolwich  Arsenal  and  Enfield  Small 
Arms  Factory  sincp  June,  1903,  for 
causes   other   than   misconduct. 

Ar^swered  by  Mr.  Secretary  AfnoU- 
Fof  ster,)  The  total  number  of  workmen  in 
the  Ordnance  Factories  discharged  on 
account  of  age,  illness,  or  other  causes  ex> 
cept  misconduct  is  as  follows : — 

From  June,  1903,  to  May  6th,  1905— 

Woolwich  -        "        2,363 

Enfield  -        -        1,019 


QUESTION^   IN   THE   HOUSE, 


Militia  Subalterns. 

Colonel  WELBY  (Taunton) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether,  when  the  proposed  changes  in 
the  organisation  of  the  Militia  shall  have 
come  into  operation,  subaltern  officers 
of  that  force  will  have  the  opportunity 
of  qualifying  for  all  new  conditions  of 
service,  so  as  to  be  able  to  continue 
serving  under  the  new  system,  if  duly 
quaUfied. 

The  SECRETARY  op  STATE  fob 
WAR  (Mr.  Arnold-Forster  Belfast, 
W.) :  In  the  event  mentioned  the  claims 
of  any  duly  qualified  Militia  subaltern 
officers  will  receive  full  consideration, 
and  every  encouragement  and  oppor- 
tunity will  be  given  to  officers  to  continue 
their  services. 

Fatal  Rifle  Practice  at  Sheemeaa. 

Mr.  tuff  (Rochester) :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
recent  accidental  shooting  of  a  fisherman 
(George  Thomas  Gilson)  by  the  Royal 
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Garrison  Artiilcoy  off  S^^eriiess ;  if  so, 
what  steps  he  proposes  to  take  to  prevent 
the  possibihtj  of  such  accidents  in  the 
future ;  and.  whether  compensation  wiil 
be  made  to  the  widow. 

Mr.  ARNOLD-FORSTER  :  A  report 
of  this  case  has  been  forwar^Led  to  the 
War  Office  by  the  Greneral  Officer  Com- 
manding concerned,  who  stated  that  he 
had  issued  orders  to  give  a  longer  safety 
range  during  practice  with  one  inch 
aiming  rifles.  The  question  of  the  length 
of  safety  range  which  should  in  future 
be  fixed  for  sucK  praotice  will  ^eqeive 
careful  consideration.  As  regards  cpm- 
pensation,  the  question  of  an  award. as  an 
act  of  grace  is  being  considered. 

War  Office  and  Bifle  Clubs. 

Mr.  FREDERICK  WILSON  (Norfolk, 
Mid.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  if  rifle  clubs  are  entered 
and  numbered  on  the  books  of  the  War 
Office,  and  form  an  integral  part  of  the 
scheme  of  national  defence ;  and  if,  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  the  members  pay 
for  rifles,  ammunition,  watchers,  and 
markers,  it  is  intended  during  the  coming 
season  to  charge  them  rent  for  the  use  of 
Government  ranges. 

Mr.  ARNOLD-FORSTER :  Rifle  clubs 
which  are  affiUated  to  the  National 
Rifle  Association  are  entered  and  num- 
bered on  the  books  of  the*  War  Office. 
They  do  not  form  an  integral  part  of  the 
scheme  of  national  defence.  A  rent  of 
Is.  a  member  per  annum  is  charged  in 
respect  of  the  use  of  the  ranges. 

Mr.  FREDERICK  WILSON :  Were 
rifle  clubs  regarded  as  part  of  the 
system  of  national  defence  when  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  promised  a  grant 
of  £50,000  per  annum  in  aid  of  them. 

Mr.  ARNOLD-FORSTER  :  They  were 
not  intended  to  form  part  of  that  organisa- 
tion. 

Chinese  Labour  Disturbance  in  the  Van 

Byn  Mine. 

Mr.  HERBERT  SAMUEL  (York- 
shire, Cleveland) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  if 
he  will  state  what  wore  the  circumstances 


which  led  to  the  outbreak  of  Chinese 
labourers  at  the  Van  Ryn  Mine  in  the 
Transvaal  on  14th  May  ;  what  casualties 
resulted ;  and  how  many  persons  have 
been  arrested  in  connection  with  this 
disturbance. 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for  the 
COLONIES  (Mr.  Lyttelton,  Warwick 
and  Leamington) :  I  have  no  information 
regarding  the  outbreak  referred  to,  the 
iacts  as  to  which  will  no  doubt  be  re- 
ported in  due  course. 

The  Afghan  Treaty. 
Mr.  J.  F.  HOPE  (Sheffield,  Brightside) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  a  Question  of  which  I  have  given 
him  private  notice,  viz.,  whether  the  text 
of  the  treaty  with  Afghanistan,  pub- 
lished in  The  Times  this  morning,  is 
accurate,  and  when  the  official  copy 
will  be  distributed  to  Members. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
INDIA  (Mr.  Brodrick,  Surrey,  Guild- 
ford) :  The  text  of  the  treaty,  as  pub- 
lished in  The  Times,  is,  as  far  as  I  know, 
substantially  accurate.  The  distri- 
bution of  copies  will  take  place  in  the 
course  of  the  next  two  or  three  hours. 
The  Paper  was  laid  on  the  Table  last 
night,  and  was,  therefore,  accessible  to 
Members  in  the  Vote  Office.  But  no 
copy  was  sent  to  any  newspaper. 

Cotton  as  Contraband  of  War. 
Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under-Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Aflairs  if  his  attention  has 
been  drawn  to  the  decision  of  a  Russian 
Naval  Court  in  the  case  of  the  "  Calchas," 
which  appears  to  define  cotton  as  being 
contraband  of  war  ;  and  whether,  seeing 
that  the  proportion  of  cotton  used  for 
military  purposes  is  quite  insignificant 
and  could  be  easily  replaced  for  warlike 
purposes  by  some  other  vegetable  fibre, 
and  that  cotton  is  largely  used  for  clothing 
in  this  country  and  constitutes  an  im- 
portant branch  of  manufacture,  imder 
these  circumstances  the  "  Calchas " 
decision  will  be  allowed  to  pass  without 
protest. 

The  UNDER-SECRETARY  of  STATE 
FOR  FOjEIGN  affairs  (Earl  PercV, 
Kensington,  S.) :   His  MajcRty's  Govern- 
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ment  have  as  yet  only  received  a  brief 
telegraphic  summary  of  the  decision. 
When  the  full  text  of  the  judgment 
is  received  they  will  consider  whether 
any  further  action  is  desirable.  As 
the  hon.  Member  is  no  doubt  aware, 
ffis  Majesty's  Ambassador  at  St.  Peters- 
burg has  already  brought  the  question 
of  the  treatment  of  raw  cotton  to  the 
notice  of  the  Russian  Government  in 
his  note  of  October  9th  last. 

Mr.  flavin  (Kerry,  N.) :  Is  seaweed 
which  is  used  for  manuring  purposes  also 
contraband  of  war  ? 

[No  Answer  was  returned.] 

The  Aliens  Bill. 

Mb.  JOHN  CAMPBELL  (Armagh,  S.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  fur 
the  Home  Department  whether  he  can 
state  the  names  of  the  ports  to  which 
he  proposes  to  apply  the  provisions  of 
the  Aliens  Bill. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Akers- 
DouoLAS,  Kent,  St.  Augustine's) :  The 
present  distribution  of  the  wholesale 
immigrant  traffic  indicates  that  this 
machinery  should  in  the  first  instance 
be  set  up  at  London,  Grimsby,  Hull. 
Newhaven,  Southampton,  the  Tyne, 
Leith,  and  Harwich.  In  addition  to  these 
it  will  probably  be  required  at  Liverpool, 
and  may  perhaps  be  requirea  at  some 
other  Western  port,  but  as  to  this  latter 
point  I  am  not  yet  in  a  position  to  make 
any  statement. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn  Regis)  : 
Are  Dover  and  Folkestone  to  be  ex- 
cluded ? 

Mr.  AKERS-DOUGLAS  :  It  is  not 
proposed  in  the  first  instance  to  set  up 
special  machinery  at  Dover  and  Folke- 
stone. The  Board  of  Trade  Returns  do 
not  show  that  it  is  necessary  there. 

Adult  Night  Messengers  in  the  Post 

Office. 

Mr.  SLOAN  (Belfast,  S.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Postmiaster-General  whether,  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  the  Tweedmouth 
Committee  recommended  that  full  time 


adult  service  in  an  unestabUshed  capacity 
(other  than  that  of  learner)  should  be 
awarded  good  conduct  stripes,  he  will 
consider  the  advisability  of  granting 
this  privilege  to  adult  night  messengers 
on  the  same  conditions  as  given  to 
postmen. 

The  POSTMASTER-GENERAL  (Lord 
Stanley,  Lancashire,  Westhoughton) : 
The  hon.  Member  is  under  a  misappre- 
hension. No  such  recommendation  was 
made  by  the  Tweedmouth  Committee. 
As  I  stated  in  answer  to  a  Question  in  this 
House  on  the  27th  of  July  f  last,  I  am  not 
prepared  to  grant  the  privilege  of  good 
conduct  stripes  to  adult  night  telegraph 
messengers. 

Mr.  SLOAN :  What  is  the  object  of 
refusing  this  small  concession  ? 

Lord  STANLEY:  I  am  afraid  I 
cannot  deal  with  that  by  means  of  Ques- 
tion and  Answer  in  this  House. 

Government  Departments  and  Free 
Postage. 

Mr.  VINCENT  KENNEDY  (Cavan, 
W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  thr*  Postmaster- 
Greneral  whether  his  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  the  fact  that  all  communica- 
tions in  connection  with  rent-fixing  are 
deliverea  post  free  to  the  Irish  Land 
Commission,  whilst  similar  communica- 
tions addressed  to  the  County  Court 
must  be  postage  paid  and  stamp  enclosed 
if  reply  is  required ;  and  whether  equal 
postal  facilities  will  be  provided  in  the 
County  Court. 

Lord  STANLEY:  The  Irish  Land 
Commission  is  a  public  office  which  is 
entitled  by  Treasury  authority  to  send 
and  receive  letters  on  public  business  on 
which  postage  has  not  been  prepaid.  It 
would  not  be  practicable  to  extend  Ihe 
same  privilege  to  County  Courts. 

Swine  Fever. 
Mr.  FLAVIN:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Agriculture 
whether  he  can  state,  for  the  week  end- 
ing May  13th,  the  number  of  oases  of 
outbreak  of  swine  fever  in  England, 
Wales,  Scotland,  and  Ireland  respec- 
tively. 

t  See  (4)  Debates,  cxxxviii.,  1337. 
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♦The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OF  AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  Ailwyn 
Fellowes,  Huntingdonshire,  Ramsey) : 
During  the  week  ended  May  13th  there 
were  twenty-three  outbreaks  of  swine 
fever  in  England,  two  in  Scotland,  two 
in  Wales,  and  one  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  flavin  :  Cannot  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  see  his  way,  now  that  swine 
fever  has  practically  ceased  to  exist  in 
Ireland,  to  withdraw  the  removal  orders 
now  in  force  ? 

♦Mr.  AILWYN  FELL0WE8  was  un- 
derstood  to  reply  that  if  the  local  author- 
ities took  certain  action  he  would  be  pre- 
pared to  consider  the  matter. 

Sheep  Scab  in  Scotland. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  (Perthshire,  E.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Boajxl  of 
Agriculture  whether  he  will  postpone 
beyond  1st  Jime  the  operation  within  the 
scheduled  area  in  Scotland  of  the  Sheep 
Scab  (Regulation  of  Movement)  Order 
imtil  the  local  authorities  within  the  area 
submit  to  him  proposals  which  they  be- 
Ueve  will  be  efEective  for  the  prevention 
of  the  disease. 

♦Mr.  ailwyn  FELLpWBS  :  As  wiU 
be  seen  from  a  communication  whiob  I 
sent  to  the  Press  yesterday,  I  have  agreed, 
in  response  to  the  request  of  a  deputa- 
tion of  Scottish  flockmasters  which 
waited  on  me  on  Saturday  last,  to  post- 
pone the  operation  of  the  Order  in  question 
until  after  the  30th  of  June,  in  order  to 
allow  time  for  the  elaboration  of  a  scheme 
to  secure  the  compulsory  dipping  of  all 
sheep  within  the  scheduled  area  under 
conditions  such  as  would  justify  me  in 
contemplating  the  removal  of  the  re- 
strictions on  the  movement  of  sheep  which 
are  imposed  by  the  Order  referred  to  in 
the  hon.  Member's  Question. 

Voters'  Disqualifications  -Belief  for 
Underfed  School  Children. 

Mr.  KEIR  HARDIE  (Merthyr  Tydvil) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local 
Grovemment  Board  whether  he  has  con- 
sidered the  decisions  given  in  the  cases  re- 
ported in  Knapp  and  Omblus  election 
cases,  pages  114  and  320,  and  O'Malley 
and  Hardcastles  reports  of  decisions  in 
election  petitions,   page   161,   in  all  of 


« 

which  it  was  held  that  mone^  given  as  a 
loan  by  the  Poor  Law  authorities  on  the 
understanding  that  it  be  repaid  was  held 
not  to  be  relief  which  disquaUfied  a 
voter,  and  that  in  both  cases  the  vote  was 
allowed ;  and  whether  these  decisions 
regulate  the  giving  of  relief  to  destitute 
school  children  when  such  rehef  is  to  be 
considered  as  a  loan  to  the  parent. 

The  president  of  thb  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Gerald 
Balfour,  Leeds,  Oentral) :  I  am  aware 
of  the  cases  to  which  the  hon.  Meij&ber 
refers.  They  do  not  relate  to  the  ques- 
tion of  the  disqualification  for  bieing 
registered  as  voters  of  persons  who  have 
received  rehef  on  loan  ut  der  the  Poor 
Law  Ameidment  Act,  1834,  and  I  am 
advised  that  they  would  not  apply  to  any 
such  disquaUfication  in  cases  arising 
under  the  Rehef  (School  Children)  Order, 
1905. 

The  Unemployed. 
Mr.  KEIR  HARDIE :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  President  of  the  Local  (Jovemment 
Board  whether  he  can  state  the  number 
of  county  boroughs  in  England  and 
Wales  in  which  unemployed  bodies 
would  be  compulsorily  established  (unless 
exempted  by  an  Order  of  the  Local 
(Jovemment  Board)  by  the  Unemployed 
Bill  now  before  the  House,  and  the  cir- 
cumstances under  which  an  exemption 
order  would  be  granted. 

Mr.  GERALD  BALFOUR  :  The  num- 
ber of  county  boroughs  in  England  and 
Wales  is  seventy-one.  A  local  body 
would  be  established  under  the  Bill  for 
each  of  them  unless  in  any  particular 
case  the  Local  Government  Board  post- 
poned its  establishment  until  the  town 
council  resolved  that  circumstances 
rendered  the  establishment  of  a  local 
body  desirable.  Postponement  could 
only  be  effected  on  the  application  of 
the  town  council,  who  would  no  doubt 
state  the  circumstances  on  which  the 
application  was  based.  It  cannot  be 
stated  beforehand  what  the  circumstances 
would  be.  They  would  presumably  vary 
in  different  cases. 

Beckless  Mocor-Car  Driving. 
Mr.    LAMBERT    (Devonshire,    South 
Molton) :    I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
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State  for  the  Home  Department  whether, 
in  view  of  the  recent  and  continued  loss 
of  life  through  the  recklessness  of  motor- 
car drivers,  he  will  consider  the  advisa- 
bility of  introducing  legislation  to  place 
it  within  the  discretion  of  magistrates 
to  impose  a  term  of  imprisonment  for 
a  first  offence. 

Mr.  GERALD  BALFOUR  :  My  right 
hon,  friend  has  asked  me  to  reply  to  this 
Question.  The  Motor-Car  Act  expires 
at  the  end  of  1906,  and  I  will  take  note 
of  the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  Member  with 
a  view  to  its  consideration  before  that 
time. 

The  Price  of  Sugar. 

'  .  Mr.  PLATT-HIGGINS  (Salford,  N.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Board 
of  Trade  to  what  extent  has  the  price 
of  sugar  fallen  during  this  year ;  what 
is  the  present  price ;  what  is  the  price 
now  quoted  for  delivery  during  the  last 
quarter  of  the  present  year;  and  what 
was  the  average  price  of  sugar  during 
the  ten  years  prior  to  the  signature  of 
the  Brusseb  Convention. 

The  PARLIAMENTARY  SECRE- 
TARY TO  THE  BOARD  OP  TRADE 
(Mr.  BoNAR  Law,  Glasgow,  Black- 
friars)  :  The  price  of  88  per  cent,  beet 
sugar  f.o.b.  Hamlburg  at  the  begin- 
ning of  January  was  14s.  lOd.  per  cwt., 
and  this  had  increased  by  the  middle 
of  January  to  IBs.  The  price  on  the 
18th  May  was  lis.  TJd.  The  price 
quoted  on  the  18th  May  for  delivery  in 
November-December  was  9s.  lid.  The 
average  price  of  the  same  sugar  in  the 
ten  years  1892-1901  was  about  10s.  9d. 
per  cwt. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES:  Is  the 
hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  since  the 
Sugar  Convention  the  retail  price  of 
sugar  has  doubled,  and  that  the  same 
sugar  that  was  sold  at  1^.  a  pound 
before  the  Convention  is  now  sold 
to  the  same  people  by  the  same  trades- 
man at  2^.  a  pound  ? 

Mr.  BONAR  LAW :  I  am  not  aware 
of  it,  and  I  would  like  to  know  if  it  is  so. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  I  can  assure 
the  hon.   Gentleman  that  it  is  within 


my  own  knowledge  that  the  fact  is  so 
at  King's  Lynn. 

ParUamentaryBuildingi— Clock  Tower 

lAeht. 

Colonel  WELBY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
hon.  Member  for  Chorley,  as  represent- 
ing the  First  Commissioner  of  Works, 
whether  he  will  consider  the  feasibility 
and  cost  of  an  apparatus  to  change 
the  colour  of  the  light  on  the  Clock 
Tower  as  soon  as  a  division  is  de- 
clared, the  changed  colour  to  remain 
until  doors  are  unlocked,  so  as  to  inform 
Members  approaching  the  House  that  a 
division  is  taking  place. 

Lord  BALCARRES  (Lancashire, 
Chorley) :  The  appliances  needed  to 
carry  out  my  hon.  and  gallant  friend's 
suggestion  would  be  either  very  costly 
or  difficult  of  manipulation.  It  does 
not  appear  to  the  First  Commissioner 
that  he  would  be  warranted  in  adopting 
the  proposal. 

Colonel  WELBY  :  Will  the  noble 
Lord  consider  as  to  placing  a  gong  or 
bell  in  Parliament  Yard.  We  have 
great  difficulty  in  hearing  when  a 
division  is  called. 


An   HON.  MEMBER  :  Would  it  not 
be  better  to  fire  off  a  gun  ? 

■    I  ..         .      .1, 

[No  Answer  Was  retiitnfed.^-*    ' 


Unemployed  Difficulty  in  Scotland. 

Mr.  KEIR  HARDIE  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Lord- Advocate  whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  City  of  Glasgow  expeilded 
£12,000  during  the  past  winter  in  finding 
work  for  the  unemployed  of  the  city  • 
and  whether,  seeing  that  neither  under 
the  Poor  Law  of  Scotland  nor  under 
the  Municipal  Acts  has  any  public 
authority  power  to  deal  with  or  give 
relief  to  the  able-bodied  unemployed, 
and  that  the  unemployed  difficulty  is 
becoming  increasingly  serious  in  Scot- 
land, he  proposes  by  the  appointment 
of  a  special  Committee  or  otherwise  to 
inquire  into  the  amendments  required 
in  the  law  to  confer  powers  upon  the 
local  authorities  for  dealing  with  un- 
3mployment,  as  is  proposed  to  be  done 
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for  England  and  Wales  in  the  Bill  now 
before  the  House. 

The  LORD-ADVOCATE  (Mr.  Soott 
Dickson,  Glasgow,  Bridgton) :  I  am 
aware  of  the  facts  referred  to  by  the 
hon.  Member  in  the  first  part  of  the 
Question.  The  whole  matter  is  having 
the  attention  of  the  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land, but  I  cannot  at  present  make  any 
definite  statement  as  to  the  course 
which  is  to  be  taken. 

Needlework  in  Irish  Schools. 
Mr.  BOLAND  (Kerry,  S.) :  I  bog 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  the  statement 
on  page  40  of  Mr.  Dale's  Report,  that 
the  condition  of  the  English  Department 
of  any  grant  being  made  to  a  school,  that 
girls  must  be  satisfactorilj  taught  needle- 
work, has  not  existed  in  Ireland,  and 
that  there  are  780  schools,  with  a  mixed 
attendance  of  boys  and  girls,  under  a 
master  onl^,  and  that  in  these  schools  the 
infants  are  imsuitably  taught,  but  the 
girls  are  necessarily  deprived  of  all  in- 
struction in  needlework  or  any  other 
domestic  subject ;  if  so,  can  he  say  why 
the  Commissioners,  in  their  Annual  Report 
which  has  recently  been  issued,  offer 
no  explanation  in  defence  of  the  state 
of  things  which  Mr.  Dale's  complaint 
exhibits  as  existing  in  these  schools ; 
whether  they  intend  to  permit  the  teach- 
ing by  men  only,  not  only  of  boys  under 
eight  years  of  age,  but  of  infant  girls 
and  grown  girls  ;  and,  if  not,  what  steps 
they  propose  to  take  in  the  matter. 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  por  IRE- 
LAND  (Mr.  Walter  Long,  Bristol,  S.) : 
The  Commissioners  allude,  in  their  last 
Annual  Report,  to  their  desire  for  the 
extended  employment  of  manual  in- 
structresses, who  have  been  introduced 
into  many  small  mixed  schoob  with  bene- 
ficial results.  These  instructresses  might 
be  employed  in  all  the  schools  referred  to 
in  the  Question.  The  rules  provide 
that,  in  a  mixed  school  under  a  master, 
an  assistant  mistress  should  be  employed 
when  the  attendance  warrants  it,  and 
that  a  manual  instructress  may  be  em- 
ployed when  the  attendance  is  insufficient 
for  an  assistant  mistress. 


Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  WiVL  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  consider  the  pro- 
priety of  publishing  the  observations 
of  thellOomnaissioners  on  Mr.  Dale's 
Report? 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG :  I  wiU  com- 
municate the  hon.  Member's  wish  to  the 
Commissioners. 

Irish  School  Management 
Mr.  BOLAND  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  he  can  state  what 
number  of  the  780  schools,  referred  to 
in  paragraph  133,  page  40,  of  Mr.  Dale's 
Report,  are  under  CathoUc,  Episcopalian 
Protestant,  and  Presbyterian  manage- 
ment respectively. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG :  Three  hundred 
and  sixty-seven  under  CathoUo  manage- 
ment ;  251  under  Irish  Church  manage- 
ment ;  and  140  under  Presbyterian 
management. 

Land  Purchase  Agreements. 
Mr.  flavin  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  Form  P  unoer  The 
Land  Purchase  Act,  1903,  is  an  agree- 
ment or  undertaking  between  the  tenant 
of  a  holding  and  the  Estates  Commis- 
sioners, and  not  an  agreement  between 
the  tenant  and  his  landlord ;  whether 
he  is  aware  that  landlords,  agents,  or 
their  solicitors  are  using  Form  P  and 
getting  tenants  to  sign  same  and  agree  to 
purchase  terms  where  the  estate  is  to 
be  sold  to  the  Estates  Commissioners, 
said  agreement  being  signed  by  the 
tenant  before  the  estate  is  offered  for 
sale  by  the  landlord  to  the  Estates  Com- 
missioners ;  and  whether  he  will  take 
steps  to  secure  that  landlords,  agents, 
or  their  soUdtors  shall  not  use  Form  P 
in  such  a  way  as  to  debar  the  tenants 
from  any  benefits  which  they  other- 
wise might  receive  from  a  direct  sale 
by  the  Estates  Commissioners  to  the 
tenants. 

The  attorney  -  general  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Atkinson,  Londonderry, 
N.) :  My  right  hon.  friend  has  asked  me 
to  reply  to  this  Question.  Form  P 
is  an  undertaking  by  the  tenant  to  the 
effect  that,  in  the  event  of  the  sfileof  the 
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estate  to  the  Land  Oommission,  he  will 
purchase  his  holding  from  the  Com- 
missionera  at  the  price  named.  This 
undertaking  is  entered  into  with  a  view 
to  the  sale  of  the  estate  to  the  Land 
Commission  under  Section  6,  and  is  con- 
ditional on  that  sale  being  effected  ;  and 
if  the  hon.  Member  will  refer  to  Section 
6  he  will  see  that  it  would  be  almost 
impossible  that  the  conditions  in  that 
sei>tion  could  be  fulfilled  unless  some 
preUminary  negotiations  of  this  kind 
were  entered  into.  I  am  not  aware 
whether  landlords  or  agents  are  acting  in 
the  manner  mentioned,  but  as  Form 
P  is  provided  for  a  particular  class  of 
cases,  the  Estates  Commissioners  may 
be  trusted  not  to  permit  it  to  be  used 
in  cases  to  which  it  is  inapplicable, 
or  to  the  prejudice  of  the  rights  of  the 
tenants.  It  is  not  necessary  to  make 
any  regulation  dealing  with  the  matter. 

Mr.  flavin  :  Do  not  the  landlords 
who  use  this  form  get  the  tenants  to 
agree  to  certain  prices  before  the  estate 
is  offered  to  the  Estates  Commissioners  ? 

Mr.  ATKINSON:  Some  preliminary 
negotiations  are,  of  course,  necessary  to 
enable  the  Commissioners  to  do  the  things 
specified  in  the  section. 

Mr.  FLAVIN:  But  having  got  the 
tenant  to  sign  the  agreement,  is  it  not 
the  case  that  the  landlord  may  proceed 
against  him  for  the  old  rent  ? 

Mr.  ATKINSON:  The  whole  thing 
is  conditional. 

Mr.  FLAVIN:  But  the  tenant  has 
no  protection  against  the  landlord  or  his 
agent. 

Olen  Breakwater  and  Slip,  Oounty  Kerry. 

Mr.  BOLAND:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
toe  of  the  slip  at  Boatcove,  Glen,  county 
Kerry,  is  still  unfinished,  and  whether 
steps  will  be  taken  by  the  Congested 
Districts  Board  to  complete  this  work 
without  delay ;  and  will  the  Board 
supply  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Kerry 
with  a  detailed  specification  of  the  pro* 
posed  breakwater  at  the  Glen,  together 
with  their  estimated  cost  of  erection. 


Mr.  WALTER  LONG:  The  Board 
have  expended  £361  on  this  boat  slip,  and 
they  are  doubtful  whether  the  small 
advantage  to  be  gained  by  lengthening 
it  would  justify  any  additional  ex- 
penditure. They  will,  however,  have 
a  further  inspection  made  when  oppor- 
tunity offers.  It  was  never  the  Board^s 
intention  to  construct  a  breakwater  at 
this  place. 

Illegal  Trawling  on  the  South- West 
Ooast  of  Ireland. 

Mr.  BOLAND  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretarv  to  the  Lord  -  Lieutenant  cf 
Ireland  whether  any,  and  if  so,  what 
vessel  is  watching  the  observance  of  the 
fishing  laws  on  the  south-west  coast ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  several  steam 
trawlers  were  near  Ballinskelligs,  within 
the  prohibited  limits,  between  7th  and 
14th  May,  and  that  the  local  fishermen 
had  to  haul  up  their  nets  fearing  they 
should  be  damaged  by  the  trawls  ;  and 
whether,  seeing  that  two  steamers  are 
required  for  the  adequate  protection  of 
local  interests  during  the  next  two 
months,  he  will  take  steps  to  secure  their 
constant  puper vision  of  the  south-west 
coast. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG :  The  Depart- 
ment's steam  cruiser  "  Helga  "  patrolled 
the  Kerry  coast  between  the  dates 
mentioned,  but  found  no  steam  trawlers 
within  prohibited  limits.  The  super- 
vision of  the  south-west  coast  will  not 
be  lost  sight  of,  but  for  obvious  reasons 
the  position  of  the  vessels  engaged 
on  the  duty  cannot  be  advertised  before- 
hand. 

Garland  National  School,  Tyrone. 
Mr.  SLOAN :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  if  he  can  state  on  what  grounds 
the  National  Commissioners  have  with- 
drawn the  grant  from  Garland  National 
School,  county  Tyrone  ;  and  whether,  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  there'  are  eighty-six 
children  on  the  roll  and  that  there  is 
no  other  school  within  two  miles,  the 
withdrawal  of  the  grant  from  Garland 
School  will  be  reconsidered. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG  :  The^manager 
of  Garland  School  resigned,  and  proposed 
to  transfer  the  pupils,  of  whom  there 
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weie  sixty-five  on  the  rolls,  to  a  new 
school  in  the  locality.  The  Commis- 
sioners, having  inquired  into  and  con- 
sidered the  case,  withdrew  grants  from 
Garland  School,  and  refused  aid  to  the 
proposed  new  school  upon  the  ground 
that  there  was  ample  accommodation 
for  the  pupils  in  other  schools  under 
Protestant  management  within  a  reason- 
able distance.  The  Commissioners  do  not 
propose  to  reconsider  their  decision. 

Mahon  Ballydonlon  Estate. 
Mr.  ROOHfi  (Galway,  E.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  the 
Estates  Commissioners  received,  on 
November  5th,  1904,  a  petition  signed 
by  several  of  the  tenants  on  the  Mahon 
Ballydonlon  Estate  requesting  to  be 
relieved  of  the  untenanted  land  which  they 
had  got  upon  the  estate  ;  and  whether  it 
was  replied  to. 

Mb.  WALTER  LONG :  A  petition 
was  received  on  the  6th  November,  1904, 
asking  the  Commissioners  to  fix  an 
equitable  price  on  the  lands  of  Bally- 
donlon, or  to  refuse  their  sanction  to  the 
sale,  but  the  petitioners  were  informed 
that  the  advances  had  been  made  in 
April,  1904,  and  that  the  proceedings 
were  closed. 

Mb.  BOCHE  :  On  whose  authority 
did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  a  previous 
occasion  say  that  no  application  had 
been  received  by  the  Commission  ? 

Mb.  WALTER  LONG :  I  have  not 
that  Answer  before  me  or  in  my  mind. 

Mb.  ROCHE  :  I  have  it  here. 

Mb.  MACVEAGH  (Down,  S.) :  Did 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  receive  these 
two  absolutely  contradictory  Answers 
from  the  same  source  1 

Mb.  WALTER  LONG :  I  should  not 
like  to  say  they  are  contradictory  until 
I  have  had  an  opportunity  of  examining 
them.  The  Commissioners  have  an  enor- 
mous number  of  cases  to  deal  with,  and  I 
have  naturally  to  refer  to  them  for 
information. 


Street  Betting  Bill. 
Mb.  SLOAN :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  if  he   will*  give 
facilities  for  the  passing  of  the  Street 
Betting  Bill  this  session. 

The  prime  MINISTER  and  FIRST 
LORD  OF  THE  TREASURY  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfoub,  Manchester,  E.) :  In  answer  to 
my  hon.  friend  I  have  to  say  that  I 
suppose  his  Question  refers  to  the  starring 
of  private  Members'  Bills  towards  the 
end  of  the  session.  As  the  hon.  Member 
knows,  that  is  only  done  with  Bills 
described  as  uncontroversial.  I  think 
it  is  too  far  from  the  end  of  the  session 
to  make  any*  suggestion  with  regard  to 
Bills  which  should  or  should  not  be 
starred,  but  from  such  information  as  I 
have  received  I  think  the  Bill  to  which 
my  hon.  friend  refers,  and  in  which  he  is 
interested,  is  not  hkely  to  prove  non- 
controversial.- 


FINANCE  BILL. 
Considered    in   Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

[Mr.  Jeffbeys  (Hampshire,  N.)  in  the 
Chair]. 

Clause  7 : — 

'^Mb.  MoCRAE  (Edinburgh,  E.)  said 
that  it  was  not  too  much  to  say  that  this 
clause  was  the  most  important  of  the 
proposals  which  had  been  put  before  the 
House  of  Commons  by  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  who  proposed  under 
this  section — the  omission  of  which  he 
(the  speaker)  was  advocating — that 
£10,000,000  of  Exchequer  bonds,  maturing 
in  December  next,  and  created  under  the 
Supplementary  War  Loans  Acts,  1900, 
should  be  paid  ofE.  In  considering  that, 
it  was  important  to  reaUse  that  this 
proposal  dealt  with  the  Unfunded  Debt, 
and  that  it  did  not  touch  the  Consol 
debt  which  they  had  under  consideration 
the  other  day.  The  Unfunded  Debt 
amounted  on  March  31st  last  to 
£71,600,000.  Of  that  £20,500,000  con- 
sisted of  Exchequer  bonds,  which  was  the 
nature  of  the  debt  they  were  now 
considering,    and    the    balance   of    the 
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total  was  made  up  of  war  stock 
to  the  extent  of  £30,000,000,  and  of 
Treasuiy  short-dated  Bills  to  the  extent 
of  £21,000,000.  It  was  recognised,  and, 
indeed,  it  had  heen  so  considered  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  that  this 
large  floating  debt  was  a  standing  menace 
to  our  financial  position.  Under  this 
head,  of  course,  came  the  borrowing 
under  the  Naval  and  Military  Works 
Acts,  and  he  proposed  in  only  one  sen- 
tence to  draw  the  attention  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  the  fact  that  under  that  head, 
in  1898,  the  gross  outstanding  Uabilities 
amounted  to  £3,700,000,  whereas  at  the 
end  of  the  present  financial  year  the  total 
would  be  £47,600,000.  That  was  one 
reason  why  they  should  be  exceedingly 
cautious  in  any  powers  they  gave  to  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  over  the 
creation  of  new  debt,  which  was,  after  all, 
what  he  was  seeking  to  do  under  this 
clause. 

Another  reason  why  they  should 
consider  this  matter  very  carefully  was 
to  be  found  in  the  fact  that  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  not  boldly 
faced  the  situation  in  regard  to  the 
national  indebtedness,  because  last  year, 
for  the  first  time  in  our  history,  we  in- 
creased our  gross  Uabilities  to  the  extent 
of  about  £2,250,000,  instead  of  reducing 
them  at  the  rate  of  some  £7,000,000  a 
year.  According  to  an  Answer  made 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  on 
the  preceding  Monday  the  estimated 
reduction  of  the  National  Debt  in  the 
current  year  would  only  amount  to  a 
little  over  £3,000,000,  so  that  it  meant 
that  for  two  years  practically  there 
would  be  no  reduction  whatever  in  the 
gross  liabilities  of  the  State.  What  did 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  propose 
to  do  under  this  Bill  ?  He  proposed  to 
pay  off  £10,000,000  of  Exchequer  bonds. 
These  bonds  were  created  in  1900  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  West  Bristol  when  he  was  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  and  £14,000,000  would 
mature  in  December  next.  It  was  this 
£14,000,000  with  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  going  to  deal.  He  was 
going  to  pay  off  £4,000,000  of  that  with 
money  obtained  from  the  Transvaal  and 
from  the  Sinking  Fund,  and  this  par- 
ticular section  dealt  with  the  remaining 
£10,000,000.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman, 

Mr,  McCratm 


in  his  Budget  speech,  said  that  it  was  a 
limited  funding  transaction.  It  was 
a  very  limited  funding  transaction 
when  they  considered  that  the  proposal 
was  to  pay  off  £10,000,000  of  debt 
by  creating  £9,000,000  of  new  debt, 
for  that  would  be  the  result  at  the  end 
of  the  financial  year.  He  did  not  think 
that  that  could  be  considered  in  anv 
way  a  brilliant  financial  operation.  The 
intention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  West  Bristol  when  he 
created  these  Exchequer  bonds  was 
that  they  were  to  be  of  a  temporary 
nature,  and  he  made  a  statement  to  that 
effect  in  his  Budget  speech  of  the  following 
year,  when  he  said — 

"  I  hare  ao  lurranged  the  borrow  ingB  hitherto 
sanctioned  by  Parliament  that  they  vill  mature 
from  time  to  time  at  snch  int^vaU  that  it  will 
be  easy  for  anyone  having  chargs  of  the  finances 
of  this  country,  if  the  Transvaal  is  in  a  position 
to  give  good  security  for  a  loan,  to  enable  it  to 
pay  a  reasonable  contribution  towards  the  cost 
of  the  war,  and  to  raise  a  loan  to  be  devoted 
towards  paying  oft  such  portions  of  our  borrow- 
ings  as  may  be  possible." 

That  was  the  intention  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  West  Bristol, 
and  he  thought  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  have 
dealt  with  the  Transvaal  contribution  in 
that  clause  of  the  Finance  Act.  It  was 
rather  strange  that  while  they  forced  the 
Chinese  Labour  Ordinance  through  the 
Legislative  Council,  they  had  delayed  the 
Ordinance  which  was  submitted  to  that 
Council  for  the  purpose  of  raising  this 
£30,000,000  loan,  of  which  they  were  to 
obtain  a  contribution  of  £10,000,000  per 
annum  for  three  years. 

He  would  also  like  to  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  what  had 
become  of  the  Chinese  War  Indemnity. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  West  Bristol  and  ike  right  hon. 
Grentleman  the  Member  for  Croydon 
distinctly  promised  that  the  contri- 
bution which  they  were  to  get  from 
China  in  respect  to  the  Chinese  War 
Indemnity — estimatsd  to  amount  to 
£6,000,000— would  be  appUed  to  the  re* 
duction  of  the  war  debt.  He  under- 
stood that  that  indenmity  had  been 
transformed  into  an  annual  payment  in 
the  form  of  an  annuity  to  tiiis  country, 
and  that  up  to  last  year  the  payment  had 
been  devoted  towards  meeting  the  claims 
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of  private  British  citizens.  Now,  how- 
ever, they  would  have  a  clear  contribu- 
tion, and  he  wished  to  ask  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  whether  he  in- 
tended to  apply  that,  as  promised  by  the 
light  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
West  Bristol,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Croydon,  to  the 
reduction  of  the  debt.  If  that  were  so  they 
ought  to  have  some  provision  made 
in  that  clause  for  giving  effect  to  that 
payment. 

He  did  not  hesitate  to  say  that 
these  proposals  of  the  Government 
showed  a  great  lack  of  courage  on  the 
part  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  He  had 
had  in  the  present  year  an  unique  oppor- 
tunity for  dealing  with  the  national  in- 
debtedness. He  could  have  dealt  with  the 
terminable  annuities  which  matured  next 
year,  and  he  ought  to  have  dealt  with 
the  contribution  from  the  Transvaal. 
He  would  Uke  to  point  out  to  the  Com- 
mittee what  he  did  not  think  had  been 
quite  reaUsed — namely,  that  the  gross 
national  liability  amounted  to  close  upon 
£800,000,000  sterling,  exactly  the  amount 
at  which  our  debt  stood  in  1867  after 
we  had  discharged  the  new  debt  created 
on  account  of  the  Crimean  War.  Yet 
to-day  they  had  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  under  this  section  proposing 
to  raise  another  £10,000,000  of  debt. 
That  was  really  what  it  came  to,  be- 
cause these  bonds  were  created  only 
for  a  term  of  five  years,  and  now,  instead 
of  renewing  them  for  another  term  of 
five  years,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
proposing  to  renew  them  for  a  term  of 
ten  years,  with  an  annual  reduction  of 
£1,000,000  sterling  which  would  have 
equally  appHed  had  he  added  that  as  con- 
tribution to  the  Sinking  Fund.  In  addition 
to  that,  he  had  led  them  into  this  peculiar 
position,  that  they  were  adopting  a 
lottery  system  of  annual  drawings,  which 
was  entirely  foreign  to  British  finance. 
He  did  not  think  that  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  could  say  that  this  proposal 
had  given  him  any  advantage  at  all 
from  a  financial  standpoint.  He  had 
had  to  borrow  at  a  high  rate  of  interest. 
It  had  not  reduced  the  rate  of  interest ; 
it  had  not  really  enticed  the  market  to 
come  forward  to  take  up  these  bonds, 
and  he  thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 


could  not  fail  to  realise  that  it  would 
have  been  better  to  have  renewed  these 
bonds,  and  to  have  applied  a  £1,000,000 
increase  to  the  Sinking  Fund.  For  these 
reasons  he  begged  to  move  that  the  sub- 
section be  omitted. 

Amendment   proposed — 

"  In  page  3,  line  10,  to  leave  out  8ub-Hectlon 
(1).'*— (ifr.  MeCrae.) 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out,  to  the  word  '  ten,' 
in  line  22,  stand  part  of  the  clause."  j 

*CoiX)NEL  WILLIAMS  (Dorsetshire, 
W.)  said  the  hon.  Member  had  crowded  a 
good  many  curious  theories  into  hb  speech, 
some  of  which  he  would  find  it  hard  to 
justify  when  he  was  sitting  behind  a 
Chancellor,  of  the  Exchequer  of  hiA  own 
side.  In  his  opinion  the  course  adopted 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in 
regard  to  this  £10,000,000  was  a  hold  and 
not  a  craven  course.  If  there  had  been 
an  innovation  it  was  one  which  he  was 
rather  glad  to  see,  because  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  established  a  new  form 
of  Sinking  Fund.  It  was  not  in  any  way 
a  lottery  as  the  hon.  Member  opposite 
chose  to  call  it,  but  instead  of  burdening 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in 
future  years  with  the  repayment  of 
£10,000,000  at  one  time,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  increased  the  service 
of  the  Debt  from  £27,000,000  to 
£28,000,000  permanently,  and  had 
allotted  £1,000,000  of  that  to  paying 
ofE  one  of  the  £10,000,000  every  year, 
with  the  result  that  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  who  happened  to  be  in 
office  when  the  operation  was  completed 
would  find  himself  with  a  fixed  debt* 
charge  of  £28,000,000  instead  of 
£27,000,000  to  deal  with,  and  the 
£1,000,000  allocated  for  a  limited  period 
would  be  freed  for  the  reduction  of  the 
Funded  Debt.  The  hon.  Member  had 
spoken  as  if  the  paying  o£E  of  £1,000,000 
a  year  would  effectually  bar  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  from  using  the 
Transvaal  war  contribution — whenever 
it  was  received — for  the  reduction  of 
debt.  There  were  more  millions  of 
Unfunded  Debt  to  be  dealt  with,  and 
many  ways  in  which  the  Transvaal 
contribution  could  be  applied  to  the 
reduction  of  debt.    He  was  astonished 
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to  hear  the  hon.  Member  blame  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  for  not 
dealing  with  the  terminable  annuities 
which  fell  in  next  year.  Surely  one  of 
the  things  most  to  the  credit  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  that  he  had 
resisted  the  temptation  to  do  so,  and 
that  he  had  realised  that  sound  finance 
required  the  finance  of  the  year  to  be 
dealt  with  by  the  resources  of  the  year. 
He  hoped  the  Committee  would  not 
be  led  away  by  the  contradictory  argu- 
ments of  the  hon.  Member,  and  that 
they  would  reject  his  Motion  by  a  con- 
siderable majority,  thus  showing  that 
they  were  grateful  to  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  for  having  had  the  bold- 
ness to  initiate  a  new  form  of  paying  oi! 
the  Debt. 

♦Mr.  ASHTON  (Bedfordshire,  Luton) 
was  sorry  that  the  action  of  the  Chancellor 
of   the    Exchequer   had   met    with    the 
approval  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man, especially  after  the  way  in  which 
this  issue  of  Exchequer  bonds  had  been 
received  in  the  market.     It  had  proved  a 
costly    experiment    to    the    Exchequer. 
He  agreed  with  his  hon.  friend  that  apart 
from  the  war  debt  the  floating  debt  of 
the  country  was  far  too  large.     It  was 
perfectly  true  that  £30,000,000  of  it  ought 
not  to  be  considered  as  floating  debt, 
seeing  that  it  was  a  war  loan,  but  the 
fact    remained    that  the    floating  debt 
was  something  like  £45,000,000,  whereas 
a  few  years  ago  it  was  but  a  tenth  of 
that  amount.    The  fact  was  that  Treasury 
bills,  which  used  to  be  employed  merely 
as  a  means  of  tiding  over  the  lean  periods 
of  the   year,   were   now  being  used  in 
place  of  Funded  Debt  because  of  the  diffi- 
culty of  raising  that  debt.     During  the 
war  they  were  obliged  to  raise  a  very  large 
amount  by  Treasury  bills,  and  that  was 
a  legitimate  thing  to  do,  but  big  houses 
still  carried  such  a  large  amount  of  the 
Funded  Debt  that  itwas  almost  impossible 
now  to  market  Consols  in  the  City  of 
London  at  anything  like  a  reasonable 
price.     But  when  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer   told   them   that   by   issuing 
this  form  of  debt  he  was  reducing  the 
floating  debt  of   the  country  he   failed 
to  see  how  he  was  doing  it.     On  the 
contrary,  it  appeared   to  him  that  the 
Chancellor    of    the    Exchequer    in    this  I 
^olond  IVUliamB, 


case  was  merely  creating  a  new  and 
very  objectionable  form  of  debt.  It 
would  have  been  far  better  to  have 
added  this  £10,000,000  to  some  existing 
form  of  debt  than  to  have  created  a 
new  form  which  was  less  marketable 
in  the  City. 

The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  oppo- 
site objected  to  the  phrase  lottery  loan. 
That    phrase  was   very  rightly  used  of 
the  transaction  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
King's  Lynn    the   other  day.     It    was 
obviously  nothing    but  a  lottery  loan, 
and  it  was  not  a  very  dignified  position 
for    the    Chancellor    of    the  Exchequer 
of    this  country   to    take    up    to    issue 
a  form  of  loan  of  the  kind.     It  might 
be   very   well    for   a   third-rate    South 
American    Republic,  but    it    was    cer- 
tainly not  the  kind  of  debt  which  ought 
to  be  undertaken  by  a  great  country 
with  a  credit  such  as  we  possessed.     A 
lottery  loan  wa>  a  very  expensive  article  ; 
it  was   not  suitable  for  City  purposes, 
neither  was  it  suitable  for  the  permanent 
investor,  who  wanted  to  know  definitely 
what  rate  of  interest   he  would  receive 
and  when  he  would  be  repaid.     Then 
with   regard   to    the    City   of   London, 
bankers,  insurance  companies,  bill  brokers, 
and  discounters  were  those  who  chiefly 
took    up    Exchequer   bonds.     Did    the 
Chancellor   of   the    Exchequer   imagine 
for  one    moment   that   they  liked   this 
gambling    transaction  ?    No,    they    too 
preferred  to  know  the  exact  rate  of  in- 
terest and   the   exact  currency  of   the 
obligation.     When    they    knew    where 
they  stood  they  were  willing  to  pay  the 
best  market  prices  for  an  article  when 
guaranteed  by  the  Government,  but  when 
uncertainty  prevailed  as  to  the  time  of 
repayment  they  were  not  likely  to  run 
the  risk  for  the  same  amount  of  money. 
The  result  had  been  that  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  had  to  pay  3^  per 
cent.,  whereas  he  might   have   got   the 
money  on  Exchequer  bonds  at  2}  per  cent. 
— a  very  considerable  difference   indeed. 
That  was  not  what  he  called  wise  finance, 
and  he  hoped  that  in  case  of  future  neces- 
sity  the   right   hon.    Gentleman   would 
profit  by  the  experience  of  the  past  and 
not  seek  to  raise  money  in  so  expensive 
a  way  or  in  a  manner  incompatible  with 
the  dignity  of  a  great  country. 
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The  chancellor  of  the  BX- 
OHEQUER  (Mr.  Austen  Chamberlain, 
IV^orcesterBhire,  E.)  repljdng  first  to  the 
ijuestion  of  tlie  hon.  Member  for  East 
Edinburgh  as  to  the  Chinese  war  in- 
demnity and  the  Transvaal  war  con- 
tribution, said  that  the  earlier  receipts  in 
connection  with  the  Chinese  indemnity 
had  been  wholly  devoted  to  the  pay- 
ment of  private  claims,  delay  in  which 
might  involve  great  hardship  to  indi- 
viduals. He  hoped  a  point  had  now 
been  reached  when  some  satisfaction 
would  be  received  year  by  year  on  ac- 
count of  the  Government  claim.  The 
•exact  amount  of  the  claim  was  still  the 
subject  of  diplomatic  negotiation,  and 
he  did  not  tlunk  he  could  make  definite 
proposals  to  the  House  until  those  negotia- 
tions had  come  to  a  conclusion.  But 
he  would  say  at  once  in  the  most  positive 
form,  in  order  to  remove  the  anxiety 
of  the  hon.  Member,  that,  in  his  opinion, 
whatever  we  might  recover  on  that  account 
ought  undoubtedly  to  be  devoted  to  the 
reduction  of  the  Debt,  and  it  was  to  that 
purpose  that,  so  long  as  he  was  respon- 
sible, he  would  take  care  that  it  was 
applied.  If  anything  was  received  on 
that  account  before  he  was  able  to  ex- 
plain the  situation  in  full  to  the  House 
and  make  definite  proposals  on  the 
subject,  the  money  would  be  held  on 
susx^nse  account  until  it  could  be  ap- 
plied to  the  reduction  of  the  Debt. 
There  need  be  no  apprehension  that  he 
would  be  tempted  to  apply  that  money 
in  relief  of  taxation  or  payment  of  the 
ordinary  current  expenses  of  the  year. 
The  money  ought,  undoubtedly,  to  be 
applied  to  the  reduction  of  the  Debt 

*Mb.  MgCBAE  :  Am  I  right  in  assum- 
ing that  during  the  last  two  or  three 
years  we  have  received  £300,000  a  year, 
that  that  has  been  applied  to  the  satis- 
faction of  British  claims,  and  that  they 
have  now  all  been  met. 

Me.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN  said 
he  was  speaking  from  memory,  but  he 
thought  that  until  very  recently  the 
whole  of  what  we  had  received  had  been 
devoted  to  the  satisfaction  of  private 
<2laims.  He  believed  there  was  at  this 
moment  a  sum  of  money  in  our  hands 
which  had  not  been  required  for*  the 
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satisfaction  of  those  private  claims 
but  he  also  believed  that  the  whole  of 
the  private  claims  had  not  yet  been 
satisfied.  The  claims  of  individuals  had 
been  satisfied,  but  there  were  railway 
claims  outstanding  to  which  the  same 
conditions  did  not  necessarily  apply  as 
applied  to  the  individual  claims.  By 
the  former  he  meant  the  cases  in  which 
hardship  would  be  caused  to  individuals 
if  they  did  not  receive  their  money  at 
once.  Probably  the  railway  need  not 
receive  the  full  satisfaction  of  their  claims 
at  once,  but  might  share  with  the  British 
Government  in  the  payments  that  now 
became  due.  At  any  rate,  whatever 
money  now  accrued  to  the  British  Qovem- 
ment  would  go  to  the  reduction  of  the 
Debt. 

As  regarded  the  Transvaal  war  con- 
tribution he  had  already  explained  in 
his  Budget  Speech  the  position  of  the 
Government,  and  he  thought  it  would 
serve  no  useful  purpose  to  go  over  the 
ground  again.  He  agreed  with  the 
opinion  to  which  expression  had  been 
given  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Bristol,  that  further 
discussion  of  the  matter  at  the  present 
stage  was  not  likely  to  be  conducive 
to  the  public  advantage,  or  to  facilitate 
the  recovery  of  the  contribution. 

The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Edinburgh  had  accused  him  of  great  lack 
of  courage  in  dealing  with  the  Debt,  and 
of  failing  to  take  advantage  of  a  great 
opportunity.  A  number  of  terminable 
annuities  would  fall  in  next  year,  and  he 
understood  that  the  contention  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  was  that  he  ought  to  have 
anticipated  the  falling-in  of  those  annu- 
ities, and  this  year  set  up  fresh  annuities 
to  cancel  a  further  amount  of  debt.  He 
was  at  a  loss  to  conceive  whj  the  hon. 
Gentleman  considered  that  that  would 
have  been  a  more  courageous  course  than 
he  had  actually  followed.  If  he  had  pro- 
posed to  reduce  the  Sinking  Fund  or  the 
amount  of  money  available  for  the  re- 
duction of  debt,  he  could  have  under- 
stood the  charge  of  lack  of  coxirage,  but 
he  had  taken  exactly  the  opposite  course. 
The  operation  which  he  was  blamed  for 
not  undertaking  was  a  purely  paper 
transaction,  which  would  not  in  fact  re- 
duce by  one  penny  more  than  his  own 
proposals  the  liabiUties  of  this  country 
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Gentleman  did  ^not 
'  part  of  his  duty  to  antici-  j  approve  of  the  steps  he  had  taken,  and 
le  Chancellor  of  the  Ex-  >  aaid  that  it  would  have  been  much  better 
;  think  fit  to  do  next  year,  if  he  had  renewed  the  bonds  for  five  years, 
link  was  a  part  of  his  duty —  |  He  had  power  to  do  that  under  the  Ex- 
he  had  attempted  to  dis- 1  chequer  Act,  which  gave  power  to  raise 
to  strengthen  the  provision  :  money  by  Exchequer  bonds  not  merely 
reduction  of  the  Debt,  but  for  the  purposes  of  the  Act,  but  for  pay- 
nk  it  would  be  wise  to  pre- .  ing  ofi  sums  raised  under  that  Act.  But 
aion  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  i  the  War  Stock  bonds  stood  on  a  difierent 
xt  year  as  to  whether  the  footing  to  these  Exchequer  bonds,  at- 
d  available  for  that  purpose  though  these  Exchequer  bonds  were 
>lied  in  one  particular  way  '  raised  for  the  purpose  of  the  war.  The 
another.  What  it  was  I  phraseology  was  necesaarily  confusing, 
lo  in  a  matter  of  this  kind  I  and  it  was  difficult  to  make  his  point 
I  on  the  circumstances  j  clear,  especially  when  hon.  Uembers 
i  time  the  operation  had  to  j  seiied  that  particular  opportunity  to 
He  thought  hon.  Mem-  raise  points  which  really  were  not  germane 
casionally  misled  by  the  to  the  particular  matter  under  considera- 
there  was  some  peculiar  tion. 
t  terminable  annuities  of 
that  a  sinking  fund  wrapped 
lable  annuities  was  pro- 
interference  or  raiding  by 
^mmona  or  the  Ohancellor 
uer  in  a  way  that  no  other 
ras.  Tbey  did  not,  in  fact, 
dditional  security.  That 
xmed  by  the  fact  that  dur- 
,  war  in  South  Africa  the 
ted  to  suspend  the  whole 
:  Fund. 


Mb.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn  Begi8> 
(who  had  interjected  the  remark  which 
elicited  these  observations)  aaid  he 
thought  that  according  to  the  letter  of  the 
Act  the  )  ight  hon.  Gentleman  was  justified 
in  the  statement  he  had  made,  but  he 
doubted  whether  that  was  the  spirit 
of  the  Act. 


,AE  said  it  was  only  that 
s  held  by  Government  De- 


ilS  CHAMBERLAIN  said 
le  hon.  Gentleman  was  in 
a  of  mind.  Life  annuities, 
ividuals,  constituted  a  coo- 


Mr."  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN  said 
that  as  a  general  rule  they  had  to  interpret 
Acts  of  Parliament  according  to  the  letter. 
If  they  allowed  themselves  to  interpret 
the  spirit  according  to  their  own  ioclma- 
tions,  probably  the  hon.  Member  and 
he  would  differ  materially  as  to  the 
spirit  of  some  Acts  of  Parliament.  The 
law  gave  the  Treasury  power  to  reborrow 
ad  infinilum  for  the  purpose  of  paying 
the  State  and  the  individual  {  off  debt.  Having  once  raised  money 
jt  be  interfered  with.  But  on' Exchequer  bonds,  as  soon  as  they 
;  the  annuities  about  which  i  fell  due  the  Treasury  could  borrow  the 
leman  was  talking.  They  '  same  amount  again  and  could  continue^ 
:ed  in  any  way  by  the  pro-  |  the  operation  to  the  end  of  time.  Ic 
be  hon.  Gentleman  brought  I  was  indeed  a  complete  circle  which  need 
imittee ;  of  course  the  free  never  be  broken.  But  it  was  quite  clear 
le  Sinking  Fund  was  really  '  it  was  not  a  desirable  course,  and  it 
was  not  the  intention  of  his  right  hon. 
friend  when  he  passed  that  Act,  for  lie 
hoped  to  be  in  a  position  by  the  time 
the  bonds  fell  due  to  clear  off  the  whole. 
He,  however,  was  not  in  a  position  him- 
selfjLto  do  that,  but  he  thought  he  ought 
to  make  provision  to  clear  the  bonds 
in  a  ffxed  and  limited  period  and  by  a 
regular^  systematic   process.    That   was- 


rve.  Ab  to  the  allegation 
)t  reducing  the  Debt  at  ail, 
intrary,  increasing  it,  if  he 
e  same  amount  of  money 
old  loan  he  did  not  in- 
>t,  though  if  that  were  the 
in  he  would  not  diminish 
'as  not  the  whole  operation, 
ken  steps  to  diminish  the 
Ihamherlam.      ,    . 
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really  the  main  object  which  influenced 
him  in  pursuing  the  course  he  recom 
mended  to  the  House,  and  in  making 
him  select  the  form  of  security  he  did. 
There  was  obvious  inconvenience  in 
having  so  large  a  sum  as  £14,000,000 
falling  due  on  a  single  day  unless  he 
had  reason  to  anticipate  that  about 
that  time  he  would  have  a  similar 
amount  available  for  its  extinction. 
To  meet  such  a  liability  it  would 
be  necessary  to  accumulate  money  in 
advance,  and  while  it  was  so  accumu- 
lating the  interest  on  it  would  be  lost ; 
or,  having  failed  to  accumulate  the  money 
in  advance,  it  would  be  necessary  on  th  ^ 
day  it  fell  due  to  go  to  the  market  and 
raise  the  whole  sum.  He  need  not 
remind  hon.  Members  that  the  month 
of  December  was  not  usually  a  particu 
larly  favourable  moment  to  go  to  the 
market  for  a  loan.  He  had  therefore 
to  make  arrangements  in  advance.  As 
regarded  £4,000,000  of  the  debt  out- 
standing, he  hoped  to  be  in  a  position 
to  extinguish  that  altogether,  and  as 
regarded  the  other  £10,000,000  he  wa^ 
obliged  to  provide  for  its  renewal,  but 
he  made  that  provision  subject  to  the 
repayment  of  the  debt  by  regular  annual 
instalments  within  a  period  of  ten  years. 

The  hon.  Gentleman  who  spoke  las', 
with  great  vehemence  and  almost  passion, 
denounced  the  step  he  had  taken  as 
having  some  immoral  taint  about  it, 
that  it  was  a  pure  lottery  unpopular  with 
investors  and  with  persons  in  the  City 
of  London,  and  quite  unworthy  of  the 
B  itish  Government.  He  could  only 
say  that  the  British  Grovemment  had 
not  thought  it  unworthy  of  itself  to 
issue  loans  with  similar  provisions,  and 
the  House  of  Commpns  had  not  thought 
it  unworthy  of  the  dignity  of  the  country 
to  sanction  those  loans,  and  had  provided 
that  in  regard  to  municipal  enterpris 
in  certain  cases  exactly  similar  arrange- 
ments could  be  made. 

♦Mr.  ASHTON  :  Were  these  other 
bonds  issued  at  par  ?  They  are  not 
lottery  bonds  if  issued  at  par. 

Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN  said 
they  were  not  lottery  bonds  whatever 
price  they  were  issued  at.  The  Egjrptian 
Loan  was  not  issued  at  par.     Surely  it 


>  was  a  gross  abuse  of  language  to  describe 
I  these  bonds  as  lottery  bonds,  and  to 
I  suggest  that  investment  in  them  was  only 
a  gambling  transaction.  It  was  no  mora 
so  than  an  investment  in  Consols.  What 
was  the  alternative  step  ?  If  he  had 
made  a  fresh  issue  qf  Consols  he  would 
have  had  to  issue  them  very  much 
below  par,  and  he  would  have  further 
depressed  Consols.  Houses  that  ten- 
dered for  these  Exchequer  bonds  had 
to  take  account  of  the  liability  of 
the  bonds  to  be  drawn  at  the  rate  of 
one-tenth  each  year.  They  had  to 
average  their  tender  on  the  assumption 
that  the  average  life  of  a  bond  would  be 
five  years.  It  was  a  very  simple  calcula- 
tion, and  was  in  no  sense  a  gambling 
transaction ;  and  it  was  absurd  to  sug- 
gest that  there  was  anything  likely 
to  corrupt  the  morals  of  the  City  or  the 
large  financial  houses  Ia  Paris  which 
dealt  with  millions  on  the  same  principle , 
or  that  there  was  an3i;hing  derogatory 
to  the  dignity  of  the  country  in  issuing 
bonds  of  this  nature.  He  had  been  told 
he  was  not  reducing  the  Debt  by  thi ; 
operation  at  all. 

♦Mr.  ASHTON  :  The  floating  debt. 

Mr.    AUSTEN   CHAMBERLAIN:    I 

am  paying  off  £4,000,000,  at  any  rate. 

♦Mr.  ASHTON  :    I  was  only  referring 
to  the  £10,000,000. 

Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN  said 
he  was  reducing  the  £10,000,000  by 
£1,000,000  a  year  instead  of  allowing  it 
to  go  on  for  ever.  The  only  question 
relevant  to  the  present  issue  was  whethe  * 
he  had  or  had  not  complied  with  statu- 
tory requirements.  He  was  not  con- 
cerned at  that  moment  to  defend  the 
policy  which  Parliament  had  laid  down 
in  the  Naval  and  Military  Works  Acts. 
The  only  question  that  could  be  rele- 
vant to  the  present  issue  was  whether 
he  had  or  had  not  complied  with  the 
statutory  requirements  of  Parliament. 
His  views  on  the  matter  were  well  known 
to  the  Committee,  for  he  had  explained 
them  on  more  than  one  occasion.  The 
whole  matter  had  been  carefully  con- 
sidered by  the  House  on  the  Military 
and  Naval  Works  Acts.  It  was  obviously 
impossible,  and  he  believed  it  would  be 
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out  of  order,  to  discuss  the  policy  em- 
bodied in  these  Acts,  cr  the  actual  ex- 
penditure provided  in  them  on  an  occa- 
sion like  the  present.  He  thought  he  had 
said  enough  to  meet  the  charges  which 
the  two  hon.  Gentlemen  had  levelled 
against  him.  The  proposal  he  had 
made  was  one  which  met  the  necessities 
confronting  them  in  such  a  way  as  to 
secure  a  considerable  immediate  reduc- 
tion of  the  floating  debt  which  had  been 
inherited  from  the  war.  It  secured,  in 
addition,  a  regular  diminution  of  the 
floating  debt  year  by  year  until  another 
£10,000,000  of  it  was  extinguished.  At 
the  same  time  it  did  not  draw  on  the 
resources  which  had  hitherto  been  de- 
voted to  the  payment  of  the  Debt.  The 
Sinking  Fund  had  been  specially  in- 
creased in  order  to  make  provision  for 
that  debt.  The  proposal  had  met  on  the 
whole  with  favour  in  this  Committee 
when  he  first  expounded  it,  and  he 
believed  it  had  met  with  approval  else- 
where. When  it  was  realised  that  in 
taking  this  step  the  Oovemment  were 
recognising  an  obligation  which  was  in- 
cumbent upon  them,  it  would  be  felt 
that  they  had  chosen  the  best  means  of 
providing  for  its  fulfilment. 

Mb.  CAWLEY  (Lancashire,  Prest- 
wich)  said  he  wished  to  say  a  word  or  two 
on  the  question  of  the  South  African  con- 
tribution. It  would  have  been  unneces- 
sary for  him  to  make  any  remarks  on 
the  point  at  all  had  it  not  been  for  the 
circumstance  that  on  his  side  of  the 
House  opinions  had  been  expressed  on 
the  Transvaal  loan  which  he  utterly 
objected  to. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  rose  to  order, 
and  asked  whether  it  would  be  more  for 
the  convenience  of  the  House  that  the 
question  of  the  Transvaal  contribution 
should  be  discussed  on  the  clause. 

TheDEPUTYCHAIRMAN:  It  would 
be  more  convenient  for  the  Committee 
that  the  discussion  should  take  place 
on  the  clause. 

Mr.  CAWLEY  said  the  Chancellor 
•of  the  Exchequer  had  referred  to  the 
question. 

Mr.  Au$len  Chamberlain. 


The  deputy -CHAIRMAN:  That 
was  a  passing  comment,  and  I  did 
not  wish  to  interrupt  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman. 

Mr.  CAWLEY  said  he  would  refer  to 
the  question  when  the  clause  came  be* 
fore  the  Committee. 

Mr.  McKENNA  (Monmouthshire,  N.) 
said  he  would  state  in  a  sentence  why 
some  hon.  Members  had  called  these 
lottery  bonds.  The  essence  of  a  lottery 
transaction  was  that  those  engaged  in 
the  transaction  drew  lots.  What  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  proposed 
was  that  the  holders  of  these  bonds 
should  draw  lots. 

Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN :  That 
is  done  in  transactions  in  this  House. 

Mr.  McKENNA  said  that  was  so,  but 
no  pecuniary  advantage  was  given  in 
that  way.  The  essence  of  this  proposal 
was  that  pecuniary  advantage  was  ob- 
tained by  those  who  were  lucky  in  the 
lottery. 

Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN : 
That  happens  very  often  on  Tuesdays  and 
Wednesdays. 

Mr.  McKENNA  :  There  is  no  pecuniary 
advantage.  There  is  no  law  against 
lotteries  where  no  prize  is  given. 

Sir  GEORGE  BARTLEY  (IsUngton, 
N.)  •  Is  not  a  fiscal  debate  a  prize  ? 

Mr.  McKENNA:  When  the  Prime 
Minister  runs  away !  What  happened  in 
regard  to  these  bonds  was  that  certain 
bonds  on  being  drawn  were  redeemed 
at  par.  The  person  who  was  first  success- 
ful in  the  lottery,  and  whose'  bonds  were 
redeemed,  got  a  greater  financial  advan- 
tage than  the  person  who  was  unsuccessful 
in  the  drawing,  and  so  on  each  year  in 
turn  until  the  last  of  ihe  bonds  were 
drawn.  If  that  did  not  constitute  what 
was  ordinarily  understood  by  the  word 
lottery,  he  failed  to  understand  what  a 
lottery  meant.  The  term  lottery  as 
applied  to  these  bonds  was  strictly  ac- 
curate in  letter  and  spirit. 
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Sir  FREDERICK  BANBURY  (0am- 
berwell,  Peckham)  said  the  kon.  Gentle- 
man was  mistaken  in  saying  that  the 
holders  of  these  bonds  drew  lots.  The 
lots  were  drawn  for  them.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  also  said  that  there  would  be  a 
gain  to  the  holders  by  having  the  bonds 
drawn  early.  That  would  depend  on 
the  state  of  the  market.  If  these  bonds 
stood  at  101  there  would  be  a  loss. 

Mr.  MoKENNA:  It  is  equally  a 
lottery. 

Sir  FREDERICK  BANBURY  said 
the  system  of  drawing  bonds  was  ex- 
tremely common.  It  was  practised  b} 
every  Government  in  Europe  and  in  all 
parts  of  the  world.  The  only  Govern- 
ment which  had  not  hitherto  practised 
it  on  'ts  own  part'cular  stock  was  the 
British  Government.  But  they  had 
practised  it  upon  the  guaranteed  loans  in 
the  shape  of  the  Egyptian  Loan  and  the 
Greek  Loan.  The  only  objection  to  thib 
loan  which  he  could  see  was  that  we  should 
not  get  such  a  good  price  in  the  market 
because  these  bonds  were  not  so  popular. 
If  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  wishea 
to  redeem  thib  particular  loan  within  ten 
years  he  would  have  been  in  an  awkward 
position  if  he  had  adopted  the  other 
course,  because  he  would  have  had  to  deal 
with  it  in  a  way  which  would  have  dis- 
turbed the  money  market. 

♦Mr.  McCRAE  The  hon.  Baronet 
entirely  forgets  that  we  have  £21,000,000 
of  Treasury  bills  which  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  can  redeem.  That  would 
not  upset  the  money  market. 

Sir  FREDERICK  BANBURY  said 
that  only  made  it  Worse,  because  the 
Government  were  continually  borrowers 
or  lenders  in  what  was  called  the  short- 
money  market.  The  taking  of  £10,000,000 
out  was  an  advantage  to  the  money 
market  not  only  of  London  but  of  the 
world. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said  he  took 
an  entirely  different  view  from  the  hon. 
Member  as  to  the  difficulties  of  a  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  who  had 
£1,000,000  at  his  disposal.  The  hon. 
Member  seemed  to  think  that  the  diffi- 


culties   were     insuperable.      He     couli 
always  buy  Exchequer  bonds. 

Sir  FREDERICK  BANBURY  :  What 
I  said  was  that  if  this  particular 
£1,000,000  had  to  be  ear-marked  for  a 
special  purpose  it  would  be  difficult  to 
know  how  to  employ  it  to  advantage, 
and  that  it  would  be  better  to  use  it  in 
the  way  proposed. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said  that 
supported  his  view.  If  the  money  wai 
ear-marked  it  went  to  the  purpose  for 
which  it  was  ear-marked.  He  believed 
he  was  the  first  to  call  these  bonds  lottery 
bonds.  He  did  so  for  the  simple  reason 
that  there  was  a  direct  element  of  chance 
in  them.  The  objection  to  these  lottery 
bonds  was  that  they  did  not  give  the 
advantages  of  a  lottery.  The  advantage 
of  a  lottery  was  that  it  appealed  to  every- 
body at  large,  to  rich  and  poor,  and 
especially  the  poor  man  in  the  street,  but 
the  appeal  here  was  necessarily  restricted « 
In  the  State  lotteries  abroad  certain 
people  who  were  successful  at  the  draw- 
ings did  get  a  great  amount  of  profit  out 
of  the  vicious  propensities  of  their  fellow- 
citizens.  There  was  great  need  for 
meeting  the  Unfunded  Debt,  which  was 
the  worst  form  of  debt  we  had  at  the 
present  moment.  He  had  worked  it 
out  and  he  found  that  the  interest  was 
about  £3  5s.  per  cent.  [An  Hon.  Mem- 
ber :  £3  4s.  4d.]  It  was  an  onerous 
debt,  and  it  must  seriously  affect  the 
money  market.  He  gave  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  considerable  credit  for 
the  effort  he  had  made  to  deal  with  it. 
Reference  had  been  made  to  the  powers 
conferred  by  the  Act  of  1900.  The 
Exchequer  bonds  authorised  by  that  Act 
were  really  war  bonds.  They  would  not 
have  been  issued  but  for  the  war.  He 
had  carefully  studied  the  Act  and  he 
was  bound  to  say  that  by  the  strict  in- 
terpretation of  the  Act  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  not  unjustified  in  saying 
that  these  bonds  should  be  paid  off  in 
1915  and  not  in  1910.  The  net  result 
of  that  was  that  the  repayment  of  the 
debt  was  really  extended  for  five  years. 
Now,  as  he  made  out,  the  man  who  held 
these  bonds  which  were  to  be  paid  off 
the  first  year,  would  receive  interest  at 
the  rate  of  rather  over  4  per  cent.,  while 
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the  man  who  held  bonds  to  be  paid  ofE  in 
ten  years  would  receive  interest  at  a 
considerably  less  rate.  The  average 
interest,  he  understood,  would  be  3|  or 
3^  per  cent.  Well,  •  that  was  a  very 
high  rate  of  interest  to  pay,  because 
we  were  a  2|  per  cent,  country  at  this 
moment,  as  was  shown  by  the  price  of 
Consols. 


Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Poplar)  said  that  reference  had 
been  made  as  to  whether  these  bonds 
were  or  were  not  lottery  bonds.  They 
might  be  classed  as  lottery  bonds  be- 
cause one  investor  at  one  period  got 
more  interest  than  another  investor 
at  another  period.  The  question 
whether  they  were  issued  at  or  below 
par  made  th^m  more  or  less  lottery 
bonds.  He  could  say  that  as  long  as  the 
piesent  Government  was  in  office  the 
bonds  would  not  go  beyond  par.  The 
particular  objection  which  he  had  to  these 
bonds  was,  as  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Peckham,  who  was  a  recog- 
nis3d  authority  in  regard  to  financial 
questions,  had  stated,  that  they  were  an 
unpopular  form  of  investment.  That 
was  shown  in  e  two-fold  way.  The 
application  for  them  was  very  Umited, 
and  they  were  issued  at  a  very  heavy 
price  to  the  Exchequer.  As  his  hon. 
friend  behind  him  had  said,  it  could  not 
be  an  advantage,  having  regard  to  the 
money  market,  to  issue  a  new  form  or 
denomination  of  bonds.  Already  we 
had  on  the  money  market,  in  respect  to 
the  Unfunded  Debt,  far  too  many  differ- 
ent denominations  of  stocks.  Every- 
body knew  that  the  larger  the  stock 
the  easier  it  was  to  deal  in  it ;  and, 
therefore,  the  better  the  price  obtained 
80  far  as  th  e  Grovernmont  was  concerned. 
Therefore,  it  could  not  be  to  the  advan- 
tage of  the  Government,  to  the  money 
market,  or  the  credit  of  the  country  to 
issue  a  denomination  of  stock  which  was 
unpopular.  There  was  another  matter 
to  which  he  attached  considerable  im- 
portance. He  congratulated  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  on  having  added 
£1,000,000  to  the  fund  for  the  extinction 

of  the  Debt.  But,  in  his  opinion,  it 
would  have  been  better  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  not  tied  his  hands  in 
the  manner  he  had  dore  in  applying 
Mr,  Gibson  Bowles, 


that  £1,000,000  to  the  Sinking  Fund  in- 
stead of  to  the  floating  debt. 

Mr.  COHEN  (Islington,  E.)  said  that 
thf"  hon.  Member  for  King's  Lynn  was 
mistaken  in  believing  that  the  interest 
on  these  bonds  would  amount  to  £3  58. 
to  £3  10s.  per  cent.  It  would  not 
be  more  than  £3  2s.  Speaking  as  one 
who  was  very  much  in  sympathy  with 
all  the  observations  which  had  been 
made  as  to  the  necessity  for  a  speedy 
reduction  of  the  Debt,  he  approved  of 
the  mode  of  repayment  outlined  in  the 
Finance  Bill  because  he  believed  it 
would  secure  the  automatic  action  of  the 
depletion  of  the  Debt  more  than  if  the 
matter  were  in  the  hands  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer.  The  present 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said  that 
it  was  his  wish  to  redeem  the  Debt  a& 
much  as  possible  ;  but,  for  himself,  he 
liked  much  better  an  arrangement  which 
was  concluded  between  the  State  and 
the  bond-holder,  and  which  removed 
the  control  from  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  in  the  redemption  of  the 
Debt.  His  hon.  friend  spoke  of  the  Debt 
being  increased  by  this  five  years  arrange- 
ment. Certainly  it  woi  Id  be  increased. 
Nobody  believed  that  these  bonds  were 
going  to  be  paid  off  by  the  year  1910. 
They  had  had  already  experience  of  the 
disappointment  of  expectations  of  the 
repayment  of  debt..  His  hon.  friend 
said  that  if  Exchequer  bonds,  instead 
of  these  bonds,  had  been  issued,  they 
could  have  been  issued  on  much  lower 
terms  ;  and  in  proof  of  that  he  quoted 
the  Stock  Exchange  List  of  the  previous 
day.  That  reminded  him  of  the  old 
saying  that  "  If  only  I  knew  to-day 
what  you  will  know  to-morrow,  how 
much  richer  both  of  us  would  be."  He 
thought  the  hon.  Member  must  perceive 
that  his  argument  was  misleading.  In 
his  opinion  the  arrangement  made  by 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was 
an  excellent  one  ;  and  he  liked  it  all  the 
better  because  it  was  novel  and  woulcT**^ 
popularise  this  form  of  the  repayment 
of  the  Debt. 

Sir  GEORGE  BARTLEY  said  that 
the  question  whether  these  bonds 
were  lottery  bonds  was  so  obscure 
that  it  ought  to  be^ignored.  He  hiui^ 
self    would   have  [preferred   that  thea^ 
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bonds  should  have  been  issued  ioi 
£20,000,000,  to  be  redeemed  by  £2,000,000 
«ach  year,  instead  ol  £10,000,000  to  be 
redeemed  by  £1,000,000  each  year.  He 
agreed  also  that  the  number  of  the 
^ifEerent  issues  and  the  complicated  way 
in  which  the  Debt  redemption  was 
arranged  was  a  great  misfortune.  It 
required  many  Questions,  and  the  issue 
of  many  Papers,  to  get  out  the  fact  that 
this  year  the  Debt  had  only  been  reduced 
by  £3,000,000.  Any  one  looking  at 
the  ordinary  Returns  would  have  been 
led  to  suppose  that  the  amount  of  the 
Debt  paid  o£E  was  £10,000,000.  He 
thought  it  was  not  creditable  to  this 
country  that  we  were  only  paying  ofi 
debt  to  the  extent  of  £3,000,000  a  year. 
He  thought  that  the  £10,000,000  a  year, 
which  most  people  thought  we  should  pay, 
was  the  sum  which  ought  to  be  paid. 
Most  people  who  read  the  speech  of  the 
Chancellor   of    the    Exchequer   thought 


we  were  doing  much  more  than  we  were, 
and  he  strongly  urged  that  the  House 
should  take  this  matter  in  hand.  In  the 
interest  of  the  Army,  the  Navy,  the 
defence  of  the  country,  and  of  every 
other  interest,  financial  and  political, 
we  should  really  pay  ofE  a  much  larger 
sum  than  this  pittance  of  £3,000,000. 
In  bygone  days,  when  the  country  was 
not  so  rich,  those  responsible  for  the 
finances  of  the  country  made  much 
greater  efforts  and  the  country  was  now 
deriving  the  benefit  of  them.  It  would 
be  a  sign  of  the  degeneration,  physical, 
mental,  and  moral  of  the  present  genera- 
tion if,  in  the  repayment  of  debt,  we 
could  not  do  something  far  greater 
than  at  present. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes,  205  ; 
Noes,    170.     (Division   List  Nd.  177.) 


Agg-Qftrdner,  James  Tynte 
Agnew,  Sir  Andrew  Noel 
Allha8en,AuguRtu8  Henry  Eden 
Allflopp,  Hon.  George 
Anson,  Sir  William  Reynell 
Amold-Forster,Rt  Hn.HughO. 
Arrol,  Sir  William 
AtkinBon,  Bt.  Hon.  John 
Aubrey- Fletcher,  Rt.Hn.Sir  H. 
Bigot,  Oapt  JoBoeline  FitzBoy 
Bun,  Colonel  James  Robert 
B  lird,  John  George  Alexander 
Balcarres,  Lord 
Baldwin,  Alfred 
Balfour,  Rt.  EUlA.J.  (^klanch'r.) 
Balfour,  Capt.  C.  B.  (Homsey) 
Balfour,  RtHn.GeraldW(Leed8 
Balfour,  Kenneth  R.  (Christch. 
Banbury,  Sir  Frederick  George 
Banner,  John  S.  Harmood- 
Barry,  Sir  Francis  T.  (Windsor) 
Bartley,  Sir  George  C.  T. 
Bignold,  Sir  Arthur 
Bingham,  Lord 
Blundell,  Colonel  Henry 
Boscawen,   Arthur   Griffith 
Boulnois,  Edmund 
Bowles,  T.  Gibson  (King*sLynn 
Brodrick,  Rt.  Hon.  St.  John 
Brown,  Sir  Alex.  H.  (Shropsh.) 
Brymer,  William  Ernest 
CampbeU,  J.H.M.(I>ublinUniv. 
Carson,  Rt.  Hn.  Sir  Edw.  H. 
Cavendish.  V.C.W.(Derbyshire) 
Chamberlain,RtHn  J. A  (Wore. 
Ohapman,  Etdward 
dive.  Captain  Percy  A. 
Ooohrane,  Hon.  Thos.  H.  A.  E. 
Cohen,  Benjamin  Louis 
CoUing8,\Rt.  Hon.  Jesse 


AYES. 

Corbett,  A.  Cameron  (Glasgow) 
Corbett,  T.  L.  (Down,  North) 
C!oz,  Irwin  Edward  Bainbridge 
Craig,  Chas.  Curtis  (Antrim,  S. 
Cross,  Herb.  Shepherd  (Bolton) 
Dalkeith,  Earl  of 
Dalrymple,  Sir  Charles 
Davenport^  William  Bromley 
Dickinson,  Robert  Edmond 
Dickson,  Charles  Scott 
Dimsdale,  Rt.Hn.  Sir  Joseph  C. 
Dixon- Hartland,Sir  Fred  Dixon 
Doughty,  Sir  George 
Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 
Doxford,  Sir  William  Theodore 
Dyke,  Rt.Hn.Sir  William  Hart 
Egerton,  Hon.  A.  de  Tatton 
Fardell,  Sir  T.  George 
^  Fellowes,Rt  Hn  Ail  wynEdward 
Fergu88on,Rt.Hn.Sir  J  (Man'cr. 
Finch,  Rt.  Hon.  George  H. 
Finhiy,Sir  RR(Inv'm'ss  B'ghs. 
Fisher,  William  Hayes 
FitzGerald,  Sir  Robert  Penrose 
Fitzroy,  Hn.  Edward  Algernon 
Flower,  Sir  Ernest 
Forster,  Henry  William 
Foster,Philip  S.(Warwick,S.W. 
Gardner,  Ernest 
Godson,  Sir  Augustas  Fredrk. 
Gk>rdon,Hn.J.E.( Elgin  A.  Nairn 
Gordon,  J.  (Londonderry,  S.) 
Gordon,Maj  Evans  (TrH'mlets 
Gore.  Hon.  S,  F.  Ormsby 
Gorst,  Rt.  Hn.  Sir  John  Eldon 
Goulding,  Edward  Alfred 
Graham,  Henry  Robert 
Greene,  Sir£W(B*ry  S  Edm'nds 
Greene,  W.  Raymond  (Cambs.) 
GrenfeU,  William  Henry 


Gretton,  John 
Greville,  Hon.  Ronald 
Gunter,  Sir  Robert 
Hamilton, Marq. of  (Londonderry 
Hardy,  L.  (Kent,  Ashford) 
Hare,  Thomas  Leigh 
Harris,  F.  Leverton  (Tynem'tfa 
Haslam,  Sir  Alfred  S. 
Heath,  Sir  J.  (Steffords.  N.W.) 
Heaton,  John  Henniker 
Helder,  Augustus 
Hickman,  Sir  Alfred 
Hoare,  Sir  Samuel 
Hogg,  Lindsay 

Hope,  J.F.(Sheffield,Brightside 
Hoult,  Joseph 

Howard,  J.  (Midd.,  Tottenham 
Hozier,  Hon.  J.  Henry  Cecil 
Hudson,  George  Bickersteth 
Hunt,  Rowland 
Hutton,  John  (Yorks.  N.R.) 
Jebb,  Sir  Richard  Claverhouse 
Kennaway.Rt.  Hn.  Sir  John  H. 
Kenyon,  Hon.  Geo.  T.  (Denbigh 
Kenyon-Slaney,  Rt.  Hn.Col.W. 
Kerr,  John 
Kimber,  Sir  Henry 
Knowles,  Sir  Lees 
Lambton,  Hn.  Frederick  Wm. 
Law,  Andrew  Bonar  (Glasgow) 
LawBon,John  Grant  ( Yorks.  NR 
Lee,Arthur  H.(Hants,  Fareham 
Legge,  Col.  Hon.  Heneage 
Leveson-(jk)wer,  Frederick  N.S. 
Llewellyn,  Evan  Henry 
Lock  wood,  Lieut. -Col.  A.  R. 
Long,Rt.Hn. Walter  (Bristol,  S 
Loyd,  Archie  Kirkman 
Lucas,  Col.  Francis  (Lowestoft 
1  Lyttelton,  Bt.  Hon.  Alfred 
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Hacdoiia,  John  Gumming 
Mdkconochie,  A.  W. 
M'Arthur,  Charles  (Liverpool) 
M4ver,8irLewi8(Edinburgh  W. 
Majendie,  James  A.  H. 
Marks,  Harry  Hananel 
MaxweU,Rt.HnSirH.E.(Wig^'n 
Melville,  Beresford  Valentine 
Meysey-Thompson,  Sir  H.  M. 
Mildmay,  Francis  Bingham 
Montagu,  G.  (Huntingdon) 
Moon,  Edward  Robert  Pacy 
Moore,  William 
Morgan,David  J(WalthamBtow 
Morpeth,  Viscount 
Morrison,  James  Archibald 
Morton,  Arthur  H.  Aylmer 
Murray,  Chas.  J  (CJoventry) 
Murray,  Col.  Wyndham  (Bath) 
Myers,  William  Henry 
O'Neill,  Hon.  Robert  Torrens 
Parker,  Sir  Gilbert 
Parkes,  Ebenezer 
Pease, Herbert  Pike  (Darlington 
Peel,  Hn.Wm.Robert  Wellesley 
Percy,  Earl 

Platt-Higgins,  Frederick 
Plummer,  Sir  Walter  R. 
Powell,  Sir  Francis  Sharp 
Pretyman,  Ernest  George 


{COMMONS} 

Pryce- Jones,  Lt.-Col.  Edward 
Purvis,  Robert 
Pym.  C.  Guy 
Riasch,  Sir  Frederic  Came 
Ratcliff,  R.  F. 
Reid,  James  (Greenock) 
Remnant,  James  Farquharson 
Renwick,  George 
Ridley,  S.  Forde 
Ritchie,Rt.Hon.Ghas.1  homson 
Roberta,  Samuel  (Sheffield) 
Robertson,  Herbert  (Hackney) 
Rollit,  Sir  Albert  Kaye 
Round,  Rt.  Hon.  James 
Royds,  Clement  Molyneux 
Rutherford,  W.  W.  (Liverpool) 
Sackville,  Col.  S.  G.  Stopford 
Sadler,  Ck>l.  Samuel  Alexander 
Samuel,Sir  HarryS.(Limehouse 
Sharpe,  William  Edward  T. 
Sloan,  Thomas  Henry 
Smith, RtHn J.  Parker  (Lanarks 
Spear,  John  Ward 
Stanley,  Hn.  Arthur  (Ormskirk 
Stanley , Ed  ward  Jas.  ( Somerset ) 
Stanley,  Rt.  Hn.  Lord  (Lanes.) 
Stewart,  Sir  Mark  J.M'Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell,  Sir  John  M. 
Stock,  James  Henry 
Stroyan,  John 
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Taylor,  Austin  (East  Toxteth^ 
Tliorbum,  Sir  Walter 
Thornton,  Percy  M. 
ToUemache,  Henry  James 
Tomlinson,  Sir  Wm.  Edw.  M. 
Tritton,  Charles  Ernest 
Tuff,  Charles 

Tufnell,  Lieut..Col.  Edward 
Vincent,  Sir  Edgar  (Exeter) 
Walker,  Col.  WiUiam  HaU 
Walrond.Rt.Hn.  SirWilliamH. 
Welby,Lt.-Col.A.C.E(Taunton 
Welby.  Sir  Chas.  G.  E.(Nottfl.} 
Wharton,  Rt.  Hn.  John  Uoyd 
Whiteley,H.  (Ashton  undLyne 
Whitmore,  Charles  Algernon 
Wilson.A.  Stanley  (York,  KR. 
Wilson,  John  (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd,  Sir  W.H.  (Yorks 
Wodehouse,  Rt.  Hn.E.R(Bath. 
Wolff,  Gustav  Wilhelm 
Wrightson,  Sir  Thomas 
Wylie,  Alexander 
Wyndham,  Rt.  Hon.  (Jeorge 
Yerburgh,  Robert  Armstrong 

Tbllbbs  fob  thb  Aybs — Sir 
Alexander  Acland  •  Hood 
and  Viscount  Valentia. 


Abraham,  William  (Rhondda) 

Allen,  Charles  P. 

Austin,  Sir  John 

Barlow,  John  Emmott 

Barran,  Rowland  Hirst 

Barry,  E.  (Cork,  S.) 

Bell,  Richard 

Benn,  John  Williams 

Blake,  Edward 

Boland,  John 

Brand,  Hon.  Arthur  G. 

Brigg,  John 

Bryce,  Rt.  Hn.  James 

Buchanan,  Thomas  Rybum 

Burke,  £.  Haviland 

Bums,  John 

Burt,  Thomas 

Buxton,  Sydney  Charles 

Caldwell,  James 

Cameron,  Robert 

Causton,  Richard  Knight 

Cawley,  Frederick 

Oheetham,  John  Frederick 

Clancy,  John  Joseph 

Craig,  Robert  Hunter  (Lanark 

Crean,  Eugene 

Cremer,  William  Randal 

Crombie,  John  William 

Dalziel,  James  Henry 

Davies,  M.  Vaughan  (Cardigan 

Delany,  William 

Devlin,  Chas.  Ramsay  (Galway 

Dewar,  John  A.  (Invemess-sh. 

Dilke,  Rt.  Hn.  Sir  Charles 

Dillon,  John 

Donelen,  Captain  A. 

Doogan,  P.  C. 

Douglas,  Charles  M.  (Lanark) 

Duncan,  J.  Hastings 


NOES. 

Dunn,  Sir  William 

Ellice,  Capt.EC(S.Andrw'sBgh8 

Ellis,  John  Edward  (Notts.) 

Emmott,  Alfred 

Evans.SirFrancis  H.  (Maidstone 

Fenwick,  Charles 

Ferguson,  R.  C.  Munro  (Leith) 

Ffrench,  Peter 

Field,  William 

Findlay,  Alexander  (Lanark,NE 

Flavin,  Michael  Joseph 

Flynn,  James  Christopher 

Foster,  Sir  Walter  (Derby  Co. 

Gladstone,  Rt.  Hn.Herbertttohn 

Gk>ddard,  Daniel  Ford 

Grey,  Rt.  Hn.  Sir  E.  (Berwick) 

Griffith,  Ellis  J. 

Guest,  Hon.  Ivor  Churchill 

Hammond,  John 

Harcourt,  Lewis 

Hayden,  John  Patrick 

Healy,  Timothy  Michael 

Helme,  Norval  Watson 

Hemphill,  Rt.  Hon.  Chas.  H. 

Henderson,  Arthur  (Durham) 

Higham,  John  Sharp 

Hobhouse,  C.E.H.  (Bristol,  E.) 

Holland,  Sir  William  Henry 

Hope,  John  Deans  (Fife,  West) 

Hutchinson,  Dr.  Chas.  Fredk. 

Hutton,  Alfred  E.  (Morley) 

Jacoby,  James  Alfred 

Johnson,  John 

Joicey,  Sir  James 

Jones,  Leif  (Appleby) 

Jones,  William  (Carnarvonshire 

Joyce,  Michael 

Kearley,  Hudson  E. 

Kennedy, Vincent  P.  (Cavan,W 


Kilbride,  Denis 

Kitson,  Sir  James 

Labouchere,  Henry 

Lambert,  George 

Lamont,  Norman 

Law,  Hugh  Alex.  (Donegal,  W> 

Lawson,  Sir  Wilfrid  (Ccmwall> 

Layland-Barratt,  Francis 

Leese,Sir  Joseph  F.  ( Accrington^ 

Leigh,  Sir  Joseph 

Leng,  Sir  John 

Levy,  Maurice 

Lloyd-George,  David 

Lundon,  W. 

MacNeill,  John  (jrordon  Swift 

MacVeagh,  Jeremiah 

M» Arthur,  William  (Cornwall^ 

M'Fadden,  Edward 

M'Hugh,  Patrick  A. 

M'Kenna,  Reginald 

M'Killop,  W.  (Sligo,  North) 

Mansfield,  Horace  Rendall 

Mooney,  John  J. 

Morgan,  J.  Lloyd  (C!armarthen. 

Moss,  Samuel 

Murphy,  John 

Nannetti,  Joseph  P. 

Nolan,  Col.  JohnP.(Galway,N.  > 

Nolan,  Joseph  (Louth  South) 

Nussey,  Thomas  Willans 

O'Brien,  James  F.  X.  (Cork) 

0'Biaen,Kendal(Tipperary  MicE 

O'Brien,  Patrick  (Kilkenny) 

O'Brien,  P.  J.  (Tipperary,  N.) 

O'CJonnor,  James  (Wic  klow,  W. 

O'Connor,  John  (Kildaie,  N.> 

O'Donnell,  John  (Mayo,  8.) 

O'Dowd.  John 

O' Kelly,  Jame8(  Roscommon,  N 
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0*Mara,  James 
O'Shaughnessy,   P.  J. 
Parrott,  William 
Partington,  Oswald 
Perks,  Robert  William 
Pirie,  Duncan  V. 
Power,  Patrick  Joseph 
Price,  Robert  John 
Rea,  Russell 
Reddy,  M. 

Redmond,  John  £.  (Waterford 
Reid,  Sir  R.  Threshie( Dumfries 
Richards,  Thomas  (W  Monm'th 
Rickett,  J.  Compton 
Robertson,  Edmund  (Dundee) 
Robson,  William  Snowdon 
Roche,  John 
Roe,  Sir  Thomas 
Runciman,  Walter 
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Russell,  T.  W. 
Samuel,  Herb.  L.  (Cleveland) 
Schwann,  Charles  £. 
Seely,  Ma}.J.£.B.(l8le  of  Wight 
Shackleton,  David  James 
Sheehan,  Daniel  Daniel 
Shipman,  Dr.  John  G. 
Slack,  John  Bamford 
Smith,  Samuel  (Flint) 
Soares,  Ernest  J. 
Spencer,Rt.Hn.C.R.  (Northants 
Stanhope,  Hon.  Philip  James 
Stevenson,  Francis  S. 
Strachey,  Sir  Edward 
Sullivan,  Donal 

Taylor,  Theodore  C.  (Radcliffe) 
Tennant,  Harold  John 
Thomas,  Sir  A.  (Glamorgan,  E. 
Thomas,  David  A.  (Merthyr) 
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Thoma8,J  A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Toulmin,  George 
Walton,   Joseph   (Bamsley) 
Warner,  Thomas  Courtenay  T- 
Wason,  Eugene  (Clackmannan 
Wason,  John  Cathcart  (Orkney 
White,    George    (Norfolk) 
White,  Luke  (York,  E.R.) 
Whiteley,  George  (York,  W.  R> 
Whitley,  J.  H.  (Halifax) 
Whittaker,  Thomas  Palmer 
WiUon,  Fred.W.(Norfolk,Mid.> 
Wilson,  John  (Durham,  Mid.) 
Young,  Samuel 
YozaU,  James  Henry 

Tbllbbs    fob    thb    Nobs  — 
Mr.  M'Crae.and  Mr.  Ashton. 


*Mr.  McKENNA  said  he  desired 
to  move  the  two  Amendments  he 
had  put  upon  the  Paper  in  the  form 
of  one  Amendment.  He  did  not 
wish»  in  moving  this  Amendment,  to  go 
over  the  ground  already  covered  on 
the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill  at 
any  length,  he  would  merely  recapitulate 
briefly  the  arguments  then  stated. 
Two  years  ago  the  fixed  debt-charge  was 
established  at  £27,000,000.  At  that  time 
they  argued  that  it  should  be  £28,000,000. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  might  no  doubt  say 
that  when  he  now  proposed  to  put  the 
fixed  debt-charge  at  £28,000,000,  hon. 
Members  were  not  satisfied,  but  wanted 
it  increased  to  £29,000,000,  but  the 
position  had  changed,  and  the  £28,000,000 
now  were  only  as  effective  as  the 
£27,000,000  two  years  ago.  Every  argu 
ment  then  used  against 
charge  being  less  than 
was  valid  now  against 
less  than  £29,000,000. 
ago  we  thought  to  get 
from  the  Transvaal,  which 
used  in  repayment  of 
£1,000,000  of  that  was  to  be  obtained  in 
the  course  of  this  year,  and  that  was  to 
be  applied  in  reduction  of  the  Debt.  Of 
the  remaining  £33,000,000  we  had  re- 
ceived £3,000,000,  which  had  not  been 
used  in  reduction  of  debt,  but  to  make 
up  the  deficiency  of  revenue  in  1904. 
The  remaining  £30,000,000  we  had  not 
seen.  Of  the  £34,000,000  anticipated 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Croydon  in  1903,  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  was  thus  only  able  to  use 
£1,000,000  this  year  for  the  purpose  of 
the  reduction  of  debt,  and  therefore  we 


the  debt- 
£28,000,000 

its  being 
Two  years 
£34,000,000 

was  to  be 
the     Debt. 


were  £33,000,000  worse  o£E  than  when 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Croydon  fixed  the  debt-charge 
at  £27,000,000.  Had  that  £33,000,000 
been  received  we  should  have  been  saved 
interest  which  we  now  had  to  pay  to  the 
extent  of  £920,000  a  year,  which  was 
practically  the  equivalent  of  the 
£1,000,000  now  proposed  to  be  added 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
so  that  in  fact  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  only  making  up  the  excess 
which  we  now  had  to  pay  beyond 
the  amount  anticipated  by  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Croydon  in  1903. 
To-day  we  had  the  same  Sinking 
Fund  available  out  of  a  fixed  debt- 
charge  of  £28,000,000  as  was  anticipated 
by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Croy- 
don in  1903  would  be  obtained  for  a 
fixed  debt-charge  of  £27,000,000,  whilst 
the  total  amount  of  the  Debt  stood  at 
£33,000,000  more  than  it  would  have  done 
had  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
anticipations  been  realised.  It  was  not 
enough  for  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer to  say  the  total  provision 
was  new  larger  than  it  had  ever 
been,  nor  was  it  sufficient  to  say  the  per- 
centage was  larger  in  proportion  to  the 
total  debt. 

There  were  other  points  to  be 
taken  into  consideration,  and  those  he 
wished  shortly  to  bring  before  the  Com- 
mittee. First,  there  was  the  pre- 
sent price  of  Consols.  Our  credit  stood 
too  low.  The  high  price  of  Consols  was 
given  in  1899  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer of  that  time  as  a  reason  for  reduc- 
ing the  fixed  debt-charge  from  £25,000,000 
to     £23,000,000.    The   reverse    of     fche 
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argument  would    apply    to-day.     With 
Consols    standing    at  90,    it     was    our 
duty    to    make    any    reasonable    sacri- 
fice to  raise  the  price  to  par.     Power 
to  bcrrow  at  a  low  rate  was  one  of  the 
best    of    national    defences.     For    the 
purpose   of  renewing  Treasury  and  Ex- 
chequer  bonds    the    Chancellor   of   the 
Exchequer  was  every  year  the  largest 
borrower  in  the  market.     In  the  course  cf 
the  present  year  he  would  have  to  borrow 
at    least    £40,000,000,    mainly    for    the 
purpose    of    renewing    old  debt.     Last 
year  the   money   was   borrowed   at  an 
average  rate  of  £3  4s.  4d.  per  cent.,  and 
Ihe  national  credit  standing  at   about 
the  same  level  now  as  then,  it  was  rea- 
sonable to  assume  that  a  similar  rate 
of  interest  would  obtain  this  year.     Con- 
sols at  their  present  price  yielded  to  the 
investor  £2  15s.  6d.  per  cent.,  but  they 
were  largely  in  the  hands  of  holders  who 
were  not  Ukely  to  come  into  the  market ; 
and    consequently    Consols    were    at   a 
much     higher    level     than    would     be 
indicated    by    the   rate    at   which    the 
Chancellor     of    the     Exchequer    could 
borrow     on     bills     or     bonds.      What 
would  be  the  effect  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  to  borrow  a  capital  sum 
in  Consols  ?     At  the  very  best  he  would 
have    to    borrow    at     the    same    rate 
as  for  bills  or  bonds,  which  would  mean 
that    the    Consols    would   have    to   be 
raised     not   at    90,    but   at    80.     That 
showed   that  by  allowing  the   national 
credit  to  drop  so  low  we  were  running 
a  very  grave  risk  in  the  event  of  war.  Vast 
sums  of  money  were  spent  every  year 
during   time    of   peace   simply   for   the 
purpose  of  being  ready  for  war.     It  was 
just  as  important  for  purposes  of  defence 
that   the   national   credit  should   stand 
high,  and  he  submitted  that  it  would  be 
well  worth  while  to  spend  one  or  two 
millions  more  a  year  in  buying  Consols 
in  the  open  market  in    order    to   force 
Consols  at  least  up  to  par,  so  that  the 
national  credit  might  stand  again  on  a 

2  J  per  cent,  basis.  By  paying  £3  4s.  4d. 
instead  of  £2  ICs.  for  interest  there  was 
a  loss  of  14s.  per  cent.,  representing 
£290.000  a  year  on  the  £40,000,000,  which 
had  to  be  borrowed,  and  this  sum  would 
be  saved  automatically  if  the  necessary 
sacrifices  were  made  to  bring  the  Sinking 
Fund  up  to  a  proper  level. 
Mr,  McKenna. 


His     second     point     was     that     we 
were  not  in  fact  paying  oft  debt  at  all 
at  the  present  time.     The  Chancellor  of 
the    Exchequer   had  stated  that  during 
the  current  year  debt  would  be  paid  off 
to  the  extent  of  £3,000,000.     There  was 
provided    in   the  fixed  debt  -  charge   a 
sum  of  £8,400,000  for    the  purpose  of 
the  Sinking  Fund,  and  £1,600,000  would 
be    provided    on      the   Votes,     making 
£10,000,000,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  thrown  in  another  £1,000,000 
which  was  to  be  received  from  the  Trans- 
vaal.   Against  this  total  of  £11,000,030 
there  was  new  borrowing  to  the  amount 
of  £8,000,000,    leaving   a  net  reduction 
of    debt    of    £3,000,000.      But    it    was 
not  paying   ofE  debt    in    the    ordinary 
sense    if     assets    were     used     for    the 
purpose.      The  real  amount  by   which 
the  Chancellor  of   the   Exchequer   pro- 
posed to  reduce  debt  this  year  was  only 
£2,000,000    because  the  £1,000,000  from 
the   Transvaal  was  an  existing  capital 
asset.    So  far  from  reducing  debt  since  tho 
war  we  had  not  been  paying  our  way,  with 
the  result  that  three  years  after  the  war 
we  should  be  actually  £2,000,000  worse 
o5  than  at  the  close  of  the  war.     That 
was  not  a  satisfactory  position  for  the 
country  to  be  in.     There  were  still  over 
£14,000,000  to  be  borrowed  on  capital 
liabilities,  so  that  for  at  least  another 
two  years  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
would  go  on  borrowing,  and  it  was  not 
too  much  to  say  that  at  the  close  of  1908 
debt  would  not  have  been  reduced  during 
the  preceding  five  years  by  any  appreci- 
able sum  at  all.    It  had  to  be  remembered 
that  all  the  purposes  for  which  money 
was  now  borrowed  used  to  be  satisfied 
out  of  revenue,  and  if  the  present  system 
were    continued    it    would    ultimately 
mean   that    while    an  average    amount 
of     £7,000,000     a     year     was      being 
borrowed,    we    should    be    repaying    in 
interest  and  sinking  fund  on  the  total 
sum  of  such  borrowings  at  least  an  equal 
amount.     Thus  the  system  would  have 
to  be  brought  to  a  close,  but  with  what 
result  to  the  taxpayer   of    the  future  ? 
He  would  be  saddled  with  interest  and 
sinking  fund  on  the  borrowed  money  to 
the  extent  of  not  less  than  £3,000,000 
a  year,  and  he  would  have  at  the  same 
time  to  meet  out  of  revenue  all  those  pur- 
poses for  which  money  was  now  borrowed 
He  submitted  that  that  was  a  ground 
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for  a  greater  efEort  being  made,  so  long  as 
the  borrowings  in  respect  of  capital 
liabilities  continued,  to  increase  the 
total  amount  of  the  Sinking  Fund. 

His  third  point  was  the  inadequacy  of  the 
present  Sinking  Fund.  In  1875-76,  when 
the  Debt  stood  at  about  the  same  figure 
as  now,  but  the  revenue  was  only  half 
as  large,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote  put  the 
fixed  debt-charge  at  £28,000,000.  In 
the  present  year  we  were  making  a 
sacrifice  of  £2,000,000  for  the  reduction 
of  debt.  In  Sir  StafEord  Northcote's 
time,  with  half  the  revenue,  the  sacrifice 
was  £3,500,000,  so  that  even  if  the  Sink- 
ing Vxmd  were  extended  by  £1,000,000, 
as  he  proposed,  the  level  of  sacrifice 
attained  by  the  taxpayers  of  1875-76 
would  not  have  been  reached.  It  had  to 
be  remembered  that  future  wars  would 
be  vastly  more  expensive  than  past 
wars  had  been,  and  consequently  if  new 
debt  had  to  be  incurred  for  war  purposes 
it  would  be  in  far  larger  amounts  than 
hitherto.  That  meant  that  a  comparison 
of  the  provision  made  for  Sinking  Fund  in 
former  years  and  the  provision  made  to- 
day was  not  a  useful  comparison.  Our 
resources  for  the  repayment  of  interest 
and  debt  were  far  greater  to-day  than 
thirty  years  ago,  and  we  ought  to  be 
v^  illing  to  make  greater  sacrifices.  This 
was  not  at  all  a  Party  question.  Eco- 
nomists on  both  sides  agreed  that  suffi- 
cient sacrifices  were  not  being  made  at 
present,  but  their  criticisms,  valuable 
though  they  were,  would  never  be 
effective  unless  they  were  backed  by 
votes.  He  beheved  that  in  the  present 
condition  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
if  hon.  Members  opposite  who  had 
spoken  strongly  on  this  question  merely 
threatened  to  support  their  speeches  by 
their  votes  they  would  get  their  way  in 
the  matter.  Savings  could  admittedly 
bo  made  this  year  on  Army  expenditure, 
and  by  such  savings  the  provision  for 
the  reduction  of  debt  could  easily  be 
increased  by  £1,000,000.  He  appealed 
to  economists  on  both  sides  to  insist 
that  the  Grovernment  should  not  be 
satisfied  with  a  fixed  debt-charge  of 
£28,000,000  as  now  proposed.  He  begged 
to  move. 

Amendment  proposed — 

*'  In  page  4,  line  2,  to  leave  out  the  word 
'  twenty-eight '  and  inaert  the  words  '  twenty- 


nine  million  pounds,'  whereof  one  million 
poandti  shall  be  paid  by  the  Coiurnissioners 
uf  Inland  Revenue  in  such  miinner,  by 
snch  payments,  and  under  such  regulations 
as  the  Treasury  direct,  to  the  Coniinissioners 
of  the  National  Debt  out  of  the  proceeds  of  the 
estate  duty.'' — {Mr,  McKenna.) 


Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
*  twenty-eight  *  stand  part  of  the  clause.'* 

Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN  said 
that  if  he  remembered  rightly,  at  an 
earUer  stage  of  the  proceedings,  the 
Opposition,  led  by  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  the  Front  Bench,  instead  of  supporting 
the  endeavour  the  Government  were 
making  to  increase  the  Sinking  Fund, 
went  into  the  lobby  against  any  in- 
crease of  the  fixed  debt -charge.  He 
need  say  very  little  about  the  Amend- 
ment itself,  as  probably  the  form  in 
which  it  appeared  on  the  Paper  was 
dictated  more  by  a  desire  to  get  round 
the  rules  of  the  House  than  by  admira- 
tion of  its  exact  wording.  The  two 
parts  of  the  Amendment  were  incon- 
sistent the  one  with  the  other.  By 
Section  1  of  the  Sinking  Fund  Act,  1875, 
the  permanent  annual  charge  was  directed 
to  be  charged  to  and  issued  out  of  the 
OonsoUdated  Fund,  and  that  would  be 
inconsistent  with  the  procedure  com- 
mended in  the  second  part  of  the  Amend- 
ment, which  also  was  open  to  the  objec- 
tion— ^and  he  was  surprised  that  the 
hon.  Member  should  be  guilty  of  such 
fiscal  heresy — that  it  attempted  to  inter- 
cept revenue  before  it  reached  the 
Exchequer.  If  the  Amendment  were 
put  forward  on  its  merits  those  observa- 
tions would  be  sufficient,  probably,  in 
the  estimation  of  the  hon.  Member 
himself,  to  dispose  of  it.  The  Amend- 
ment, however,  was  put  forward  not 
on  its  merits,  but  as  a  vehicle  for  the 
suggestion  that  the  amoimt  devoted 
to  the  reduction  of  debt  in  the  present 
year  was  insufficient.  The  hon.  Member 
had  dealt  once  again  with  the  Transvaal 
contribution,  but  he  did  not  propose  to 
follow  him  in  that,  and  he  regretted 
that  there  should  be  further  discussion 

upon  it  at  the  present  time,  because  it 

was  understood  that  it  should  be  dealt 

with   on   the    Motion   that   the    clause 

stand    part   of   the   Bill.    ["No."]    At 

any  rate,  at  the  present  stage  of  the 
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discussion  he  did  not  wish  to  add  any- 
thing to  what  he  had  already  said  upon 
that  subject. 

It  was  said  that  it  was  a  most 
urgent  thing  that  they  should  make 
a  larger  contribution  to  the  reduction 
cf  the  National  Debt,  and  one  hon. 
Member  had  suggested  that  he  should 
have  used  the  whole  of  his  surplus  for 
that  purpose.  He  thought  an  increased 
contribution  for  this  purpose  was  emin- 
ently desirable  and  indeed  urgent,  but 
if  they  pressed  this  argument  for  a 
high  Sinking  Fund  too  far  they  might 
defeat  the  object  they  had  in  view,  be- 
cause they  found  it  difficult  to  maintain 
steadily  even  at  a  reasonable  amount. 
At  a  time  when  taxation  was  already  so 
high  he  could  only  repeat  that  in  his 
opinion  he  thought  he  had  held  the 
scales  fairly  between  conflicting  interests 
by  devoting  an  additional  £1,000,000  to 
this  purpose  during  the  current  yBar. 

Mr.  CHARLES  HOBHOUSE  (Bristol, 
E.)  said  he  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member 
for  Monmouth  that  the  strength  of  a 
nation  depended  not  so  much  upon  its 
warlike  forces  as  upon  its  financial  re- 
source. He  considered,  therefore,  that 
the  position  of  this  country  had  been 
considerably  weakened  by  its  present 
financial  position  as  compared  with  its 
position  five  years  age.  Our  Debt  was 
not  only  much  larger  than  it  ought  to  be  ; 
but  larger  than  it  was  a  year  ago.  If 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
adhered  to  all  the  taxation  enforced 
a  year  ago  he  thought  the  Oppcsition 
would  not  have  done  unwisely  if  they 
had  followed  him  into  the  lobby  in  sup- 
port of  retaining  taxation  in  order  that 
the  Debt  might  have  been  by  so  much 
reduced.  To  show  how  impcrtj»nt  the 
financial  resources  of  the  nation  were,  he 
would  instance  the  course  of  the  war 
in  the  Far  East,  and  the  constant  anxiety 
of  the  Japanese  and  Russian  Govern- 
ments, not  so  much  to  maintain  the 
number  and  standard  of  their  foices, 
but  to  borrow  a  sufficient  amount 
of  money  at  a  low  rate  cf  interest. 
And  it  was  the  extraordinary  and 
complete  recovery  of  the  financial  posi- 
tion of  France  which  enabled  her  to 
shake  off  the  yoke  imposed  upon  her 
by   Germany  and  to   resume  her  place 

Mr.  Austen  Chamberlain, 


among  the  foremost  countries  of  the 
world.  What  had  been  instrumental 
in  enabling  us  to  take  a  foremost  place 
in  the  councils  of  the  world  had  been 
rather  our  extraordinary  and  superior 
command  of  money  and  all  that  money 
carried  with  it  than  our  Army  and  Navy. 
It  was  these  potential  resources  that  had 
enabled  this  country  to  scramble  through 
contest  after  contest  with  other  Powers^ 
because  it  had  been  fully  realised  by 
other  nations  that  we  could  carry  on 
hostilities  longer  than  they  owing  to  out 
financial  lesources.  It  seemed  to  him 
that,  in  spite  of  our  unparalleled  pros- 
perity during  the  last  ten  years,  we  had 
wasted  our  resources  on  wrong  objects^ 
because  we  had  had  insufficient  advice 
and  because  the  control  which  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  ought  to  keep- 
over  other  Departments  of  the  State- 
had  been  constantly  relaxed.  If  thia 
proposal  were  carried,  and  we  devoted 
more  money  to  pa3ring  o£E  our  liabilities 
than  we  had  hitherto  done,  we  should 
have  what  was  much  more  valuable  thaa 
a  gold  reserve,  we  should  have  our  credit 
unimpaired,  and,  mcie  than  that,  it  would 
be  vastly  inore&sed.  It  was  in  our  credit 
that  the  strength  of  tbis  country  lay. 

Mr.     GIBSON    BOWLES    said     he 
thought  he  could  show  that  the  Chan> 
cellor   of  the   Exchequer  was  under   & 
misapprehension   as   to   what   was    the 
Consolidated  Fund.    After  the  revolution 
of  1688,  for  100  years   every   tax   was 
allocated  to  a  special  purpose,  and  as  & 
matter  of  fact  there  were  in  the  Customs 
alone  seventy-five  taxes,  each  devoted  to 
its  own    particular    purpose.    In    1787 
they  got  rid  of  this  system ;    the  Con- 
solidated Fund  was  instituted,  and  it  was 
enacted  that  that  should  be  the  reservoir 
to  which  every  public  receipt  should  go 
and  from  which  should  flow  every  item 
of  public  expenditure.     The  Consolidated 
Fund  had  since  then  ceased  to  be  entitled 
to  its  name  through  the  practice  of  inter- 
cepting  the  moneys  that  belonged  to  it 
before  they  reached  it.   The  hon.  Member 
proposed  to  follow  that  example  by  lusT^ 
Amendment.    What  were  the  real  merits, 
of    this    matter  ?     They  had    had  .  the 
advantage  of  an  object-lesson,  showing, 
the  extreme  facility  with  which,  wheix 
once  the  matter    was   understood,    any 
Member    of    the     House     could     take 


1281 


Finance 


{24  May  1905} 


BtU. 


1282 


liold  of  public  money  and  apply  it  to 
any  purpose  he  pleased.  The  hon. 
Member  was  the  first  who  had  done 
this.  No  Committee  was  required,  no 
recommendation  by  a  Minister  of  the 
Crown,  and  none  of  the  ordinary  financial 
securities  which  the  House  had  placed 
around  public  money.  Any  Member 
at  any  moment  might  get  up  and  move 
an  intercepting  Motion  of  this  sort, 
applying  the  whole  of  the  death  duties 
to  any  purpose  he  chose  in  his  wisdom 
to  select.  He  would  remind  some  of 
the  hon.  Grentlemen  from  Ireland  who 
were  occasionally  inclined  to  apply  public 
money  to  purposes  which  would  benefit 
their  country,  that  the  hon.  Member 
had  taught  a  very  great  object-lesson. 
The  hon.  Member  sought  to  intercept  a 
million  of  money  out  of  the  estate  duties 
and  to  add  it  to  the  permanent  fixed 
charge  for  the  National  Debt. 

That  our  Sinking  Fund  was  too  low,  and 
that  it  ought  to  be  higher,  was  a  belief 
which  nobody  had  affirmed  with  greater 
industry  than  himself.  It  appeared  to 
be  perfectly  wanton  that  we  shotdd  go 
on  with  a  fixed  National  Debt  charge 
only  £28,000,000,  the  sum  which  Sir  Staf- 
ford Northcote  applied  to  a  really  smaller 
Debt,  because  we  had  not  then  the  vast 
Unfunded  Debt  we  had  now.  The  sacrifice 
made  by  the  community  to  get  rid  of  the 
great  burden  of  debt  was  greater  when  the 
Debt  was  smaller,  and,  therefore,  he  was 
a  strong  advocate  for  increasing  the 
Sinking  Fund.  He  reminded  the  Com- 
mittee that  the  financial  enemy  of  the 
Sinking  Fund  was  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  There  never  was  a  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  who  got  into  financial 
difficulty — and  however  short  his  tenure 
of  office  might  be  it  was  always  long 
enough  to  get  into  financial  difficulty — 
but  he  attacked  the  Sin^dng  Fund.  A 
Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  a 
brigand  by  nature.  When  he  met  the 
Sinking  Fund  in  the  wood  he  robbed  it ; 
this  had  happened  time  after  time.  It 
was  a  simple  method  of  getting  rid  of 
liis  obligations.  There  was  one  method 
by  which  a  proper  Sinking  Fund  could 
be  maintained  in  such  a  way  ihal  no 
Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer  could  touch 
it.  Thai  method  was  to  attach  one 
source  of  revenue  to  the  National  Debt, 
say  the  estate  duties.  If  the  estate 
duties   were    afEected    to    the    National 


Debt — he  did  not  mean  to  afEect  them 
alone,  but  in  addition  say,  to  another 
£16,000,000  — that  part  of  the  Sinking 
Fund  would  never  be  touched,  because, 
although  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
would  always  feel  the  same  temptation  to 
rob  it,  he  would  be  deterred  from  it  by  the 
infiuperable  dishke  which  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  always  felt  to  taking 
o£E  existing  taxation.  If  the  House  were 
to  afEect  the  estates  duties  to  the  Debt 
they  might  have  confidence  that  that 
source  of  the  Sinking  Fund  would  not  be 
tampered  with. 

The  reproach  had  been  made  that  this 
Amendment  was  a  wicked  example  of 
interception.  Yes,  but  who  showed 
the  example  ?  It  had  not  been  the 
unofficial  Members,  but  the  Government 
themselves.  He  had  always  strongly 
protested  against  it  as  a  most  improper 
thing  to  do.  It  had  led  to  the  falsifica- 
tion of  the  public  accounts  and  the 
depledon  of  the  Consolidated  Fund, 
which  was  every  year  £20,000.000  poorer 
than  it  should  be  on  account  of  the 
violations  and  partial  repeals  of  the 
Exchequer  and  Audit  Act  of  1866,  which 
prescribed  that  all  the  money  should 
go  into  the  Consolidated  Fund.  The  hon. 
Member's  Amendment  was  not  out  of 
order,  and,  after  the  strong  advice  he  had 
himself  given  that  the  fixed  National 
Debt  charge  should  be  increased,  he  felt 
bound  to  vote  for  the  Amendment. 

♦Mr.  CAWLEY  said  the  question 
whether  we  should  get  the  £30,000,000 
contribution  from  the  Transvaal  was 
important  at  the  present  time.  Certain 
of  his  hon.  friends  had  expressed  the 
opinion  that  we  should  not  get  the 
money.  'An  hon.  friend  wrote  to  a 
paper  in  which  he  said  we  had  no  right 
to  claim  the  War  contribution  from  the 
Transvaal,  because  we  had  conquered 
and  annexed  the  country.  It  was,  he 
said,  the  first  time  he  had  ever  heard  the 
South  African  War  talked  about  as  con- 
quering and  annexing.  He  always  thought 
that  we  went  there  to  relieve  the  so-called 
intolerable  oppression  from  which  our 
countrymen  and  others  were  sufEering. 
We  had  relieved  them  from  that  oppres- 
sion, we  had  given  them  cheap  dynamite, 
cheaper  railway  fares,  cheap  and  abun- 
dant labour,  and  he  thought  now  was  the 
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time  when  they  ought  to  perform  their 
part  of  the  bargain.  Not  only  so,  but  we 
had  in  doing  this  reduced  the  cost  of 
mining  and  extracting  gold  from  the 
quartz  lower  than  ever  it  was  before, 
and  thus  greatly  benefited  the  people 
of  the  Transvaal.  For  the  gold  mines 
were  the  Transvaal,  and  the  Transvaal 
South  Africa,  therefore,  in  helping  the 
mining  industry  we  had  helped  everyone 
dependent  upon  it.  For  these  reasons 
he  thought  the  people  of  the  Transvaal 
ought  not  and  would  not  be  guilty  of 
the  dishonourable  evasion  of  a  fair 
bargain  and  a  just  obligation.  "We  had 
spent  £230,000,000  on  the  war,  and  he 
thought  it  was  the  least  they  could  do 
to  make  this  small  contribution  to 
the  heavily-burdened  taxpayer  of  this 
country.  Besides  that,  we  had  pledged 
our  credit  for  the  guaranteed  loan  of 
£35,000,000,  which  was  at  the  time  con- 
sidered part  and  parcel  of  the  bargain. 

He  supposed  that  quite  half  the  shares  in 
Transvaal  mines  were  held  by  foreigners, 
and  he  could  quite  understand  foreign 
shareholders  in  Germany  and  France  and 
other  places  thinking  they  would  rather 
have  the  £30,000,000  in  their  pockets 
than  employ  it  in  giving  relief  to  the 
British  taxpayer.  But  it  was  said  that 
those  people  who  arranged  to  pay  the 
money  were  not  at  all  representative, 
that  they  were  merely  a  few  people  met 
together  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  West  Birmingham.  That 
was  a  mistake.  Rightly  or  wrongly,  they 
were  the  people  who  organised  the 
agitation  which  led  to  the  petition  that 
ultimately  led  to  the  war.  They  were 
looked  upon  as  leaders  by  the  people  of 
the  Transvaal,  and  it  was  with  the 
sanction  of  the  people  of  the  Transvaal 
that  those  great  leaders  of  the  mining 
industry  made  those  representations  to 
this  country.  Now  those  very  same  people 
had  a  perfect  right  to  pledge  the  credit  of 
the  Transvaal  in  the  way  they  had  done. 
To  say  that  there  was  no  debt  of  honour 
was  a  great  mistake.  He  could  not 
think  that  cur  kith  and  kin  across  the 
seas  would,  fcr  a  moment,  try  to  wriggle 
out  of  this  honourable  undertaking 
given  by  their  leaders. 

The  right  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Dumfries,  with  whom  on  this  queEtion 
of  the  war  he  generally  agreed,  spoke  of 
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the  enormous  debt  per  head  of  the  white 
population  of  the  Transvaal.  It  was  an 
enormous  debt  per  head,  but  they  had 
enormous  resources.  And  at  present 
kafiir  and  coolie  labour  was  increasing 
in  very  much  greater  ratio  than  whit>e 
labour.  Therefore,  the  more  kaffir  and 
coolie  labour  increased,  the  richer  would 
become  the  country,  yet  the  debt  per 
head  would  remain  and  possibly  increase. 
There  was  nothing  in  the  argument 
to  take  the  debt  per  bead,  because  they 
had  to  consider  the  enormous  resources 
of  the  Transvaal.  He  did  not  believe 
the  leaders  in  the  Transvaal  would 
try  to  get  out  of  this  debt,  and  therefore 
they  ought  to  deprecate  anything  said 
in  that  House  which  would  giVe  them  an 
excuse  for  thinking  that  they  ought  not 
to  pay.  If  they  thought  that  contribu- 
tion too  much,  no  doubt  this  country 
would  be  very  glad  to  consider  any 
reasons  for  reducing  it.  He  would  sug- 
get,  in  order  to  make  the  burden  aa 
light  as  possible,  that  this  country  should 
guarantee  a  loan  of  £15,000,000.'  Of  the 
ability  of  the  Transvaal  to  pay  there 
could  be  no  doubt — in  fact  the  profit 
accruing  to  the  Government  from  the 
Premier  Mine  would  be  enough  to  pay 
the  interest  at  3  per  cent,  on  a  loan  of 
£15,000,000.  Ho  said  again  that  for  the 
people  of  the  Transvaal  to  attempt  to 
wriggle  out  of  their  just  obligation  would 
be  a  dishonest  and  dishonourable  course. 

Sir  JOHN  GORST  (Cambridge  Uni- 
versity) said  he  had  listened  a  short  time 
ago  to  the  pessimistic  statement  made 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Monmouthshire 
as  to  the  decline  in  British  securities. 
He  did  not  think  there  was  any  reasoa 
for  despairing  about  British  securities. 
It  was  quite  true  that  when  we  were 
borrowing  huge  sums  of  money  to  carry 
on  the  South  African  War,  naturally 
British  securities  fell  in  the  markets 
After  the  war  was  over  they  all  thought 
that  the  securities  of  the  British  Govern- 
ment would  recover,  but  that  expectation 
had  been  disappointed.  The  reason  was 
obvious.  It  was  because  the  worlds 
instead  of  settling  down  to  industry  and 
commerce,  saw  the  outbreak  of  another 
great  war  between  Russia  and  Japan. 
These  coimtries  were,  in  order  to  carrv 
on  the  war,  borrowing  funds  from  the 
Western  markets.    Until  that  war  was. 
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over  it  was  unreasonable  to  expect  snj 
cheapness  of  money.  Alter  all,  a  2J  per 
cent,  security  at  90  was  just  the  same 
thing  as  a  3  per  cent,  security  at  108.  He 
did  not  think  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer could  reasonably  be  called  upon 
to  increase  the  Sinking  Fund  more  thao 
he  had  done  for  the  purpose  of  restoring 
British  credit.  British  credit  was  very 
good  at  the  present  moment.  Great 
Britain  could  borrow  money  as  cheaply 
as  any  other  country  in  the  world,  [An 
Hon.  Member  on  the  Opposition 
Benches :  The  United  States.]  It 
was  said  that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  ought  to  have  raised  the  Sink- 
ing Fund  by  more  than  £1,000,000,  and 
that  he  ought  to  ha^e  put  it  in  the 
st»me  condition  it  was  under  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Croy- 
don. He  remembered  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Croydon 
would  have  raised  the  Sinkinfi;  Fund  to 
£28,000,000,  but  that  he  believed  the 
Transvaal  Government  would  repay 
very  quickly  the  war  contribution  of 
£30,000,000.  The  present  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  did  not  count  on  the  repay- 
ment of  that  debt.  He  thought  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  made 
a  very  reasonable  provision  for  the  repay- 
ment of  the  National  Debt,  and  that  there 
was  no  fear  of  any  decline  in  the  credit 
of  this  country. 

Mr.  DILLON  said  that  the  right  hon. 
Grentleman  opposite  declared  that  the 
great  fall  in  English  securities  was  only  the 
same  as  had  occurred  in  regard  to  the  se-  | 
curities  of  all  other  nations.  That  was  not 
the  case.  While  the  credit  of  England 
had  fallen,  that  of  Italy  had  enormously 
increased,  and  the  same  was  true  of 
many  other  countries.  There  was  no 
getting  out  of  the  fact  that  England  had 
new  to  pay  £3  2s.  6d.  interest  for  a  loan 
extending  over  ten  years.  He  insisted 
that  that  was  a  tremendous  fckU  in  the 
credit  of  England.  In  spite  of  what 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
and  other  experts  had  said,  English 
Consols  had  fallen  to  the  very  lowest 
point  and  showed  no  sign  of  recovery. 
That  involved  an  enormous  loss  to  tlus 
country  and  especially  to  Ireland.  The 
sufficiency  of  the  Sinking  Fund  was 
inextricably  bound  up  with  the  question 
of  the   payment   of  the   Transvaal  in- 


demnity ;  and  what  he  complained^of 
was  that  in  all  these  recent  discussions 
the  House  of  Commons  had  been  treated 
most  unfairly.  They  could  never  get 
at  the  real  facts  of  the  situation.  They 
had  been  told  by  successive  Chancellors 
of  the  Exchequer  that  the  Sinking  Fund 
was  to  be  increased  as  soon  as  peace  was 
restored.  But  not  a  penny  additional 
had  been  paid  ofE.the  Debt.  In  1903  the 
Debt  of  the  country  was  £798,349,000 
and  the  assets  were  £5,283,000.  There- 
fore the  net  debt  was  £793,066,000. 
In  the  present  year  the  Debt  was 
£796,736,000.  The  realisable  assets  of  the 
count -y  haddeclined  by  over  £3,000,000  ; 
so  that  the  net  Debt  had  increased  bv 
about  £1,500,000  as  compared  with  two 
years  ago. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  asked  if  the 
hon.  Member  included  the  Suez  Canal 
shares  in  his  estimate. 

Mr.  DILLON  said  he  did  not  include 
the  Suez  Canal  shares,  because  they  were 
not  to  be  sold.  They  were  not  in  the 
sense  liquid  assets.  The  speeches  of 
successive  Chancellors  of  .he  Exchequer 
were  most  misleading  in  this  re  pect» 
Last  year  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, being  in  a  difficulty,  annexed 
£1,000,000  of  unclaimed  dividends,  of 
which  there  was  no  entry  in  the  Return. 
That,  in  his  opinion,  vitiated  the  Return 
to  that  extent.  The  total  net  result 
was,  although  the  figures  were  covered 
by  complexity  and  confusion,  that  the 
country  now  owed  £2,500,000  more  than 
it  did  two  years  ago. 

The  question  of  the  Transvaal  contribu- 
tion was  another  illustration  of  the  unfair- 
ness with  which  the  House  of  Commons 
was  being  treated.  Two  years  ago  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Croydon 
deUvered  a  most  optimistic  speech  in  in- 
troducing his  Budget.  He  indicated  that 
the  Debt  would  vanish  away  like  a  mom* 
ing's  mist  before  the  sun.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  then  said  that  before  de- 
ciding what  the  annual  debt-charge 
should  be,  the  Committee  should  con- 
sider the  arrangement  entered  into  by 
his  right  hon.  friend  the  then  Secretary 
for  the  Colonies,  under  which  £4,000,000 
was  to  be  obtained  from  the  Transvaal 
immediately,  and,  in  the  course  of  the 
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succeeding  three  years,  a  sum  of 
£30,000,000  towards  the  expenses  of  the 
war.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  accord- 
ingly fixed  the  annual  debt-charge  at 
£27,000,000.  However,  not  a  penny  had 
been  received  from  the  Transvaal ;  and 
there  was  now  a  worse  prospict  of  getting 
auTthing  than  there  was  three  years  ago. 

The  whole  financial  structure  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  late  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  was  based  on  the 
assumption  of  the  receipt  of  £30,000,000 
from  the  Transvaal.  He  calculated  that 
on  March  31st,  1908,  the  Debt  would  be 
reduced  to  £694,000,000  ;  and  that  the 
Sinking  Fund  would  be  £8,841,000,  or 
1'25  per  cent  of  the  Debt.  Now  they 
were  half  way  to  the  stated  time  and 
instead  of  the  Debt  being  reduced  it  had 
been  increased  by  £2,500,000.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  stated  that  the  whole 
of  this  gigantic  Debt  would  be  wiped  out 
in  fifty  years.  Yet  the  Debt  was  increas- 
ing at  the  rate  of  £1,000,003  a  year. 
After  the  previous  great  war  Sir  Stafford 
Northcote  fixed  the  annual  debt-charge 
at  £28,000,000,  although  the  Debt  was 
then  £30,000,000  less  than  at  present. 
That  charge  was  maintained  until  the 
Debt  was  reduced  by  £100,000,000.  Dur- 
ing the  recent  war  £159,000,000  had  been 
added  to  the  Debt,  and  the  country  did 
not  make  even  the  most  ordinary  effort 
to  repay  a  war  debt  in  time  of  peace. 
When  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
If  ember  for  West  Bristol  was  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  he  said  he  proposed  to 
raise  the  war  expenditure  by  means  of 
bonds,  not  by  an  addition  to  the  Debt. 
The  latter,  he  added,  would  only  be 
justified  in  the  case  of  war  with  a  first- 
•class  Power.  That  had  reference  to  the 
^character  of  the  Power. 

Sib  M.  HIOKS  BEACH  (Bristol,  W.)  • 
And  the  cost  of  the  war. 

Mr.  DILLON  said  that  the  condition 
was  war  with  a  first-class  Power;  and 
no  one  would  contend  that  the  Transvaal 
was  that.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
iurther  stated  that  he  hoped  the  war 
debt  would  be  paid  off  in  two  years  or 
sooner.  Of  course,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  then  ,only  contemplating 
An  expenditure  of  £10,000,000.  There 
-was     an    obligation    on     the    part    of 
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the    country    to     discharge     this    war 
taxation.    The  House  of  Commons  had 
not  been  treated  fairly  in  the   matter. 
Was  it  not  better  to  face  the  matter  and 
deal  with  it  honestly  initead  of  being  led 
on  like  a  pack  of  f  ool^  by  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer      after    Chance  lor     of    the 
Exchequer  telling  them  that  they  were 
going  to  get  the  money  shortly  ?     They 
were  not  going  to   get  the  money,  but 
they  were  going  to  give  General  Botha 
and  the  Responsible  Government  Associa- 
tion,  largely  composed   of  Englishme.i, 
the  most  popular  cry  they  could  possibly 
have.      They   were  going  to   lose  this 
money,  but  not  by  generosity,  not   by 
doing  frankly  and  handsomely  what  they 
would  have  to  do  in  the  end  meanly  and 
contemptibly,  and  they  were  going  to  set 
up  an  agitation  in  the  Transvaal  in  which 
they  would  have  every  man  in  South 
Africa  against  them.     The  mineowners 
would  not  mind.    They  had  got  all  they 
wanted— their  £35,000,000,   their  cheap 
dynamite,  and  their  Chinamen.      They 
would  take  a  back  seat  now.     He  pro- 
tested against  the  House  of  Coounons 
being  ''hungup"  and  deluded,    It  w^s 
a  shame   for    responsible    Ministers   to 
delude  the  country  by  building  up  the 
financial  system  of  the  Budget  on   the 
assumption  that  they  would  ever  get  a 
shilling  of  the  money. 

Mr.  RITCHIE  (Croydon)  said  he  was 
sorry  to  have  to  trouble  the  Committee 
again  with  a  defence  of  his  action,  because 
he  had  already  explained  it  more  than 
once  very  fully.  The  remarks  just  made 
by  the  hon.  Crentleman  with  regard  to 
the  payment  of  this  contribution  from 
the  Transvaal  were  not  at  all  likely  to 
improve  our  prospects  of  obtaining  that 
which  was  undoubtedly  due.  When  he 
thought  of  the  amount  arranged  as  that 
contribution  he  regarded  it  as  a  tribute 
to  the  great  moderation  of  this  country. 
One  would  almost  imagine  that  the  hon. 
Member  held  a  brief  for  repudiation.  Not 
only  the  words  he  uttered,  but  the  tone 
in  which  he  uttered  them,  constituted  a 
direct  incitement  to  those  who  desired  to 
repudiate  obligations  properly  under- 
taken. 

Mr.  DILLON  said  he  was  only  follow- 
ing the  example  of  the  Morning  Post, 
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Mr.  RITCHIE  thought  the  hon.  Mem- 
her  ^Tecededihe  Morning  Post.  He  remem- 
bered a  speech  made  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man much  on  the  same  lines  many  weeks 
ago.  Comingtothecomphintmadeagainst 
him  for  his  optimism  in  assuming,  when 
framing  his  Budget,  that  this  contribution 
would  be  received,  what  was  the  financial 
position  at  that  time  ?  The  country  had 
been  groaning  under  extraordinarily 
heavy  burdens  of  taxation  for  some  years, 
and  all  classes  of  the  community  were 
suffering  in  consequence.  Trade  was 
depressed,  and  he  was  naturally  anxious 
to  moderate  these  burdens.  When  he 
had  to  decide  what  amount  of  Sinking 
Fund  he  was  prepared  to  recommend  to 
the  House,  was  he,  in  his  natural  and 
proper  survey  of  the  money  likely  to 
come  in  not  only  in  that  year  but  in  the 
succeeding  year,  to  leave  out  of  account 
the  arrangement  for  the  payment  of 
£30,000,000  from  the  Transvaal?  It 
must  be  remembered  that  he  had  before 
him  not  only  the  views  which  the 
Colonial  OHice  held  on  the  subject,  but 
views  which  had  been  arrived  at  after 
careful  consideration  on  the  spot  by  the 
right  hon.  Grentleman  the  then  Colonial 
Secretarv,  and  all  information  which  was 
in  the  possession  of  the  Colonial  Ofiice. 
He  had  to  take  that  into  account.  Not 
only  that.  It  was  his  duty  to  study 
carefully  for  himself  all  the  bases  on  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  rested  the 
belief  that  this  money  would  be  received. 
Having  done  so,  he  came  to  the  con- 
clusion, independently  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  that  they  had  a  perfect  right 
to  expect  that  the  money  would  be 
received  in  due  time.  So  far  as  the  first 
payment  was  concerned,  the  subscription 
of  the  first  £10.000,000  was  practically 
guaranteed  by  those  most  able  to  give 
that  guarantee  in  the  Transvaal.  He  had 
every  reason  to  expect  from  the  financial 
statement  of  the  resource.^  of  the  Trans- 
vaal sent  to  him  by  Lord  Milner  that  the 
revenue  of  the  Transvaal  would  be  such 
during  the  next  three  years  as  would 
amply  provide  for  all  the  cost  of  ad- 
ministration in  the  Transvaal  as  well  as 
for  the  interest  of  the  debt  which  would 
be  created  for  the  contribution.  But,  of 
cou  se,  as  every  one  knew,  the  view  then 
taken,  both  by  himself  and  others  and  all 
who  had  studied   the  matter,  was  too 
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optimistic.  He  did  not  pretend  to  be  a 
prophet  at  all.  He  judged  from  the 
material  at  his  hand  at  the  time ;  and  he 
came  to  the  conclusion  that  when  he 
had  to  settle  the  burden  to  be  put  on 
the  taxpayers  of  this  country  he  not  only 
had  the  right,  but  it  was  his  bounden 
duty,  to  consider  that  during  the  three 
years,  including  the  one  in  which  he  was 
speaking,  there  was  every  reason  to 
believe  in  the  receipt  of  £10,000,000  a 
year  from  the  Transvaal.  He  arranged 
his  Budget  accordingly,  and  everything 
quoted  from  his  speech  would  have  been 
fully  justified  had  the  contribution  been 
paid.  It  would  have  been  true  that  the 
amoimt  of  the  Sinking  Fund  would  have 
been  greater  than  any  percentage  of 
previous  times.  It  turned  out  that  the 
rosy  views  of  the  prospects  of  the 
Transvaal,  of  its  revenue  and  its  progress, 
were  not  justified. 

Earlier  in  the  afternoon  it  had 
been  asked  why  payment  of  the 
first  £10,000,000  was  not  insisted  on. 
The  reason  was  perfectly  obvious. 
It  was  true  that  there  was  a  guarantee 
from  the  mineowners,  but  what  the 
Government  had  to  consider  was  not  the 
question  of  taking  up  the  £10,000,000. 
About  that  there  was  no  doubt  at  all. 
What  they  had  to  consider  was  the 
possibility  of  the  Transvaal  being 
in  a  po'jtion  to  find  the  interest 
on  the  debt.  They  had  to  consider 
whether  they  should  exercise  the  power 
of  compelling  the  Transvaal,  whose 
conditions  were,  of  course,  extremely 
grave,  to  issue  a  loan  when  the  finance  of 
the  country  showed  it  was  quite  im- 
possible that  the  interest  on  the  loan 
could  be  paid  along  with  the  other  charges 
necessary  for  carrjring  on  the  govern- 
ment. It  would  have  been  the  height  of 
folly  to  insist  up  an  the  loan  being  issued 
in  these  conditions  merely  because  the 
floating  of  £10,000,000  had  been  guar- 
anteed. He  could  conceive  no  greater 
disservice  that  could  be  done  either 
to  the  Transvaal  or  this   ountry  than 

to  have  insisted  on  doing  such  a  pre- 
posterous thing. 

'^'Mr.  McCRAE  said  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  forgot  that  the  Transvaal  waa 
asked  to  raise  a  loan  of  £35,000,000. 
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Mr.  RITCHIE  said  that  was  all  the 
more  reason  for  not  putting  the  other 
burden       upon      the      colony.       The 
£35,000,000    loan      was    for    purposes 
altogether    diiferent.       It    was    mainly 
for   the    purposes  of    the  development 
of    the    Iransvaal    itself,   and  for    the 
payment  in  the  Transvaal  of  money  to 
those  to  whom  it    was  owing.    It  was 
after  aonsidering  that  the    interest   on 
that  loan  would  have  to  be   debited  to 
the  revenue  of  the  Transvaal  that  they 
found    it    impossible    to    in^t    upon 
£10,000,000  being  raised  at  that  time. 
He  had   greater  hopes  than   the   hoD. 
Gontlemati  of  the  future  of  the  Transvaal. 
He  believed  its  future  would  be  one  of 
boundless  prosperity.      He  based  that 
opinion,  not  only  on  the  produce  of  the 
mines,   but  on   the   agricultural  future 
before  the  colony.    He  did  not  take  the 
view   that    the    new    bodv  which   was 
created  was  likely    to   repudiate    that 
which  was   undoubtedly   properly    and 
fairly  due  to  us ;  only  he  did  not  think 
the    best    way    of    maintaining    good 
relations   with   the   Transvaal    was    to 
endeavour  to  incite  the  peop'e  there  to 
repudiate   the  undertaking  which  those 
who  were  at  the  time  responsible  gave  to 
us.     His  main  object,  however,  was  to 
show  that  from  the  information  he  then 
had  in  his  possession,  he  was  not  only 
justified  in  so  doing,  but  would  hive  bc^n 
deserving  of  condenmatioii  if  he  had  not 
taken   irito   account  that  larg.^  sum  of 
money  which  we  had  every  reason  to 
e.\pe<tfrom  th'5  Transvaal  and  which,  in 
the  opinion  of  the  Groveinment,  would  in 
course  of   time   come   into   the  Britibh 
Exchequer. 

Mr.  DILLON  said  he  made  no  charpe 
of  want  of  good  f  lith  on  the  pa.t  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  What  he  com- 
plained of  was  th  it  false  information  had 
been  systematically  sent  from  South 
Africa  to  delude  this  country. 

Mb.  RITCHIE  said  he  was  not  at- 
tributing any  ch.r^e  to  the  hoi. 
Member;  he  was  simply  defending  his 
own  action.  No  one  regretted  more  than 
\.e  did  that  the  hopes  of  the  Government 
had,  been  disappointed  ;  but,  while  he 
admitted  he  had  been  too  optimistic,  he 
repeated  that,  looking  at  the  information 


he  then  had,  he  was  justified  in  taking 
the  course  which  he  did. 

Mr.  EMMOTT  (Oldham)  said  he  had 
no  desire  to  blame  the  right  hon.  Grentle- 
man  the  Member  for  Croydon  for  having 
been  misled  by  the  invincible  optimism 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  West  Birmingham.  The  right  hon. 
Grentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham  had  misled  the  Member 
for  Croydon,  misled  the  Government, 
and  misled  the  House  of  Commons. 
Where  was  he  ?  How  was  it  that  when- 
ever debates  arose  about  this  £30,000,000 
loan  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
never  in  his  place  ?  This  mania  on 
the  part  of  some  Members  on  the  other 
side  for  Tunning  away  whenever  an  awk- 
ward question  arose  was  really  becoming 
a  matter  of  considerable  inconvenience 
to  the  House  of  Commons,  and  ought  to 
be  severely  reprobated.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  MemVer  for  Croydon  had 
stated  that  the  sum  of  £30,000,000  was 
undoubtedly  and  justly  due.  Could  he 
give  any  instance  in  modem  times  in 
which  one  country  which  had  been  con- 
quered by  another  had  been  made 
by  that  other  co\  ntry  to  pay  part 
of  the  cost  of  the  war  ?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  also  said  that  the 
amount  of  the  claim — i.e.,  the  £30,000,000 
— was  a  tribute  to  our  moderation, 
that  we  might  reasonably  have  asked 
for  more,  and  he  had  also  accused  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  of  inciting 
the  inhabitants  of  the  Transvaal  to 
repudiate  the  loan.  He  ventured  to  say 
that  there  was  something  very  much 
more  important  than  the  repudiation  of 
the  loan,  viz.,  our  future  relations  with 
the  Transvaal  and  the  great  danger  that 
the  inhabitants  might  feel  that  we  were 
pressing  unduly  for  our  pound  of  flesh. 

He  wanted  to  ask  the  House  to  consider 
the  nctual  facts  of  the  case.  In  the  first 
place  there  was  no  guarantee  as  to  the 
£30,000,000.  The  guarantee  was  for  the 
£10,000,000,  and  the  guarantors  were 
perfectly  willing  to  carry  that  out.  All 
he  knew  as  to  the  £30,000,000  was  that  a 
resolution  was  passed  by  certain  persons 
in  Johannesburg  approving  the  principle 
of  the  loan.  That  approval  was  subject 
to  conditions;  in  the  first  place  the 
financial  position  of  the  Transvaal  was  to 
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allow  of  it ;  in  tbe  second  place,  no  tax 
was  to  be  placed  on  land;  in  the  third 
place,  only  10  per  cent,  was  to  be  put  on 
mining  profits ;  and,  in  the  fourth  place, 
it  was  not  to  hinder  the  development  of 
the  Transvaal.  He  did  not  think  any- 
body could  call  that  a  guarantee,  neither 
could  they  call  it  a  debt  of  honour  on 
the  part  of  the  country.  The  people  who 
passed  the  resolution  were  hound  in 
honour  to  try  to  induce  the  country  to 
pay  the  £30,000,000,  but  that  was  the 
only  obligation  of  honour  that  pertained 
to  the  matter.  It  was  true  that  other 
circumstances  had  arisen  since.  It  was 
true  that  the  £30,000,000  loan  was  made 
an  excuse  for  inducing  us  to  allow  the 
introduction  of  Chinese  labour.  It  was 
true  that  diamonds  had  been  found  in 
the  Premier  Mine.  But  it  was  rather 
a  monstrous  doctrine  that  we  should 
seek  to  take  advantage  of  the 
Premier  Mine,  except  in  so  far  as  it 
relieved  the  financial  situation  there,  in 
order  to  enforce  the  £30,000,000  or  any 
part  of  it.  If  we  did  that  we  should  be 
straying  dangerously  near  to  the  principle 
of  interfering  with  taxation — a  principle 
that  lost  us  our  American  Colonies  100 
years  ago. 

Would  anybody  venture  to  say  that 
the  conditions  laid  down  for  the  issue  of 
the  £30,000,000  loan  were  likely  soon 
to  be  found  in  the  Transvaal  ?  His  hon. 
friends  on  the  Opposition  Benches, 
although  they  might  not  agree  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  or  himself 
about  the  matter,  practically  all  agreed 
that  we  were  not  going  to  get  this  money, 
but  a  great  many  of  them  said  we  ought 
to  try  to  get  it.  On  a  previous  occasion, 
when  dealing  with  this  matter,  he  made 
an  appeal  on  **  broad  Imperial  grounds," 
and  the  phrase  was  somewhat  laughed  at. 
Might  he  remind  his  hon.  friends  that  the 
enthusiastic  loyalty  of  our  Colonies  was 
due  to  the  principles  adopted  and  pushed 
by  the  Liberal  Party,  principles  that  gave 
them  freedom  to  direct  their  action  as 
they  liked  and  principles  that  gave  them 
absolute  fiscal  autonomy  ?  He  admitted 
that  the  Liberal  Party  stumbled,  upon 
those  principles  almost  by  chance.  Some 
members  of  the  Liberal  Party  desired  to 
make  it  easy  for  the  Colonies  **  to  cut  the 
painter,"  but  they  at  any  rate  said, 
**  We  cannot  keep  them  by  force  perma- 


nently; let  us  give  them  autonomy."  And 
autonomy  was  given,  with  the  result  that 
our  self-governing  Colonies  had  become 
enthusiastically  loyal.  It  was  because 
he  saw  in  the  great  eagerness  of  this 
House  to  enforce  this  £30,000,000  loan  a 
danger  of  interfering  with  that  funda- 
mental principle  of  fiscal  autonomy  that 
he  ventured  to  ask  the  House  to  pause. 

He  knew  that  those  who  took  the  Une 
he  was  taking  would  be  taunted  with  incit- 
ing to  repudiation.  He  was  not  inciting 
the  people  of  the  Transvaal  to  repudiation. 
We  had  a  perfect  right  to  the  £350,000 
which  we  had  saved  them  by  guaranteeing 
the  £35,000,000  loan,  and  we  were  fully 
entitled  to  ask  for  the  issue  of  the 
£10,000,000,  because  the  interest  would  be 
paid  by  that  £350,000.  But  if  we  sought 
to  impose  the  further  loan,  he  was  con- 
vinced that  the  Het  folk  and  the 
Responsible  Government  Association 
would  inevitably  use  the  refusal  to  find 
the  money  as  one  of  the  chief  planks  in 
the  first  contested  election  under  the  new 
Constitution.  That  would  be  a  serious 
matter,  because  it  would  inevitably  stir  up 
bad  blood  between  them  and  us.  Even  if 
he  stood  alone — but  he  was  glad  to  know 
that  he  did  not — he  would  beg  the 
House  seriously  to  consider  this  matter, 
and  not  in  any  way  to  seek  to  enforce 
the  loan.  If  the  people  of  the  Transvaal 
chose  to  send  us  the  money,  well  and 
good,  but  let  there  be  no  talk  about  a 
*^  debt  of  honour."  There  was  no  debt 
of  honour,  but  there  was  an  obligation 
of  honour  upon  certain  individuals  who 
had  no  right  to  speak  for  anybody  but 
themselves  and  the  association  they 
directly  represented.  They  did  not 
represent  the  Boers  or  a  great  portion  of 
the  whites.  He  appealed  to  the  House 
to  leave  the  matter  to  the  people,  and 
not  to  be  disappointed  if  we  did  not  get 
any  of  the  money.  Beyond  the 
£10,000,000,  he  doubted  whether  we 
ought  to  claim  the  money ;  he  did  not 
thmk  we  ought,  but  he  was  certain  we 
should  not  get  it,  and  he  wished  the 
House  would  see  the  wisdom  of  giving  up 
the  claim. 

Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN  said 
he  had  been  in  the  House  a  good  many 
years,  but  he  had  never  heard  a  more 
unprovoked,  more  ungenerous,  and  more 
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unfair  outburst  than  that  with  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Oldham  began  his 
speech. 

Mr,  EMMOTT  :  Why  is  it  unfair  ? 

Mr,  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN  said 
he  supposed  the  subject  of  the  Transvaal 
Loan  was  sufficiently  germane  to  the 
Finance  Bill  to  admit  of  its  being  dis- 
cussed in  this  clause,  but  there  was 
nothing  in  the  clause  itself  to  suggest 
that  such  a  discussion  would  aiise,  and 
there  was  nothing  either  in  the  Amend- 
ments on  the  Paper  to  suggest  it.  Yet 
the  hon.  Member,  in  the  absence  of  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham,  and  with- 
out giving  what  was  usual  between  private 
Members — notice  to  the  Member  whose 
conduct  he  proposed  to  challenge 

*Mr.  EMMOTT :  I  think  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  perfectly  fair  in  that.  I 
ought  not  to  have  attacked  the  Member 
for  West  Birmingham  for  his  absence 
this  afternoon,  and  I  withdraw  that  part 
of  what  I  said  entirely,  but  I  cannot  with- 
draw it  entirely  as  rega.rds  previous 
occasions  when  he  has  not  been  here.  I 
ought  not  to  have  said  it  in  reference 
to  this  afternoon,  and  I  am  sorry. 

Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN  said 
he  wished  the  hon.  Member  would 
withdraw  the  whole,  but  he  should 
say  no  more  about  it.  As  to  the  debate, 
he  could  only  beg  the  House  to 
consider  whether  it  did  in  fact  advance 
any  national  interest  by  such  a 
discussion.  He  needed  scarcely  to  say 
that  he  did  not  in  any  way  share  in  the 
criticism  directed  against  his  hon.  friend 
the  Member  for  Croydon  for  his  Budget 
sp3ech  two  years  ago,  or  for  the  anticipa- 
tions which  he  then  made.  Although 
the  result  of  the  past  two  years  had  bean  to 
show  that  he  had  expected  the  prosperity 
of  the  Transvaal  to  come  earlier  than  in 
fact  it  had  done,  he  did  not  doubt  to-day, 
any  more  than  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Croydon  did,  thut  there 
was  a  great  and  prosperous  future  before 
the  Transvaal,  and  that  it  might  be  well 
within  its  p^wor  in  the  future  to  fulfil  the 
obligation  which  they  had  anticipated 
might  have  been  fulfilled  in  the  course  of 
the  three  years  spoken  of;  but  he  did 
ask  whether  the  national  interest  or  the 

Mr,  Austen  Chamberlain. 


Imp3rial  interest  was  served  by  a  aeries 
of  speeches  in  which  our  fellow-subjects 
in  the  Transvaal  were  alternately  told 
that  they  were  too  mean  to  pay,  that  they 
ought  not  to  be  called  upon  to  pay,  that 
they  were  too  poor  to  pay,  and  that  they 
ought  to  be  ashamed  of  themselves  for 
not  paying.  He  did  not  believe  any  of 
these  lines  was  calculated  to  promote 
either  good  feeling  or  mutual  respect,  or 
to  S3cure  a  settlement  of  this  qaastion 
as  he  hoped  it  would  be  settled,  and  as 
he  was  s  ire  it  ought  to  be  settled,  by  the 
common  support  of  both  Partiei  acting 
in  support  of  common  Imperial  interests 
and  with  a  common  regard  to  the  honour 
and  dignity  of  the  British  name.  He 
appealed  to  the  Committee  to  bring  to  a 
doe  a  discussion  which  led  to  no  useful 
result,  in  order  that  they  might  start 
clear  Ion  Monday  with  the  first  of  the 
new  clauses  which  raised  the  important 
question  of  the  coal  duty,  and  which  he 
was  as  anxio'js  as  other  hon.  Members 
should  begin  at  the  most  convenient  time. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) 
said  that  if  anv  hon.  Members  took  the 
trouble  to  look  through  l^e  accounts  of 
bankers  they  would  find  tin  item  "doubt- 
ful debts."  Why  was  that  put  in? 
Everybody  knew  that  doubtful  debts 
meant  bad  debts.  What  they 
complained  oi  was  that  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  persisted  in  treat- 
ing this  very  doubtful  debt  as  a 
positive  asset.  He  did  so  in  his  calcula- 
tions, and  they  had  not  got  a  larger 
Sinking  Fund  because  of  this  asset.  He 
should  like  to  know  whether  an  actuary 
in  the  City  would  say  that  this  debt  wjs 
worth  more  than  £1,000,000  sterling. 
Could  the  right  hon.  (Jentleman  indue* 
any  firm  in  the  City  to  give  him  £1,000,000 
sterling  for  this  debt  ?  It  was  all  very 
well  for  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
to  take  a  sanguine  view  of  the  Transva  1 
and  ^ay  he  was  sure  they  would  pay  this 
debt.  They  might  say  that  of  anv  kind 
of  property.  They  might  say  it  in  regard 
to  land,  hut  if  a  mortgage  was  asked  for 
upon  land,  it  would  only  be  advan  ;ed  in 
proportion  to  the  actual  value  and  not 
according  to  the  prospective  chance  value. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said 
thev  were  doing  a  bad  service  to  the 
cause  of  Imporialis^n  when  his  hon. 
friend  tiie  Member  for  Oldham  said  ho 
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did  not  think  the  Transvaal  ought  to  be 
called  upon  to  pay  this  debt.  They 
must  deal  with  actual  facts  and  not 
probabilities,  and  surely  his  hon.  friend 
had  a  right  to  prot-^st  against  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  taking  this  asset  as 
being  of  any  actual  value. 

The  right  hon.  Grentleman  the  Member 
for  West  Birmingham  went  to  South 
Africa,  md  they  were  t  )ld  thit  they  would 
at  least  get  £40,000.000,  £60,000,000,  or 
even  £60,000,000  from  the  Transvaal. 
That  was  the  prevalent  idea  at  that  time. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman's  bargain  was, 
"  I  will  guarantee  interest  on  £35,000,000, 
provided  you  will  agree  to  raise  a  ban  of 
£30,000,000  in  c  )n3ideration  of  what 
you  owe  f  r  the  war."  The  right  hon. 
Gentium  in's  boast  was  that  this  was 
not  as  much  as  it  ought  to  have 
been,  but  in  his  opinion  '*  a  bird  in  the 
hand  was  worth  two  in  the  bush."  If 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  come 
home  with  this  £30,000,000  instead  of 
the  benevolent  guarantee  that  these 
millionaires  would  pay,  or  if  he  had 
come  back  with  g^od  bills  saying  that 
they  would  take  the  risk,  then  he  should 
have  Said  that  he  had  made  a  good 
bargain.  But  he  came  home  and  said 
they  were  to  have  this  £30,000,000  some 
time.  They  now  knew  that  the  Trans- 
vaal could  not  pay  it,  and  all  they  had 
got  was  a  promise  to  pay.  They  had 
derived  no  benefit  whatever  from  the 
loan  they  had  guaranteed.  He  was  sorry 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  West  Birmingham  was  not 
present,  because  he  should  have  liked 
an  explanation  from  him  as  to  why  he 
made  this  extremely  bad  bargain.  He 
did  not  think  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  ought  to  take  it  into  his  con- 


sideration at  all,  because  if  they  got  this 
money  it  would  be  simply  wonderful. 
He  would  suggest  that  they  should  say 
to  the  gentlemen  who  guaranteed  this 
money,  "  You  pay'  the  £10,000,000  down 
and  agree  to  raise  the  interest  on  the 
balance  as  a  specific  debt  to  be  charged 
upon  your  mines.'*  That  would  be  a 
good  bargain  for  this  country.  He  pro- 
tested against  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  perpetually  treating  this  debt 
as  a  good  asset,  because  it  was  not  a 
good  asset.  U  he  were  one  of  the 
inhabitants  of  the  Transvaal,  and  not 
connected  with  the  mines,  he  should 
object  to  this  debt.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham, when  he  was  in  South  Africa, 
called  a  meeting  of  some  of  the  mine- 
owners  and  they  made  this  bargain  with 
him.  He  wished  to  know  what  right 
they  had  to  pledge  the  country. 
They  were  told  that  it  was  a  master 
of  honour  with  the  Transvaal  to  pay,  but 
the  people  of  the  Transvaal  had  not 
pledged  themselves  to  pay.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  that  the  guar- 
anteed loan  was  intended  to  develop 
the  country,  but  who  would  benefit 
by  that.  Why,  the  mineowners.  A 
large  amount  of  the  money  had  been 
spent  upon  railways,  and  the  mine- 
owners  were  the  persons  who  mainly 
benefited  by  railways.  They  had  largely 
bene^ted  by  the  expenditure  of  the 
£35,000  000  loan,  and  therefore  they 
ou^t  to  be  ready  themselves  to  pay  the 
£30,000,000. 

Question  put. 

The  Comm'ttee  divided: — Ayes,  226; 
Noes,  181.    (Division  List  No.  178.) 


Agg- Gardner,  James  Tynte 
Agnew,  Sir  Andrew  Noel 
Allhusen,  AugustusHenryEden 
Allsopp,  Hon.  George 
Anson,  Sir  William  Reynell 
Amold-For8ter,Rt.Hn.Hughp 
Arrol,  Sir  William 
Atkinson,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Aubrey-Fletcher.Rt.  Hn  Sir  H. 
Bagot^  Capt.  Josoeline  FitzRoy 
Bailey,  James  (Walworth) 
Bain,  Goloael  James  Robert 
Baird,  John  George  Alexander 
Balcarros,  Lord 
Baldwin,  Alfred 


AYES. 

Balfour,  Rt.  Hn.  A.  J.  (ManohV 
Balfour,  Capt  G.  B.  (Homsey) 
Balfour,  RtHn.  Gerald  W(  Leeds 
Balfour,  Kenneth  R.  (Ghristcb. 
Banbury,  Sir  Frederick  Geor^ 
Banner,  John  S.  Harmood- 
Barry,  Sir  Francis  T.  (Windsor) 
Bartley,  Sir  Gteorge  C.  T. 
Beach,Rt.Hn.SirMichael  Hicks 
Bhownaggree,  Sir  M.  M. 
Bignold,  Sir  Arthur 
Bigwood,  James 
Bingham,  Lord 
Blundell,  Colonel  Henry 
Bosoawen,  Arthur  Griffith- 


Boulnois,  Edmund 
Brodriok,  Rt.  Hon.  St  John 
Brotherton,  Edward  Allen 
Brown,  Sir  Alex.  H.  (Shropsh.) 
Brymer,  William  Ernest 
Butcher,  John  (xeorge 
CampbeU,J.H.M.(Dublm  Univ. 
Carson,  Rt  Hon.  Sir  Edw.  H. 
CauUey,  Henry  Strother 
Cavendish,  V.C.W.(Dcrbyshire) 
Cayzer,  Sir  Charles  Wmiam 
Chamberlain,  Rt  Hn.  J.(Birm.) 
Chamberlain.RtHn.  J.  A.  (Wore. 
Chamberlayno,  T.  (S*thampton 
Chapman,  Edward 
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Clive,  Captain'^Percy  A. 
Coohr«ne,|Hon!  Thofl.  H.A.E. 
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Gorbett»  A.  Cameron  (Qlaagow) 
Gorbett,  T.  L.  (Down,  North) 
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Grenfell,  William  Henry 
Gretton,  John 
Greville,  Hon.  Ronald 
Gunter,  Sir  Robert 
Hain,  Edward 

Hamnton,RtHnLordG  (Midd*x 
Hamilton,Marq.of  (Lond'nd'ry 
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Powell,  Sir  Francis  Sharp 
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Purvis,  Robert 
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Tkllxbs  fob  tiis  Ayxs— Sir 
Alexander  Acland-Hood  and 
Viscount  Valentia. 
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Cremer.  William  Randal 
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Douglas,  Charles  M.  (Lanark) 
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Hutchinson,  Dr.  Charles  Fredk. 
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Joyce,  I^Dchael 
Kearley,  Hudson,  E. 
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Leng,  Sir  John 
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MacNeill,  John  Gordon  Swift 
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M'Fadden,  Edward 
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Morgan,  J.  Lloyd  (Carmarthen) 
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Murphy,  John 

Nannetti,  Joseph  P. 

Newnes,  Sir  George 

Nolan,  Col.  John  P.(Galway,N.) 

Nolan,  Joseph  (Louth,  South) 

Norton,  Capt  Cecil  William 

Nussey,  Thomas  Willans 
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O'Brien,  Patrick  (Kilkenny) 

O'Brien,  P.  J.  (Tipperary,  N.) 
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O'Dowd,  John 
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Partington,   Oswald 
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Redmond,  John  E.  ( Waterf ord) 
Reid,  Sir  R.  Threshie(  Dumfries 
Riohards,Thomas(W.Monm*th) 
Rickett,  J.  Compton 
Roberts,  John  H.  (Denbighs) 
Robson,  William  Snowdon 
Roche,  John 
Roe,  Sir  Thomas 
Runciman,  Walter 
Russell,  T.  W. 

Samuel,  Herbert  L.  (Cleveland) 
Schwann,  Charles  E.  . 
Seely.  Maj.J.E.B.(T«leof  Wight 
Shackleton,  David  James 
Shaw,  Charles  Edw.  (Stafford) 
Sheehan,  Daniel  Daniel 
Shipman,  Dr.- John  G. 
Sinclair,  John  (Forfarshire) 
Slack,  John  Bamiord 
Smith,  Samuel  (Flint) 
Soames,  Arthur  Wellesloy 
Soares,  Ernf^st  J. 
Spencer,RtHn.C.R.  (Northants 

I  Stanhope,  Hon.  Philip  James 
Strachey,  Sir  Edward 
Sullivan,  Donal 

'  Taylor,  Theoddre  C.  (Radcliffe) 
Thomas,  A.  (Carmarthen,  E.) 
Thomas,  Sir  A.  (Glamorgan,E.) 
Thoma3,David  Alfred(Merthyr) 
Thomas,  JA(Glamorgan,Gowcr 
TiUett,  Louis  John 
Toulmin,  George 
Trevelyan,  Charles  Philips 
Wallace,  Robert 
Walton,   Joseph   (Bamsley) 
Warner,  Thomas  Couitenay  T. 
Wason,  Eugene  (Clackmannan) 
Wason,  John  Cathcart(  Orkney ) 
White,  George  (Norfolk) 
Whiteley,  George  (York,  W.R.) 
Whitley,  J.  H.  (HaUfax) 
Whittaker,  Thomas  Palmer 
Wilson,  FredW(Norfolk,  Mid.) 
Wilson,  Henry  J.  (York,  W.R.) 
Wilson,  John  (Durham,  Mid.) 
Wilson,  J.  W.  (Worcestersh.  N. 
Young,  Samuel 
Yoxau,  James  Henry 

TiLLSBS  TOR  THE  NOES— Mr. 

M'Kenna  and  Mr.  Dalzid.  ^ 


Question  proposed,  "  That  the  clause 
stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Mr.  DALZIEL  (Kirkcaldy  Burghs) 
said  that  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  West  Birmingham  was 
now  in  his  place,  it  was  only  right,  in  the 
interests  of  decency  and  fair  play,  that  he 
should  be  apprised  of  what  took  place 
in  hifl  absence.  Several  hon.  Members 
had  complained  that  on  every  occasion 
when  the  Transvaal  war  loan  con- 
tribution was  discussed  the  right  hon. 
^ntleman  had  never  been  present.    He 


rather  thought  that  on  one  occasion  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  did  make  a  speech 
on  the  subject,  but  at  any  rate  complaint 
was  made  that  he  was  not  present  that 
afternoon.  That  complaint  was  hardly 
justified,  because  the  Amendment,  as  it 
stood  on  the  Paper,  g  ive  no  indication 
that  the  question  would  be  raised.  But 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  now 
present,  and  as  he  was  the  person 
piincipally  concerned  in  this  matter, 
he  would  probably  avail  himself  of  the 
opportunity  which  he,  with  great  modesty, 
offered  him  of  making  an  explanation. 
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The  lemarkB  he  was  making  were 
not  directed  in  any  personal  sense 
against  the  right  hon.  Grentleman,  but  ,he 
was  the  only  person  who  was  able  to 
give  the  required  information. 

The  question  was  whether  this  guaran- 
tee received  by  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
during  his  visit  to  the  Transvaal  was 
something  which  could  be  regarded  as  a 
valuable  asset  or  not.  That  was  the 
whole  point.  Were  we  or  were  we  not  to 
receive  a  contribution  from  the  Transvaal 
towards  the  expenses  of  the  war!  It 
was  said  that  the  gentlemen  who  gave 
the  guarantee  had  no  authority  to  speak 
for  the  people  of  the  Transvaal,  and  he 
believed  that  that  was  to  a  large  extent 
trae.  It  was  a  personal  guarantee. 
They  had  now  got  to  a  point  when  there 
ought  to  be  no  humbugging  or  finessing. 
For  two  yeai;3  they  had  been  told  that 
the  money  market  was  unfavourable,  but 
now  it  was  very  &vourabIe,  and  still  there 
was  no  attempt  to  issue  this  loan.  He 
noticed  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer had  a  consultation  with  the  ex* 
Colonial  Secretary.  Had  he  still  the 
same  confidence  that  the  pledge  would 
be  redeemed  ?  His  confidence  was  shaken. 
They  could  not  blame  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  who  was  sitting  there 
with  a  claim  which  he  inherited. 
There  was  every  indication  that  this 
claim  would  be  repudiated  by  the  Trans- 
vaal. It  was  on  the  threshold  of  repre- 
sentative government,  and  this  matter 
would  be  made  the  subject  of  agitation 
and  would  be  one  of  the  governing  issues 
in  the  colony  unless  the  Imperial 
Government  came  to  somedefinite  opinion 
on  the  matter.  Was  this  asset  of  any  value, 
and  did  the  Government  attach  any  im- 
portance to  it  ?  Would  the  Government 
make  any  representation  to  the  Transvaal 
that  they  must  pay  this  contribution? 
There  was  a  complaint  that  they  were 
apt,  in  discussing  this  question,  to 
interfere  with  th?  prospect  of  the  con- 
tribution being  paid.  He  admitted  that 
might  be  so ;  but  was  the  House  to  sit 
silent  while  no  effoit  was  being  made  by 
the  Goverximent.  They  had  now  arrived 
at  a  point  when  that  policy  had  to  cease. 
They  had  a  right  to  ask  if  the  Transvaal 
was  going  to  pay.  He  did  not  suggest, 
for  a  moment,  that  any  undue  pressure 
should  be  brought  to  bear;  but  the 
^'>!nmittee  ought  to  know  whether  the 


Transvaal  intended  to  repudiate  responsi- 
bility in  the  matter.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham  had  now  an  opportunity  of 
explaining  how  the  matter  stood. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Birmingham; 
W.) :  I  am  much  obliged  to  the  hon. 
Member  opposite  for  his  good  intentions 
in  affording  me  the  opportunity  of  which 
he  has  spoken.  So  far  as  he  wishes  to 
have  my  opinion  in  the  matter  under 
discussion  I  am  perfectly  ready  to  give  it 
to  him,  but  he  wiU  understand  that,  as  I 
am  no  longer  in  the  Government;  I  can- 
not speak  for  the  Government;  I  can 
only  speak  of  what  happened  while  I  was 
a  member  of  the  Government.  Before, 
however,  I  come  to  that,  let  me  say  that 
if  anyone  in  my  absence  has  been  com- 
pla'ning  that  I  was  not  here  to  meet  any 
charges  that  might  be  brought  against  m^^, 
I  think  that  is  axtremely  unreasonable* 
I  had  not  the  remotest  idea  that  anything 
in  connection  with  the  Transvaal  loan 
was  coming  on  this  afternoon,  and 
by  the  merest  chance  I  happened  to 
enter  the  House,  and  that  only 
after  the  division  had  been  called. 

Speaking  for  myself  and  not  for  the 
Government,  I  do  not  think  there  is 
anything  I  have  ever  said  on  the  subject 
of  this  loan  which  I  wish  now  to  with- 
draw or  change  in  the  slightest  degree. 
It  is  quite  likely  that,  speaking  to  this 
House,  I  expressed  anticipations  as  to 
the  way  this  loan  would  be  raised  and 
this  oontribution  would  be  made  whicb 
time  has  shown  to  be  too  sanguine,  but 
beyond  that  I  cannot  call  to  mind 
anything  on  which  I  need  express  a 
change  of  opinion  now.  What  were  the 
circumstances?  I  think  the  majority 
of  the  people  of  this  courtry — and  none 
wete  more  strenuous  than  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite — were  of  opinion  that  the 
British  subjects  of  the  Transvaal  were 
under  an  honourable  obligation  to 
contribute  towards  the  expense  of  die 
war  in  which  they  were  so  much 
interested,  and  in  which  they  liad 
entirely  concurred.  I  share  that  opinion. 
The  only  question  was.  What  would  be 
a  fair  sum  for  them  to  pay,  and  under 
what  conditions  ?  I  went  to  the 
Transvaal  with  the  idea  of  ear-marking 
cet tain  sources  of  revenue  and  continuing 
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to  set  them  to  the  credit  of  the  Ex- 
chequer until  a  large  fixed  sum  had  been 
reached.  But  on  the  representations 
that  were  made  when  I  went  to  South 
Africa  I  agreed  that  that  was  not  a  wise 
policy  to  adopt,  that  it  was  a  kind  of  policy 
which  most  probably  would  result  in  fric- 
tion and  dissatisfaction,  that  it  would  be 
regarded  as  a  tribute,  and  not  only  as  a 
tribute,  but  it  woul  1  have  caused  a 
constant  and  perpetual  interference  on 
the  part  of  the  Exchequer  of  this  countr}* 
in  connection  with  the  finances  of  the  new 
colony,  a  state  of  things  which  would  be 
intolerable  in  a  self-governing  colony; 
and,  as  my  view  was  that  we  should 
treat  the  new  colonies  as  far  as  possible 
as  self-governing  colonies,  it  was  also, 
as  I  considered,  intolerable  in  the  pre- 
liminary stages.  Therefore  I  had  recourse 
to  an  attempt  to  agree  upon  a  fixed  sum 
which  should  be  raised  immediately,  or 
as  early  as  the  market  would  allow,  and 
which  should  be  raised  by  way  of  loan, 
the  transaction  being  thus  concluded  at 
the  earliest  possible  moment  and  in  the 
simplest  possible  way. 

Now,  by  whom  was  that  view  of 
the  arrangement  which  was  ulti- 
mately come  to  assented  to  ?  Of 
course  the  Boers  did  not  assent  to  it. 
However  fair  it  might  be  that  they  should 
pay  some  sort  of  indemnity  for  the  war 
they  commenced,  you  could  not  expect 
them  to  assent  to  the  arrangements  made 
willingly  and  voluntarily ;  but  I  must  say 
that,  at  the  time  of  which  I  am  speaking, 
there  did  not  seem  to  be  any  strong 
feeling — not  a  particle — and  the  reason 
was  that  they  were  more  anxiou3  for 
other  things,  and  knew  perfectly  well  that 
a  very  small  proportion  of  this  tax  could 
under  any  circumstances  fall  upon  them. 
They  saw,  as  did  everybody  else,  that  it 
was  really  a  question  how  much  the  gold 
industry,  speaking  widely  and  including 
every  class  engaged  in  it,  from  the 
millionaire  to  the  smallest  labourer, 
shoald  pay.  Of  that  interest  the  repre- 
sentatives that  were  got  together  were, 
I  think,  most  satisfactory.  There  was  not 
a  branch  of  the  industry,  no  important 
section  of  the  industry,  which  was  left 
out,  and  we  specially  took  care  to  call 
upon  the  representatives  of  the  working 
classes,  who  appeared  at  the  final  meeting. 
This    meeting    sent   to  me  a  resolution 


which  was  passed  by  the  whole  of  those 
present  with  the  exception  of  four,  agree- 
ing and  pledging  themselves  to  give  their 
support  in  every  way  in  their  power. 
The  four  who  did  not  sign  that  statement 
or  requisition  were  the  four  working  men. 
After  thi?  was  known — I  think  within 
twenty-four  hours,  or,  at  all  events,  forty- 
eight  hours— these  four  gjntlemen  came 
to  me  to  say  that  they  had  been  mistaken, 
that  they  had  objected  to  some  small 
question,  but  that  they  were  entirely  in 
favour  of  the  contribution,  and  that  they, 
the  working  men,  were  quite  as  ready 
to  pay  their  share  of  the  expense  as 
anyone  el«e.  1  may  say  that  the 
broad  and  patriotic  view  taken  by 
them  was  confirmed  by  some  of  the 
smaller  trade  unions  of  the  country. 
That  is  the  position,  and  I  have  no  reason 
whatever  to  believe  that  any  of  these 
persons  have  changed  their  opinions. 
I  am  sure  every  one  of  them  feels  that  he 
is  bound  in  honour  to  do  everything  in 
his  power  to  carry  out  that  agreement. 

I  confess  I  do  not  think  it  very  en- 
co  jraging  to  them,  indeed  I  think  it  is, 
if  not  insulting,  most  ofEensive  to  ass  jine, 
as  hon.  Members  opposite  have  done,  that 
they  do  not  mean  to  observe  their  obliga- 
tion. I  think  it  is  bad  policy  in  the  case 
of  a  debt  of  this  kind  to  tell  your  debtor 
he  is  a  fool  if  he  pays.  I  do  not  believe 
that  that  sort  of  argument  will  have  any 
effect  upon  the  men  with  whom  I  dealt. 
If  you  express  the  beUef  that  they  will 
be  false  to  their  word  it  may  be  th<^y 
will  feel  offended  and  not  pay,  and  I  cer- 
tainly do  not  think  that  you  are  assisting, 
1  wiU  not  say  the  Grovemment,  but  the 
people  of  this  country,  in  obtaining  the 
relief  to  which  I  think  they  are  honestly 
entitled.  If  you  do  not  get  the 
£30,000,000  I  think  you  are  largely 
responsible  for  their  default  but  that  I 
do  not  anticipate.  At  that  time  every- 
body expected — ^that  side  of  the  House 
as  well  as  this — there  would  be  an 
immense  development  and  increase  in 
the  prosperity  of  South  Africa,  and  that 
that  increase  would  take  place  im- 
mediately and  continuously.  [Opposition 
cries  of  **  No."]  Of  course,  if  you  hold  me 
literally  I  will  not  say  every  one  did,  but 
the  majority  did,  and  let  me  say  also  that 
those  people  whose  business  it  is  to 
govern  their  actions  by  their  knowledge 


1307 


Finance 


{COMMONS} 


Ba. 


liU<$ 


or  financial  probabilities  had  complete 
confidence  in  the  future  of  the  country. 
There  was  a  beginning  of  the  develop- 
ment, but  it  came  to  an  end  very 
soon.  Instead  of  finding  tiie  gold 
industry  recovering  as  quickly  as 
we  had  anticipated  it  would,  and  that 
the  development  of  other  industries  such 
as  the  copper  and  coal  mines  was  making 
greater  progresf>  we  know  for  a  time 
there  was  a  very  great  depression.  In 
consequence  cf  that  the  conditions  under 
which  this  contribution  was  promised 
did  not  arise,  they  were  postponed.  It 
was  a  condition  thfit  we  should  not  place 
on  the  Transvaal  addit  onal  taxation  for 
the  purpose  of  paying  interest  on  this 
contribution.  It  was  another  condition 
that  we  should  not  introduce  the  loan  or 
i/ice  the  introduction  of  the  loan  at  a 
time  when  the  money  market  was  un- 
favourabli".,  and  we  undertook  to  consult 
financiers  conversant  with  the  matter 
before  we  put  the  loan  upon  the  market. 
It  is  quite  true  that  I  thought  the  loan 
would  be  introduced,  and  that  in  less  than 
three  years  the  whole  of  the  contribution 
would  be  paid.  In  that  I  have  been  dis- 
appointed, and  I  think  everybody  with 
me.  The  trade,  prosperity,  energy,  and 
enterprise  have  not  come  as  quickly  as  I 
expected.  Now  I  believe  most  people 
think  that  things  are  improved.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  opposite  shakes 
his  head. 

*    Sir   .ROBERT     REID      (Dumfries 
Burghs) :  No,  I  only  hope  it  may  be  so. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN:  I  beg  his 
pardon ;  I  thought  by  that  gesture  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was  express- 
ing dissent.  All  I  can  say  is  that  all 
concerned  in  the  Transvaal  take  a 
very  hopeful  view  of  the  situation.  It 
may  have  been  impossible  in  the  present 
year  to  furnish  sufficient  income  to  pay 
the  interest  on  the  first  instalment  of 
£10,000,000  in  addition  to  what  is  re- 
quired for  the  needs  of  the  Transvaal 
itself,  but  there  is  no  reason  whatever  to 
doubt  that  the  money  will  be  forthcom'ng 
next  year,  and,  if  so,  next  year  is  the  time 
when  we  ought  to  ask  those  who  gave  the 
assurance  to  do  all  in  their  power 
to  get  the  obligation  acknowledged. 
If  His  Majesty's  Government  had 
not    decided    to     give    to    the   Trans- 

Mr,  J.  Chamberlain, 


vaal  a  more  Uberal  Constitution  than 
it  possessed  before  they  could  have  gone 
to  the  Legislative  Council— and  there 
was  not  the  least  doubt  as  to  what 
their  decision  would  have  been — or  the 
Government  could  have  done  another 
thing,  they  could  have  gone  back  to  the 
original  idea  of  earmarking  the  sums  to 
which  they  thought  they  were  entitled 
as  a  charge  on  the  revenue.  Bat  they 
thought  they  were  justified  in  trusting  to 
those  with  wh<^m  we  had  hitherto  treated 
and  who  had  given  us  the  only  under- 
taking that  could  have  been  f^iven  at 
that  time,  when  there  were  no  represen- 
tative institutions  in  the  Transvaal  and 
when  those  gentlemen  only  represented 
themselves.  The  Cover ament  have  ex- 
plained their  reasons  for  leaving  it  to  the 
new  representative  authority  to  decide 
whether  or  not  thev  will  confirm  the 
action  of  those  with  whom  I  had 
necessarily  to  negotiate. 

The  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  asked  me 
what  my  opinion  is,  whether  I  think  wc 
have  a  valuable  asset  ?  Yes  I  do.  I  a:n 
quite  certain  of  this,  that  in  the  new 
Assembly  there  will  be  some  of  these  men. 
I  should  not  wonder  if  it  did  LOt  include 
a  large  proportion  of  those  who  are  direct 
representatives  of  the  Boer  population, 
still  I  hope  there  will  be  a  majority  who 
will  accept  this  obligation  as  an  obliga- 
tion of  honour  and  will  give  it  legal 
application.  I  can  only  give  my  own 
opmion,  I  can  give  no  proof.  It  is  open 
to  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  to 
think  I  am  too  sanguine,  but  I  am 
sanguine  because  I  believe  absolutely  in 
the  honour  of  those  with  whom  I  have 
dealt.  I  may  be  disappointed,  but 
that  is  a  h3rpothesis  that^  I  refu-e 
to  consider.  It  is  because  I  believe  in 
the  thoroughly  honourable  spirit  of  the^ 
men  that  I  say  it  is  a  valuable  asset, 
and  that  I  see  no  reason  whate\'cr 
why  in  a  comparatively  short  time 
we  should  not  get  the  whole  sum. 

Sir  ROBERT  REID  said  he  remem- 
bered very  distinctly  the  speech  in  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  first  dealt 
with  the  subject  of  the  Transvaal  con- 
tribution towards  the  expenses  of 
the  war,  and  he  never  heard  a 
rosier  picture  of  the  piospects  of  any 
country  than  the  right  hon,  Grentleiuan 
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then  gave  of  the  future  of  South  Africa. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  then  said 
nothing  about  the  payment  of  tiie  money 
being  conditional,  except  that  it  was 
conditional  upon  the  £35,000,000  loan 
being  issued  and  the  absolution  of  the 
mining  industry  from  taxation  in 
excess  of  10  per  cent.  Both  of  those 
conditions  were  fulfilled,  but  nothing 
had  been  paid.  More  than  that,  the 
right  hon.  Grentleman  stated  that  the 
first  instalment  was  to  be  paid  on  January 
Ist  of  last  year  and  the  second  instalment 
on  January  Ist  of  this  year.  Bearing  these 
facts  in  mind,  it  was  somewhat  astonish- 
ing to  hear  the  right  hon.  Grentleman  now 
declare  that  he  had  nothing  to  withdraw 
from  the  statement  which  he  originally 
made  to  the  House.  He  had  no  doubt 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  his  visit 
to  South  Africa  was  actuated  by  the 
most  patriotic  motives.  He  was  quite 
ready  to  credit  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
with  patriotic  motives ;  he  only  ¥rished 
the  right  hon.  Grentleman  would  be  as 
ready  to  give  similar  credit  to  those  who 
opposed  him.  But  th  right  hon.  Grentle- 
man went  out  in  a  spirit  of  impulse  and 
in  a  spirit  of  credulity,  ready  to  listen  to 
all  who  sympathised  or  pretended  they 
sympathised  with  his  Imperialistic  ideas. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  also  believed 
implicitly  the  statements  which  had 
been  sent  home  by  Lord  Milner.  l^e 
most  brilliant  anticipations  were  in- 
dulged in  by  the  right  hon.  Grentleman 
and  by  Lord  Milner  and  they  had  all 
turned  out  to  be  appallingly  wrong  from 
beginning  to  end.  All  he  could  say 
in  reference  to  that  was  that  he  thought 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  owe  to  the 
House  something  in  the  nature  of  a 
withdrawal  or  expression  of  regret  that  he 
had  misled  the  House — not  consciously, 
of  course,  because  he  believed  the  right 
hon.  Grentleman  was  perfectly  sincere  ; 
but  by  the  erroneous  judgment  he  formed 
on  the  materials  laid  before  him. 

The  right  hon.  Grentleman  said  it  would 
be  insulting  to  expect  that  the  Boers 
should  wilUngly  pay  any  part  of  this 
contribution.  He  was  astonished  when 
he  heard  that.  He  did  not  wish  to  say 
anything  in  the  least  suggestive  of 
repudiation  or  anything  affecting  the 
honour  of  the  persons  who  made  the 
bargain,  but  he  did  say  that,  if  they  were 


I  to  believe  that  to  ask  one-half  of  the 
I  population  of  that  country  willingly  to 
contribute  would  be  an  insult,  what 
conclusions  were  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  or  the  House  to  draw  as  to 
the  propriety  of  asking  anything  at  all  ? 
Nothing  could  be  more  dangerous,  cs 
our  experience  in  the  United  States 
showed,  than  for  us  to  endeavour  to 
exact  from  any  people  who  were  under 
our  rule,  and  especially  people  of  our 
own  stock,  money  which  they  did  not 
think  they  ought  to  pay.  For  himself, 
he  was  perfectly  content  with  the  position 
the  Government  had  taken  up.  The 
people  of  the  Transvaal  should  not  foe 
pressed  either  way ;  the  matter  should 
be  left  to  their  sense  of  right  and  wrong, 
fairness  and  unfairness  ;  but  he  could  not 
help  feeling,  when  they  were  dealing 
with  this  whole  transection,  that  it  was 
no^  quite  right  of  the  right  hou.  Gentle- 
man, after  this  tremendous  blunder  in 
regard  to  finance  had  been  made,  to  come 
to  the  House  and  say  he  had  nothing 
whatever  to  withdraw  from  the  state- 
ment he  had  made. 

< 

Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN  ap- 
pealed to  the  Committee  to  come  to  a 
I  decision   on   the    clause    in   accordance 
I  with   the   arrangement  that  had   been 
1  made. 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  (Carnarvon 
Boroughs)  said  he  was  sorry  that  he  was  not 
present  when  the  arrangement  alluded  to 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  took  place, 
but  he  understood  from  his  hon.  friends 
that  there  was  nothing  in  the  nature  of  a 
pledge  given  by  hon.  Members  on  the 
Opposition  side  of  the  House.  If  such  a 
pledge  had  been  given  he  certainly 
should  not  have  broken  it,  but  he  was 
informed  that  it  was  not  tbe  case  that 
any  such  pledge  had  been  given.  It 
was  most  important  that  they  should 
have  a  full  discussion  upon  this  matter, 
especially  after  the  very  important  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  held  a 
peculiarly  important  position  in  regard 
to  this  transaction,  which  was  negotiated 
and  carried  through  by  him.  When  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  he  had  nothing 
to  withdraw  from  the  statement  he  made 
two  or  three  years  ago  he  could  not 
possibly  have  looked  up  the  speech  he 
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delivered  on  that  occasion,  otherwise 
he  would  never  have  made  such  an 
assertion.  In  the  course  of  his  speech 
on  May  6th,  1903,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said,  speaking  of  this  transaction — 

'*  la  the  first  place  it  is  a  final  arrangement. 
After  three  years  we  shall  near  no  more  of  the 
subject.  The  bill  will  have  been  paid ;  tHe 
claim  will  have  been  met." 

and  he  added — 

"  This  undertaking  to  pay  the  contribution 
was  part  of  the  bargain  on  tne  strength  of 
which  the  Transvaal  was  to  get  a  loan  of 
£36,000,000."  , 

They  had  had  their  £o5,0(K),000,but  what 
had  become  of  their  part  of  the  bargain  ? 

Mb.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN : 
That  is  what  we  have  got  to  see. 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  said  he  sup- 
posed it  was  another  case  of  next  year. 
It  was  always  "  this  year,  next  year, 
some  time,  never,"  with  regard  to  South 
Africa.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
he  had  the  pledge  of  four  working  men, 
but  how  could  he  expect  four  working  men 
in  the  Transvaal  to  keep  their  pledges 
if  Prime  Ministers  at  home  broke  theirs — 
and  at  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
instigation  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  they  had  got  to  trust  these  men. 
They  had  trusted  too  much  and  had  got 
too  little.  They  had  spent  all  this 
noney,  and  had  got  nothing  but  promises, 
le  remembered  that  the  prospectus  was 
exceedingly  glowing,  but  the  only  people 
who  had  had  the  dividends  were  the  mine- 
owners.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  told 
them  that  these  mine  owners  had  actu- 
ally promised  to  give  them  £10,000,000 ; 


in  fact,  they  had  signed  such  an  under- 
taking, and  said  that  he  had  got  the  signa- 
ture of  all  these  British  patriots.  Those 
were  the  people  for  whom  this  country 
spent  £250,000,000.  They  signed  this 
contract,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said,  ''  They  are  men  of  hononi ;  you 
must  trust  them,  and  they  will  pay." 
Was  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  sure 
now  as  he  was  three  years  ago  that  they 
would  pay  ?  These  mineowners  said, 
''  Give  us  £35,000,000  down  and  we  will 
pay  you  £10,000,000  some  time  or 
other."  They  had  got  the  £35,000,000. 
but  where  was  our  £10,000,000  ?  It  was 
the  confidence  trick  which  had  been 
played  over  and  over  again  in  South 
Africa.  Last  week  two  dividends,  one 
of  137  per  cent,  and  another  of  112  per 
cent.,  were  declared  by  this  industry 
which  could  not  carry  out  a  contract, 
and  he  thought  the  House  were  entitled 
to  know  when  these  people  were  going  to 
pay  this  £10,000,000.  f^It  was  time  that 
they  got  to  know  once  for  all  whether 
the  Government  really  meant  to  press 
for  this  contribution.  Every  promise 
that  had  been  made  by  the  Government 
every  prospect  that  had  been  laid  before 
them  with  regard  to  South  Africa  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  and  those  who 
advised  the  House,  had  turned  out  in 
the  past  to  be  false,  and  this  was  only 
one  out  of  the  myriad  of  simikr  state- 
ments that  had  been  made. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes,  201 ; 
Noes,  162.    (Division  List  No.  179.) 


Agnew,  Sir  Andrew  Noel 
Allhusen,AugiistusHenry  Eden 
Anson  Sir  William  Rejnell 
Amold-Forster.Rt.Hn.  HughO 
Arrol,  Sir  William 
Atkinson,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Aubrey-Fletcher,  RtHon.  SirH. 
Bagot,  Capt.  Josceline  FitzRoy 
Bailey,  James  (Walworth) 
Bain,  Ck>]onel  James  Robert 
Baird,  John  George  Alexander 
Balcarres,  Lord 
Baldwin,  Alfred 
Balfour,  RtHon.  A.  J.  (Manch'r 
Balfour,  Capt.  C.  B.  (Honisey) 
Balfour,Rt  Hn  Gerald  W  (Leeds 
Banbury,  Sir  Frederick  George 
Banner,  John  S.  Harmood* 

Mr.  Uayd-Gearge. 


AYES. 

Barrv»  Sir  Francis  T.  (Windsor) 
Bartley,  Sir  George  C.  T. 
Bhownaggree,  Sir  M.  M. 
Bignold,  Sir  Arthur 
Bigwood,  James 
Blundell,  CkJonel  Henry 
Boscawen,  Arthur  Griffith 
Brodrick,  Rt.  Hon.  St.  John 
Brotherton,  Edward  Allen 
Brymer,  William  Ernest 
Butcher,  John  George 
Campbell,  J.H.M.(I)ublin  Univ. 
Carson, Rt  Hon.Sir  Edw.  H. 
Cayendish,  V.CW.  (Derbyshire 
Oayzer,  Sir  Charles  William 
Cecil,  Lord  Hugh  (Greenwich) 
ChamberlBin,Rt.Hon.  J.  (Birm. 
Chamberlain, Rt.  Hn  J  A(Worc. 


Chamberlayne,  T.  (S'thamptoa 
Chapman,  Edward 
dive.  Captain  Percy  A. 
Cochrane,  Hon.  Thos.  H.  A.  K 
CollingH,  Rt.  Hon.  Jesae 
Corbett,  A.  Cameron  (Glasgow 
Craig,  CharlesCurtis  (Antrim  S. 
Cripps,  Charles  Alfred 
Cro^s,  Herb.  Shepherd  (Bolton) 
Dalkeith,  Earl  of 
Dalrymple,  Sir  Charles 
Davenport,  William  Bromley 
Denny»  Colonel 
Dickinson,  Robert  Edmond 
Dickson,  Charles  Soott 
Dixon-  HarUand,SirFred.  Dixon 
Doughty,  Sir  Oieorge 
Douglas,  Rt  Hon.  A.  Akers- 
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Duke»  Henry  Eldward 
Dyke,Rt.HoQ.Sir  WiUiam  Hart 
Egerton,  Hon.  A.  de  Tatton 
Faber»  George  Denison  (York) 
FeUowes,  Rt  Hn.  Ailwyn  Edw. 
Ferguflson,  RtHdSir J(  Manc*r 
Finoh,  Rt  Hon.  George  H. 
Finlay,Sir  R  B  (Inv^'m'ss  B'gha) 
Fisher,  William  Hayes 
FitzGerald,  Sir  Robert  Penrose 
Fitzroy,  Hn.  Edward  Algernon 
Flower,  Sir  Ernest 
Forster,  Henry  William 
Fo8ter,Philip  S  (Warwick.  S. W. 
Galloway,  William  Johnson 
Gardner,  Ernest 
Gibbs,  Hon.  A.  G.  H. 
Godson,  Sir  AugustusFredorick 
Gordon,  Ho.  J  £  (Elgin  &  Nairn 
Gordon,  J.  (Londoaderrv,  S.) 
Gore,  Hon.  S.  F.  Ormsby 
Gosohen,  Hon.  George  Joachim 
Gray,  Ernest  (West  Ham) 
Grenfell,  William  Henry 
Gretton,  John 
Gunter,  Sir  Robert 
Hain*  Edward 

Hami]ton,RtHnLordG  (Midd*x 
Hamilton,Marq  of  (Londonderry 
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TSIXKBS    90R  THB  NOXS — Mr. 

Dalziel  and  Mr«  Beon. 


And,  it  being  half-past  Seven  of  the 
clock,  the  Chairman  left  the  Ohair  to 
make  his  Report  to  the  House. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  this  evening. 


EVENING  SITTING. 


ARTERIAL     DRAINAGE     (IRELAND). 

Mr.  JAMES  O'CONNOR  (Wicklow, 
W.)  said  the  Motion  on  the  Paper  which 
he  should  move  before  he  sat  down 
charged  the  Grovernment  with  indifEer- 
ence  to  the  destruction  of  property  in 
Ireland  through  the  overflowing  of 
certain  rivers.  It  was  no  recent  com- 
plaint that  the  Government  had  neglected 
to  look  after  the  arterial  drainage  of 
that  country  which  they  under- 
took to  govern.  During  the  early  part 
of  the  last  century  both  landlords  and 
tenants  repaatadly  appealed  to  the 
Gk>vernment  to  protect  their  lands  from 


the  damage  caused  by  recurring  inun 
dations.  For  thirty  years  after  the 
Union  the  Government  did  nothing,  and 
the  owners  and  occupiers  of  flooded 
lands  in  the  North  and  East,  as  well  as 
the  South  and  West  of  Ireland  appealed 
in  vain  to  the  Government  to  render 
them  some  assistance  so  that  their  land 
might  not  be  injured  and  their  property 
in  some  cases  completely  destroyed. 
At  length  the  Government  woke  up  to 
the  necessity  of  doing  something,  and 
they  did  it  in  their  characteristicallv 
generous  fashion.  In  1831  they  passed 
an  Act  of  Parliament  which  enabled  tho 
owners  and  occupiers  of  property  liable 
to  be  flooded  to  form  joint  stock  com- 
panies for  the  purposes  of  arterial  drain- 
age. The  Act  did  not  provide  any 
money  for  the  purpose,  no  money  was 
provided  for  even  the  initial  expense, 
it  merely  condescended  to  tell  the  pro- 
prietors that  they  might  carry  out  arterial 
drainage  with  the  aid  of  private  funds 
without  suggesting  where  thos)  funds, 
were  to  come  from.  Did  the  G3vera 
ment  suppose  that  the  landed  prop.^ietora 
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of  any  part  of  Ireland  could  float  large 
joint  stock  companies  on  the  swollen 
wateis  of  the  Shannon,  the  Bann,  the 
Barrow,  and  the  Suck  ?  What  qould 
anyone  expect  would  be  the  result  of 
such  an  Act  of  Parliament  as  that.  It 
could  not  possibly  have  been  expected 
that  the  impoverished  tenants  of  so  poor 
a  country  should  contribute  such  large 
sums  of  money  as  would  be  required 
for  this  purpose,  and  the  landlords  cer- 
tainly were  not  likely  to  put  their  hands 
into  their  own  pockets,  though  it  was  very 
doubtful  whether  they  had  anything  in 
their  pockets  at  that  time.  At  any  rate, 
the  Act  of  1831  appeared  to  be  an 
absolute  mockery.  Many  years  passed 
and  the  tenants  and  the  owners  suffered 
from  the  damage  to  property  and  injury 
to  health  caused  by  the  flooding  of  their 
dwellings,  many  inches  of  mud  being 
frequently  left  on  the  floors  of  .the  cot- 
tager when  the  waters  subsided,  leaving 
the  people  in  despair. 

F  Eleven  years  passed  by,  when  the 
Government  passed  another  'Act  which 
was  even  more  generous  than  the 
former.  The  Act  of  1842  enabled 
landlords  to  appeal  to  the  Gk)vern-^ 
ment  to  carry  out  drainage  works, 
and  the  Government  promised  to  un- 
dertake them  under  the  superintendence 
of  the  Board  of  Works'  engineers/ 
This  was  the  flrst  time  any  mention  was 
made  of  that  Board  though  it  was  con- 
stituted in  1831,  when  the  .first  Act 
was  passed,*  but  now  the  Board  of  Works 
came  in  and  unfortunately  they  would 
find  that  all  through  the  history  of 
these  attempts  to  drain  the  great 
rivers  of  Ireland  the  Board  of  Works 
had  interfered,  with  almost  disastrous 
efiects,  in  nearly  every  case.  Under  the 
Act  of  1842  the  Government  told  the 
landlords  and  occupiers  that  the  main 
source  of  the  funds  required  for  carrying 
out  arterial  drainage  works  should  again 
be  looked  lor  from  private  means. 
That  was  another  sham  Act,  but  the 
Government  certainly  did  add  that  they 
would  contribute  something  to  the  im- 
proved value  of  the  lands,  which  meant 
that  alter  owners  and  occupiers  had 
found  thousands  and  thou0ands  of  pounds 
and  carried  out  drainage  works,  and 
had  improved  and  increased  the  value 
of   the   lands  adjoining   the   rivers,   the 


Government  would  come  down  and 
lend  money  on  the  improved  value  of 
those  lands.  In  1842  the  terrible  famine 
broke  out  in  Ireland,  and  all  the  civilised 
world  was  horrified  at  the  number  of 
deaths  which  occurred  from  day  to  day 
from  starvation,  and  the  Government 
were  shamed  into  doing  something. 
They  chose  arterial  drainage  as  a 
reproductive  work  and  a  number  of 
schemes  were  started  to  give  employ- 
ment, and  relief  drainage  works  sprang ' 
up  where  required  and  people  grew 
hopeful  that  they  were  going  to  have 
their  land  secured  from  almost  annual 
floods.  But  in  two  years  the  Govern- 
ment discovered  the  famine  was  over 
and,  immediately,  they  directed  that 
all  the  works  started  by  them  to  give 
employment  to  the  people  should  be 
stopped.  It  was  one  of  the  most  heart- 
less things  that  any  Grovemment  ever 
did  ;  there  was  imiversal  consternation  in 
Ireland  and  there  was  a  collapse  of  drain- 
age work  everywhere.  Everything  was 
thrown  into  the  melting-pot  and  the 
people  in  their  misery  gave  way  to 
despair. 

The  (Government  left  things  as 
they  were  and  no  money  was  given, 
for  the  purposes  of  carrying  on  drain- 
age works  until  1863.  In  1863  an 
Act  of  Parliament  came  into  existence 
under  which  the  local  authorities 
were  authorised  to  start  drainage 
boards.  Provisional  Orders  were  obtained 
under  that  Act  and  thousands  upon 
thousands  were  spent.  But  whatever 
might  have  been  done,  the  Bann  had 
not  been  drained  although  the  efforts 
made  had  drained  the  pockets  of  the 
people  North  and  South.  Although  for 
fifty  years  the  people  had  been  paying 
drainage  rates  their  lands  were  still 
flooded,  their  property  was  still  swept 
away,  and  their  crops  were  left  rotting 
on  the  sodden  fields.  The  same  tale 
had  to  be  told  in  respect  to  the  Barrow, 
in  reference  to  which  inquiries  had  been 
held  since  1847,  but  nothing  had  been 
done.  A  Commission  of  inquiry  recom 
mended  that  the  Barrow,  being  a  most 
important  river,  should  be  made  a  matter 
of  national  concern,  and  the  same  Report 
was  made  in  regard  to  the  Shannon. 
Commissioners  had  made  similar  recom- 
mendations in  regard  to  the  Suck,  but 
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that  river  was  yet  undrained,  and  when- 
eyer  there  was  a  rainfall  crops  were 
swept  away.  The  Act  of  1862  had  in 
fact  proved  of  no  avail  owing  to  the 
ineptitude  of  the  Anglo-Irish  Board  of 
Works  in  Dublin,  and  to  the  inadequate 
assistance  given  by  this  country  to 
drainage  works  in  Ireland.  The  Shan- 
non also  was  su£Eering  from  incomplete- 
ness of  treatment,  and  there  was  no 
doubt,  as  a  Commission  had  declared 
in  1887,  that  defective  plans  and  mis- 
calculations on  the  part  of  the  Board 
of  Works'  engineers  had  contributed 
to  the  failure  of  many  schemes.  That 
was  the  whole  thing  in  a  nutshell  The 
neglect  of  the  Government  had  been 
criminal  having  regard  to  the  fact  that 
the  country  was  mainly  dependent  upon 
agriculture.  Ensineers  of  the  Board 
of  Works  overruled  and  condemned  each, 
other's  plans,  and  meanwhile  the  unfor* 
tunate  people  su£Eered  the  loss  of  their 
property. 

•  One  very  important  recommendation 
of  the  Commission  of  1887  was  that  the 
rivers  should  be  made  national  concerns 
and  ought  to  be  drained  and  made 
secure  with  public  money.  They  also 
recommended  that  all  arterial  drainage 
shopld  in  future  be  taken  out  of  the 
hands  of  the  Board  of  Works  and  that 
a  new  department  should  be  started 
to  deal  with  the  question  of  Irish  arterial 
drainage  as  a  whole.  If  that  course  were 
follow^,  probably  a  solution  of  the  whole 
problem  would  be  found,  great  as  it  was. 
It  had  been  said  that  £2,400,000  had 
been  spent  by  this  country  in  Ireland 
upon  arterial  drainage,  but  he  failed 
to  trace  how  the  money  had  been  spent. 
It  was  not  spent  on  the  Bann  or  the 
Barrow.  Only  £50,000  was  given  to  the 
Suck,  and  there  was  not  very  much 
given  to  the  Shannon  in  recent  times. 
Where,  then,  did  the  £2,400,000  go  ? 
Much  of  the  money  had  gone  in  the 
starting  of  drainage  works  which  were 
afterwards  abandoned.  If  £2,400,000 
was  spent  during  the  famine,  it  could 
not  be  said  that  none  of  it  was  repaid, 
because  special  taxes  were  put  on  Ireland 
for  the  purpose  of  recovering  the  money 
advanced  to  the  country  during  the 
famine  3rear.  He  could  not  possibly  see 
where  the  £2,400,000  went,  but  sup- 
posing it  was  spent  on  arterial  drainage 

Mr.  James  0*C(mnar. 


in  a  hundred  years,  how  did  that  compare 
with  what  other  countries  had  done  I 
Belgium,  which  was  httle  more  than  a 
quarter  the  sLee  of  Ireland,  had  spent 
£16,000,000  in  the  last  twenty  or  twenty- 
five  years.  Belgium  had  been  attending 
to  her  own  afiairs,  coUecting  her  own 
taxes,  and  spending  them  in  the  country 
for  the  benefit  of  the  people  and  the 
improvement  of  the  land.  Belgium  had 
her  own  army  and  navy  and  the  busy 
port  of  Antwerp,  because  her  money  was 
not  taken  from  Brussels  to  London  and 
kept  there.  Her  cash  accounts  were  not 
kept  by  another  Government  where  any 
amount  of  manipulation  might  be  carried 
out.  The  Grovernment  of  Holland,  another 
small  country,  had  spent  £15,000,000 
on  drainage.  Germany  had  spent 
£15,000,000,  but  being  a  large  and  rich 
country  that,  of  course,  was  not  much 
when  compared  with  the  sum  spent 
by  Belgium  and  Holland.  France  had 
spent  £30,000,000  on  arterial  drainage. 
He  doubted  whether  the  drainage  of  any 
one  of  these  countries  was  of  quite  as 
much  importance  as  would  be  the 
drainage  of  the  rivers  in  Ireland,  which 
were  in  the  habit  of  overflowing  their 
banks  and  destroying  a  considerable 
amount  of  property.  He  hoped  that 
hon.  Members  from  Ulster  would  express 
their  opinions  with  courage  in  regard  to 
the  condition  of  the  Bann. 

What  was  the  Government  going 
to  do?  Were  they  going  to  allow 
this  state  of  things  to  continue  in 
Ireland  ?  They  knew  very  weU  that 
there  was  no  possibihty  of  the  Irish 
people,  tenants  and  owners,  subscrib- 
ing the  money  required  for  such  a 
great  work  as  arterial  drainage.  The 
tenants  found  that  they  had  as  much  as 
they  could  do  in  making  their  rents.  How 
would  the  landlords  sell  their  land  ? 
Would  they  expect  twenty-five  years 
purchase  for  land  which  was  covered 
with  water  every  other  year  ?  If  they 
did,  he  doubted  very  much  whether  they 
were  hkdy  to  get  it.  He  would  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  give  some  assurance 
to  the  people  of  Ireland  that  the  Govern- 
ment meant  to  take  this  question  seriously 
in  hand  and  deal  with  it  in  a  generous  and 
effective  manner.  There  was  no  use 
tinkering  with  the  question  any  longer. 
It  had  been  too  long  trifled  with,  and 
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the  time  had  come  when  the  Government 
should  decide  on  some  coarse.  It  was 
the  duty  ol  the  Government  to  protect 
the  property  of  the  people  ol  the  country 
which  they  undertook  to  govern  agains 
the  will  of  the  people  themselves.  He 
did  not  believe  it  would  take  quite  so 
much  money  as  the  late  Chief  Secretary 
said  last  year.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  it  would  take  £20,000,000  to  carry 
out  effectively  the  arterial  drainage  of 
Ireland.  That  was  a  great  exaggeration. 
No  doubt  it  would  take  a  great  deal  of 
money,  and  if  the  Government  said  that 
they  had  no  money  he  would  ask  them 
to  take  £1,000,000  a  year  out  of  the 
over- taxation  account  until  thi  \  drainage 
work  was  finished.  It  was  the  business 
of  the  Government  to  find  the  money 
which  was  necessary  to  save  the  lives 
and  property  of  the  people  of  that 
country.  It  was  possible  they  might  be 
told  that  another  inquiry  would  be  neces- 
sary. There  had  been  a  good  many  of 
these  inquiries  in  Ireland,  and  what  had 
come  out  of  the  whole  of  them  ?  Nothing 
whatever.  The  representatives  of 
Ireland  wanted  the  Government  to  take 
in  hand  some  practical  solution  of  the 
question,  and  if  they  did  not  do  so  he 
thought  they  should  surrender  the  govern- 
ment of  the  country  to  the  people  them- 
selves. 


♦Mr.  JOHN  O'CONNOR  (Kildare,  N.) 
Rcconded  the  Motion.  He  said  that 
while  differences  of  opinion  existed  on 
many  matters  connected  with  the  govern- 
ment of  Ireland,  his  hon.  friend  had 
tD-night  introduced  a  subject  on  which 
there  was  perfect  agreement  between 
all  Parties  in  the  House.  In  his  investiga- 
tion of  the  subject  he  found  last  year 
the  lion  of  the  Bann  lying  down  with  the 
lamb  from  the  beautiful  Barrow,  and  a 
little  child  of  the  lordly  Shannon  leading 
them  on  their  peaceful  watery  way  of 
arterial  drainage.  That,  he  considered, 
was  a  manifestation  of  unity  which  might 
be  regarded  as  free  from  hostile  and 
repellent  elements.  He  found  that  last 
vear  hon.  Members  from  the  North  of 
Ireland  were  prepared  to  disrupt  and 
destroy  their  own  (Jovernment  in  the 

interest  of  the  Bann.  While  the  represen* 

tatives  from  the  North  and  South  of  Ireland 

were   agreed  on  this  subject,  he  found 

VOL.  CXLVI.    [Fourth  Series.] 


also  that  the  Government  itself  was  in 

favour  of  the  arterial  drainage  of  Ireland. 

It  was  a  Conservative  Government  which 

appointed  the  Commission  in  1887   to 

report  on  the  question  of  arterial  drainage 

in    Ireland.     In    1888    the    then    Chief 

Secretary  for  Ireland,  the  present  Prime 

Minister,  introduced  three  BiUs  dealing 

with  this  important  subject,  not  one  of 

'  which    was    passed.     It    was    the    late 

!  Chief  Secretary  who  appointed  an  eminent 

hydraulic  engineer  last  year  to  inquire 

into  the  drainage  of    the  Bann  and  to 

report,    and   he   reported.     It   wa^   the 

!  present   Chief   Secretary   who   had   ap- 

;  pointed  an  eminent  hydraulic  engineer 

this  year  to  report  on  the  drainage  of 

the  Bann,  and  he  would  report. 

Why  was  there  such  perfect  agreement 
on  this  subject  ?  It  was  because  arterial 
drainage  in  Ireland,  as  elsewhere,  was 
j  regarded  as  of  national  importance. 
I  Among  the  many  reasons  why  it  should  be 
I  so  regarded,  there  was  one  which  stood  out 
t  pre-eminently  beyond  the  others,  namely, 
I  the  existence  of  clouds  in  Ireland.  It 
I  was  said  by  the  late  Lord  Beaconsfield, 
I  when  Mr.  Disraeli,  that  all  the  evils 
of  Ireland  might  be  traced  to  the  fact 
of  its  close  proximity  to  the  melancholy 
ocean.  That  statement  was  exploded 
by  the  Royal  Commission,  because 
they  said  thai  much  of  the  evil  oi 
Ireland  was  due  to  the  existence 
of  clouds.  Clouds  might  be  beautiful 
from  an  aesthetic  point  of  view, 
but  they  did  not  respect  political 
principles.  A  Nationalist  cload  springing 
up  out  of  the  Barrow  might,  with  favour- 
ing winds  from  the  South-West,  sail 
north,  and  in  summer  flood  time — ^in 
that  period  which  embraced  the  12th 
of  July — might  in  its  darkness  and 
obliquity  burst  and  damp  the  ardour  of 
those  celebrating  the  glorious,  pious, 
and  immortal  memory  of  William  III. 
Of  course,  an  Orange  cloud  might  return 
the  compliment  and  deluge  the  banners 
of  the  Papists  in  their  treasonable  prac- 
tices. Hence  it  was  a  national  subject,  and 
therefore  he  found  that  last  year  Orange 
and  Green  were  blended  in  the  lobby  in 
hostility  to  the  Government,  who,  with 
words  of  sympathy  on  their  lips,  had  no 

promise  of  performance  and  no  hope  of 

remedy  of  an  admitted  evil.     '*  Adversity 

makes  strange  bedfellows." 
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In  all  civilised  countries  where  the  area  of 
cultivable  land  was  limited,  the  greatest 
attention  had  been  paid  to  the  subject 
of  arterial  drainage.  He  found  from  a 
leport  written  by  one  of  the  commercial 
tez  etaries  of  the  legation  in  Holland, 
and  dated  as  far  back  as  the  sixties, 
that  no  less  than  £300,000,000  had  been 
spent  on  the  drainage  of  Holland.  He 
had  been  at  a  loss  to  know  what  there  was 
in  the  sand-hills,  rabbit  warrens,  and 
swamps  of  Holland  that  entitled  it 
to  have  spent  upon  it  a  sum  equal  to  half 
the  normal  National  Debt  of  Great 
Britain  whilst  a  beggarly  £1,500,000  was 
considered  good  enough  to  spend  upon 
the  most  fertile  soil  of  one  of  the  fairest 
lands  in  the  whole  world.  He  could 
not  understand  it  except  for  one  reason, 
namely,  that  Holland  was  governed  by 
the  Dutch  for  Dutchmen,  and  Ireland 
was  governed  by  the  English  for  Eng- 
lishmen. About  three  years  ago  the 
Associated  Chambers  of  Commerce  of  this 
country  applied  to  the  Foreign  Office 
to  ask  the  Consular  representatives  abroad 
to  inquire  and  report  on  the  waterways 
of  Europe.  He  would  give  a  few  quota- 
tions from  their  reports.  The  first  and 
most  interesting  was  that  in  regard 
to  Austria-Hungary.  After  stating  that 
ia  Austria  alone  £21,000,000  had  been 
expended  on  river  regulation,  the  report 
said — 

'*  The  method  *  had  a  twofold  object  in 
view.*  Firstly,  tlie  regulation  works  are 
carried  out  in  the  interests  of  navigation  by 
deepening  channels,  and,  secondly,  in  the 
interest  of  agriculture  by  preventing,  as  far  as 
possible,  the  overflowing  of  river  banJks  in  time 
of  high  water  or  floods." 

"  In  Hungary,  as  in  Austria,  except  at  the 
Iron  Gates,no  navigation  tolls  are  levied,  and  the 
capital  expended  in  developing  and  improvinff 
the  waterway  is  sunk  for  the  common  weal,  and 
no  direct  interest  on  the  invested  capital  is 
looked  tor.  " 

The  same  report  said  that  in  Hungary 
no  less  a  sum  than  £22,000,000  was 
spent  on  the  regulation  of  rivers  and  the 

construction  of  canals.  The  Hungarian 
Government  paid  in  respect  of  one 
waterway  alone«  Iron  Gates — ^sinking 
iund,  £62,500;  maintenance,  £8,330; 
repairs,  £11,040;  in  all  £81,870.  They 
received  £72,000  in  tolls.  International 
treaties  permitted  and  empowered  Hun- 
gary to  levy  shipping  taxes  to  the  amount 
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of  the  actual  cost,  but  they  did  not  d>> 
it. 

In  Belgium  the  capital  expended  dur- 
ing the  period  between  1875-1900  on 
waterways — ^which  included  the  upkeep 
of  embankments  and  the  regulating  and 
adapting  of  river  beds — with  a  view  to 
uniformity  was  £16,000,000.  The  State  ad- 
ministered the  greater  portion  of  the 
waterways.    The  report  said- 

"  It  is  impossible  to  estimate  even  ap- 
proximately the  extent  to  woich  the  improve- 
ment of  tne  waterways  han  contributed  in  the 
great  development  of  traffic." 

In  France,  between  1871  and  1878, 
£9,640,000  was  spent  on  waterways,  and 
between  1879-1900  £18,000,000,  making 
in  all  £27,640,000.  The  natural  water- 
ways had  been  radically  transformed  on 
the  Rhone  since  1860  by  an  expenditure 
o-  £3,240,000,  or  £15,360  per  mile.  On 
the  Seine  from  Paris  to  Rouen  there  had 
been  expended  since  1878  £2,680,000,  or 
£17,631  per  mile.  Just  think  of  it. 
He  asked  Ulster  Members  to  think  how, 
if  their  ancestors  had  succeeded  in  separ- 
ating Ireland  from  England,  they  would 
have  fared  if  they  had  come  within  the 
sphere  of  influence  of  the  French  Re- 
public. The  banks  of  the  Bann  would 
have  been  to-day  a  blooming  flower- 
garden,  instead  of  a  dismal  swamp 
sending  its  mendicant  Members  to  this 
House  to  beg  a  crumb  of  comfort  from 
their  master's  table. 

"  Practically  the  whole  of  the  waterways 
system  is  the  property  of  the  State,  whicn 
maintains  it  out  of  its  public  funds  free  of  all 
tolls." 

In  Germany  it  was  thought  that  the 
great  floods  that  took  place  in  the  eighties 
were  due  to  the  navigation  works  which 
had  been  carried  oot  at  great  expense, 
and  a  Commission  was  appointed  in 
1892  to  inquire  into  the  statement  which 
was  made,  rightly  or  wrongly,  by  the 
farmers  whose  lands  had  been  affected. 
The  Commission  found  that  the  statement 
of  the  farmers  had  no  justification,  but 

they  recommended  that  certain  work 
should  be  carried  out  to  improve  the 
flow  in  flood  time.  Unlike  the  Com- 
missions that  sat  on  the  subject  in  Ire- 
land, their  recommendations  were  in- 
stantly carried  out  and  over  £1,000,000 
was  expended  on  five  rivers  for  the  pur- 
pose  of   saving     he    lands   from   being 
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flooded.  A  regular  system  of  giving  in- 
formation  of  floods  was  established  and 
organised  for  all  the  rivers,  and  this  had 
proved  most  effective.  The  report  con- 
tained the  following — 

'*  Notice  of  nigh  or  low  water  or  the  approach 
of  ioe  is  at  once  communicated  by  telegraph, 
telephone,  pontcard,  or  messenger  to  interested 
persons  or  districts.  In  some  districts  this  is 
done  through  the  Press." 

"  In  the  Elbe  and  Vistula  districts  a  special 
telegraph  and  telephone  system  was  established 
in  1890  and  1894  at  a  cost  of  over  £10,000.  On 
the  Rhine,  Elbe,  and  Oder  it  is  now  possible 
to  give  due  notice  of  floods,  etc.,  based  on  a  clofle 
«tndy  of  the  upper  reaches  of  the  river." 

*'  Whenever  danger  is  apprehended  either 
through  nigh  water  or  ice  a  special  service  of 
men  is  employed  for  the  particular  stretch  of 
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river. 


He  had  read  these  quotations  merely 
><>r  the  purpose  of  backing  up  the  repre- 
f^entation  of  his  hon.  friend  who  opened 
ihe  discussion  that  this  was  a  national 
question  everywhere. 

Proceeding  to  deal  with  the  case  of 
Ireland,  the  hon.  Member  said  he 
inrould  take  first  the  case  of  the  Barrow, 
not  because  it  happened  to  run  through 
his  own  constituency  and  because  many 
o'  his  constituents  were  constantly  suffer- 
ing from  this  much  neglected  river,  but 
he  did  so  because  it  had  been  singled  out 
by  the  Commission  as  an  example  of  the 
neglect  of  arterial  drainage  in  Ireland  by 
England.  It  drained  408,000  acree, 
45,000  of  which  were  subject  to  floods 
three  times  a  year.  The  Report  of  the 
1887  Commission  said  that  the  Barrow 
<listrict  suffered  more  from  floods  than 
any  other  part  of  Ireland,  and  that 
altogether  the  condition  of  the  dis- 
trict might  be  described  as  deplorable. 
In  the  year  1871  this  deplorable  condi- 
tion of  things  was  pointed  out  to  the 
then  Uarquis  of  Hartington,  the  present 
Duke  of  Devonshire,  who  was  acting  as 
Ohief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  by  one 
ivhose  words  ought  to  have  received 
attention — ^the  Uarquis  of  Drogheda — as 
Tepresenting  himself  and  the  other  pro- 
prietors of  land  in  the  district.  He 
described  the  condition  of  things  which 
prevailed,  and  read  the  terms  of  the 
ioUowing  resolution  passed  at  a  meeting 
attended  by  the  whole  of  the  owners 
•of  land  b]p  the  Barrow — 

**  That  large  tracts  of  land  on  the  course  of  the 
River  BaRoi»  are  frequently  covered  with 
ilojded   waters   iHiioh,   besides   destroying   or 


I 
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impairing  vast  quantities  of  crops,  remain  in  a 
state  of  stagnation  often  for  many  i^eeks 
together,  flooding  numerous  dwellin^si  of  tho 
labouring  classes.  Often  rendering  the  use 
of  the  public  highways  of  the  country  im- 
poenible  or  dangerous^  and  rising  into  the  streets, 
gardens,  and  houses  of  many  of  the  toi»ns  in 
the  district  to  the  serious  injury  of  the  health 
of  the  population." 

What  had  been  done  since  then  ?  Had 
anything  been  done  for  the  Barrow  ? 
Nothing  !  Tes,  the  Prime  Minister  intro- 
duced three  Bills  in  the  year  1888,  and 
in  doing  so,  said — 

"  The  Barrow  remains  the  chief  example  of 
the  evils  incident  to  the  want  of  arterial 
drainage  in  Ireland.*' 

That  was  the  language  used  seventeen 
years  after  the  resolution  of  the  owners. 
It    would  be    the    same  that  evening, 
seventeen  years  after  those  Bills  were 
introduced  and  withdrawn,  and  it  would 
be  the  same  seventeen  years  to  come, 
when  8ome  future  Irish  Member  drew 
attention    to    the    scandalous    neglect. 
What    were    those  evils  ?    It  had  been 
stated    by    the     Commission    of    1887 
that   the    temperature    in  the    middle 
part  of  Ireland,  owing  to  these  constant 
floods,  was  lower  than  in  the  North  or 
South ;  that  it  was  cold  and  unsuited 
to  agriculture,  that  the  sky  was  cloudy 
and   prevented   the   ripening   of  grain; 
that  the  health  of  the  people  was  pre- 
judiced by  damp ;  and  that  the  towns 
suffered  doubly,  first  from  the  want  of 
drainage  and  then  by  the  lack  of  loco- 
motion when   they  were  flooded.     The 
health     of    the     people    was     ruined ; 
epidemics  of  fever  followed  the  floods, 
and  trade  came  to  a  standstill  because  the 
people   could   not   get  into   the  towns, 
which   also   suffered   indirectly   by    the 
want  of  that  progressive  condition  which 
followed  from  surroimding  farms  being 
in  that  prosperous  state  they  would  be 
in  if  free  from  periodical  inundations. 
To  remedy  this  state  of  things  the  Prime 
Minister,  when  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
proposed  certain  works  rather  in  excess 
of  those  recommended  by  the  Commission 
of  1887.    The  Commission  recommendc  d 
an   expenditure    of   £^54,000,    but    the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  he  was  p  e- 
pared  to  encourage  an  expenditure  of 
£360,000,  £125,000  of  which  was   to  be 
charged    on     the    improvement    area^ 
£20,000    on   the.  catchment    area,    and 
£215,000  to  be  a  free  grant.    They  were, 

2  Z  2 


1327  Arterial  Drainage  {COMMONS} 


{Irdand), 


1328 


in  fact,  to  have  no  more  clouds  in  Ireland 
— no  more  rain  but  the  golden  rain  of 
English  beneficence  !  What  had  become 
of  that  scheme  ?  It  was  dead  and  had 
gone  to  that  place  which  was  said  to  be 
paved  with  good  intentions.  What  was 
the  use  of  arguing  to  the  fanners  on 
the  banks  of  the  Barrow,  "  You  ought 
to  be  industrious  and  drain  your  land." 
What  was  the  use  of  the  farmer  draining 
his  land  unless  there  was  some  arterial 
scheme  into  which  he  could  drain  it  ? 
That  was  the  work  they  claimed  ought 
to  be  done  by  the  Government;  it 
was  work  which  had  been  done  in  every 
other  country  in  the  world  except 
Ireland — Ireland  which  was  governed 
by  England. 

He  would  give  them  another  example 
of  neglect.  It  was  that  of  the  Shannon. 
An  old  friend  of  his,  now  dead— once  a 
respected  Member  of  that  House — said  he 
knew  of  no  fewer  than  seven  Commissions 
that  had  sat  on  the  Shannon.  Lord 
Monck  presided  on  a  Commission  which 
sat  in  Ireland,  which  reported  in  the 
year  1882,  and  which  stated  that  a  large 
extent  of  land  along  the  whole  course  of 
the  Shannon  was  subject  to  inundations 
at  all  times  of  the  year.  The  spring 
and  autumn  floods  often  caused  great 
damage,  the  former  hy  spoiling  the 
quahty  of  the  grass,  the  latter  by  damag- 
ing, and  sometimes  by  altogether  carrying 
ofE  the  hay.  This  Commission  compared 
the  interests  of  navigation  with  the 
interests  of  agriculture,  and  reported 
clearly  in  favour  of  the  latter.  Mr. 
Manning,  the  engineer  employed  at  that 
time  by  the  PubUc  Works  Board,  said 
that  no  complete  control  of  the  Shannon 
existed,  and  he  pointed  out  how  control 
could  be  obtained.  The  Report  recom- 
mended— 

"  That  it  [the  Shannon]  remain  in  the  oare  of 
the  Commissioners  of  Public  Works,  who  shall^ 
while  maintaining  the  navigation,  regulate  the 
depth  of  water  so  far  as  is  in  their  power  with  a 
view  primarily  to  the  drainage  of  the  country." 

The  AUport  Commission  of  1887  con- 
firmed   that   conclusion    and   added — 

"  This  river,  draining  as  it  does  so  large  a 
portion  of  Ireland,  ana  being  the  outlet  of  several 
other  important  rivers,  occupies  an  exceptional 
position,  anrl  is  of  national  importance." 

The  Commission  pointed  out  that  the 
waters  had  overflowed  the  banks  of  the 
Shannon  until  they  had  covered  nearly 
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21,000  acres,  and  they  said  it  was  futile 
to  expect  that  the  cost  should  be  laid 
on  the  riparian  owners,  having  regard 
to  the  fact  that  the  Shannon  was  the 
largest  river  in  the  three  kingdoms,  that 
it  was  125  miles  long,  and  that  no  fewer 
than  twenty-three  tributary  rivers  and 
streams  discharged  their  waters  into  it. 
They  pointed  out  that  the  end  to  be  at- 
tained was  not  the  relief  of  lands  on  its 
margin  but  a  lowering  of  the  levels  of 
the  floods  which  would  render  it  much 
more  easy  to  imdertake  the  improve 
ment  of  the  various  important  tributary 
rivers  and  streams.    His  hon.  friend  had 
referred  to  the  case  of  the  Suck,  and  he 
would  add  nothing  to  what  he  had  said 
as  to  that.    It  was  proposed  in  1888  that 
the  sum  of  £165,000  should  be  spent  on 
the  Shannon,  £35,000  to  be  charged  on 
the  improvement  area  and  the  balance* 
to  be  equally  raised  by  loans  to  the 
catchment  area  and  to  the  Grovemment 
works  already  established  there.    There^ 
was  to  be  .no  free    grant.     The  Com- 
mission    of    1887     recommended     that 
£180,000  should  be  the  amount  of  the 
charge  on  the  district  and  that  £100,000 
should  be  granted  by  the  State,  it  being^ 
held  that  with  these  two  sums — making^ 
£280,000- Mr.  Bateman's  complete  scheme 
could  be  carried  out.    It  was  necessary 
the  whole  system  should  be   grappled, 
with,    otherwise     the     plan    would    b& 
entirely  inadequate.    Yet  nothing  had 
been  done  up  to  the  present,  and  th& 
Shannon  remained  as  much  a    crying, 
evil  as  the  Barrow.    [  «        2-!^i^' 

Finally    he    came     to    the    case    of 
the  Bann.     He  supposed  he  ought  to 
apologise    to    hon.    Members    opposite 
for    mentioning     that    case,    but    still 
it   was    an    Irish    river.     The   moneys 
already  spent  on  the  navigation  of  the 
Bann  and  the  drainage   of  the  oountry 
round    about    had    been    lost.      Lord 
Monck's  Commission  said  the  works  did 
not    accomplish    the    drainage    results- 
which  were  expected  of  them,  and  there 
was  no  prospect  of  improvement.    This 
scheme    was    now    maintained    at    the 
expense  of  the  cesspayers,  many  of  whom 
strongly  objected  to  supporting  it  and 
considered  it  was  extremely  mischievous^ 
They  recommended  that  the  Navigation 
Board   should  be   dissolved  and    that 
drainage   trustees   should  be  appointed. 
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to  deal  with  the  Bann  solely  in  the  | 
interests  of  the  drainage  of  the  country,  i 
There  was  a  complication  arising  from  | 
a  weir  at  Toome  which  did  not  operate  ; 
owing  to  the  height  of  the  water  in  the 
Lower  Bann.  It  was  clear  that  the 
whole  trouble  arose  from  the  condition  of 
the  Lower  Bann  on  account  of  a  defect 
in  the  original  design  of  the  drainage 
^works.  An  eminent  hydraulic  engineer 
appointed  last  year  by  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  the  Member  for  Dover  esti- 
mated that  it  would  take  £150,000  to 
make  effective  the  drainage  of  the  Bann, 
whereas  the  then  Chief  Secretary  in 
1888  proposed  an  expenditure  of 
J^65,000  and  the  Commission  of  1887 
recommended  an  outlay  of  £75,000, 
£20,000  of  which  was  to  be  a  free  grant. 
Nothing,  however,  had  been  done,  and 
the  story  of  the  Bann  was  one  of  incom- 
petence and  neglect  not  confined  to 
either  Party  in  the  State.  It  was  due 
solely  to  the  attempt  of  one  country  to 
deal  with  the  affairs  of  another  country. 
Last  year  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  North  Armagh  was  very 
indignant  in  dealing  with  the  subject; 
he  complained  that  they  had  got  nothing 
but  sympathy  from  the  British  Govern- 
ment and  that  their  patience  was  ex- 
liausted.  Was  their  patience  still  ex- 
hausted he  wondered.  Would  they  that 
night  vote  for  the  Government  or 
against  it  ?  Would  they  withdraw  their 
support  from  the  Government  because 
Sir  Antony  MacDonneU,  who  was  willing 
to  give  them  more  than  sympathy  in 
this  matter,  still  sat  on  his  stool  in 
Dublin  Castle  1 

What  a  commentary  was  the  whole 
story  on  the  incapacity  of  Parliament 
and  of  this  country  to  deal  success- 
fully with  the  affairs  of  another  nation. 
The  present  Prime  Minister  in  1888 
introduced  his  three  Bills  with  high- 
fiounding  phrases — '*  the  era  of  neglect 
was  to  give  place  to  a  policy  of  land- 
ness  and  conciliation."  The  contract 
of  the  Union  was  to  be  acted  upon. 
Hestitution  was  to  be  made.  In  1886, 
after  the  Liberal  Party  had  been  defeated 
on  the  Home  Rule  question,  Mr.  Hanbury 
<;ame  to  him  and  said — 

j"  I  have  been  reading  Ithej^history  f of  your 
<;oantry,  and  I^aay  England  cannot  tax  itself 
sufficiently  to? make  restitution  to  you  for 
the  destruction  of  your  industries. 


Again,   the    Prime   Minister    said    in 
1888-^ 

"  I  am  bound  to  say  I  think  i»e  owe  some- 
thing in  the  nature  of  an  historic  debt  to  Ireland. 
I  tMnk  that  of  all  tne  transactions  of  wliich 
ESnglishmen  and  Scotchmen — ^I  do  not  know 
that  I  ought  to  say  Scotchmen,  because  some 
of  those  transactions  took  place  before  the 
Union — have  to  be  ashamed  of  in  their  dealings 
with  Ireland,  the  transactions  by  which  the 
English  Parliament  made  use  of  \t&  superiority 
over  Ireland  to  destroy  her  budding  industrieii 
was  the  most  shameful  Bad  as  tne  penal  lawA 
wore,  they  were  tne  oftspring-  of  bigotry  and 
political  terror,  and  the  motives  that  prompted 
them  are  elevating  as  compared  with  the  mean 
and  sordid  action  of  the  English  Parliament 
in  crushing  the  Irish  industries." 

Those  Bills  of  1888  were  then  introduced 
in  a  spirit  of  restitution  to  Ireland.  What 
had  become  of  that  policy  ?  The  Bann 
and  the  Barrow  had  overflowed  their 
banks  full  forty  times  since  then,  spread- 
ing poverty  and  pestilence  throughout 
the  land.  Hundreds  and  thousands  of 
pounds  bad  been  dangled  before  the 
eyes  of  the  Irish  people,  but  they  were 

**  Like  dead  sea-fruits  that  temjpt  the  eye 
But  turn  to  ashes  on  the  lips,* 

ashes  of  disappointment  to  the 
Irish  people.  Last  year  when  this 
subject  was  discussed  the  then  Chief 
Secretary  said  they  had  no  money. 
Were  they  any  better  ofE  to-day  ?  When 
the  Union  was  carried,  they  claimed  to 
be  able  to  deal  with  the  grievances  of 
Ireland.  Had  they  shewn  their  com- 
petence ?  Had  they  become  bankrupt 
since  1888  when  such  large  promises 
were  held  out  to  the  Irish  people  ?  Up 
tc  the  time  the  Irish  Parliament  was 
destroyed  Ireland  attended  to  these 
matters  for  herself,  and  in  1800  when  that 
Government  was  destroyed  she  was 
actually  considering  this  very  question. 
If  she  had  only  been  allowed  to  go  on 
in  the  manner  she  was  then  proceeding, 
if  she  had  only  had  the  use  of  her  own 
taxation,  if  she  were  free  from  the  load 
of  debt  incurred  for  wars  in  which  she 
had  no  interest,  it  was  reasonable  to 
suppose  that  this  all-important  question 
would  long  since  have  been  attended 
to,  and  the  utter  failure  of  the.  English 
Parliament  to  appreciate  the  grievance 
and  supply  a  remedy  was  its  utter  con- 
demnation in  the  mind  of  every  Irishman. 

Motion  made,  and  Question    proposed, 
"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this    House, 
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the  indifference  of  the  Governmeat  lor 
more  than  a  century  to  the  state  of 
the  main  Irish  rivers  having  resulted 
.n  the  frequent  flooding  of  large  tracts 
of  country,  followed  by  great  destruction 
of  property  and  serious  injury  to  lands 
and  dwellings  and  to  the  public  health, 
it  is  the  duty  of  the  Government  to 
devise  and  carry  out  a  system  of  drain- 
age which  will  aflord  adequate  protection 
for  the  lives  and  property  of  the  people." 
— (Mr,  John  ffConnor.) 

*Mr.  CHARLES  CRAIG  (Antrim,  8.) 
said  that  there  was  much  in  the  speeches 
of  both  the  mover  and  the  seconder  with 
which  he  could  agree.  He  could  not,  how- 
ever, pretend  to  say  much  about  other 
parts  of  Ireland  and  would  confine  him- 
self principally  to  the  question  of 
the  drainage  of  the  Lough  Neagb 
and  River  Bann  area.  An  attempt 
had  been  made  in  the  past  to  deal  with 
that  question,  but  he  was  sorry  to  say 
that  the  state  of  affairs  to-day 
was  almost  as  bad  as  it  was  sixty  years 
ago,  before  the  works  were  started. 
Perhaps  the  House  would  excuse  him  if 
he  went  rather  into  detail  upon  this 
question.  Lough  Neagh  was  the  largest 
lake  in  the  three  kingdoms.  It  was 
eighteen  miles  long,  and  twelve  miles 
broad,  and  was  practically  as  large 
as  the  Isle  of  Man.  There  were  ten  or 
twelve  rivers  of  considerable  siie  running 
into  Lough  Neagh  as  well  as  a  vast  number 
of  smaller  strenms,  and  the  whole  of  the 
water  from  an  immense  catchment  area  of 
over  1,400,000  acres  had  to  be  conve}  ed  to 
the  sea  by  one  single  river.  The  distance 
from  Lough  Neagh  to  the  sea  was  about 
thirty  miles,  and  the  drop  was  only 
about  forty  feet.  Consequently,  hon. 
Members  would  see  that  the  Lower  Bann 
was  a  more  or  less  slow-flowing  river,  and 
it  was  impossible  for  the  enormous 
amount  of  extra  water  which  collected  in 
the  Lough  in  flood  time  to  get  through 
quickly  to  the  sea.  This  caused  the 
level  of  the  water  in  Lough  Neagh  to 
rise,  with  the  result  that  the  low-lj^ing 

lands  were  often  seriously  flooded. 

The  nuisance  of  the  flooding  and 
the  serious  injury  it  caused  was  of 
very  old  standing.  It  was  not  until 
1840  that  Irishmen  intertsted  in 
the    welfare    of  the    North    of    Ireland 

Mr,  John  0^ Connor, 


[  could  get  the  Government  to  move  in  the 
matter.  Soon  after  that  an  Act  wa^ 
passed  to  promote  the  drainage  of  lands, 
and  the  improvement  of  navigation, 
and  appHcation  was  nfiade  to  the 
Grovernment  by  the  landowners  affected 
by  the  flooding  of  Lough  Neagh  and 
the  Bann  to  remedy  the  evil,  and 
the  Commissioners  of  Pubhc  Works,  who 
were  also  appointed  Commissioners  for 
the  purpose  of  the  Act,  appointed  Mr. 
MacMahon  to  inspect  and  report  upon 
the  question.  He  duly  inspected  and 
reported  thereon  and  presented  plans  and 
specifications  for  the  remedying  of  the 
flooding  evil,  and  for  the  improvement 
of  the  navigation.  The  cost  was  to  be 
£109,000  for  the  drainage,  and  another 
£74,000  for  the  navigation.  The  land 
owners  interested,  after  mature  considera- 
tion, decided  that  the  work  should  be 
done  and  that  they  would  bear  the  cost. 
But  instead  of  costing  £109,000  the  total 
amount  spent  on  the  drainage  works  was 
£150,000,  or  £41,000  more  than  the  un- 
fortunate    owners   had  agreed   to    pay.^ 

;  The  works,  moreover,  took  twelve  year* 
to  complete  instead  of  three.     He  did  not 

I  know  of  any  board  which  had  brought 

!  down  upon  its  own  head  more  well- 
deserved  abuse  than  the  Board  of  Works. 
One  of  the  reasons  for  the  excessive  cost — 
another  testimonv  to  the  unbusinesslike 
methods  of  the  Board  of  Works — was  that,, 
instead  of  giving  the  contract  to  a  con- 
tractor—  and  large   contractors   at  the 

;  time  were  very  numerous — they  decided 
to  do  the  whole  of  the  work  themselves^ 
sending  down  an  engineer  and  number- 
less assistant  engineers,  paymasters,, 
clerks,  and  workmen.  Soon  after  the 
work  was  started  the  famine  broke  out, 
and  it  was  thought  by  the  Board  of 
Works  and  the  Government  that  this 
would  be  an  excellent  opportunity  of 
employing  many  workmen  throughout 
the  country  in  need  of  work.  A  large 
number  of  men  from  various  parts  of 
Ireland  were  therefore  collected  together 
for  this  work.  He  did  not  complain  of 
that,  but  he  thought  those  sharing  the- 
cost  of  the  work  had  reason  to  complain 
that  on  their  shoulders  should  fall  the 
extra  cost  of  £41,000  incurred  by  em- 
ploying relief  hands  and  turning  a  purely^ 
business  transaction  loto  a  philanthropic 
transaction.      Because      no     contractor 
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was  employed,  and  because  this  under- 
taldng  was  used  as  relief  works  by  the 
Government,  the  cost  came  to  £41,000 
more  than  the  estimate,  and  in  the  year 
1880  no  less  a  sum  than  £166,000  had 
been  paid  in  principal  and  interest  for 
these  drainage  worl^. 

For  the  first  ten  years  after  the  works 
were  completed  they  had  more  or  less  the 
desired  effect.  But  in  the  subsequent 
ten  years  the  floods  got  the  upper  hand 
again ;  and  after  twenty  years  and  at 
the  present  time  the  state  of  affairs 
around  the  shores  of  Lough  Neagh 
and  on  the  banks  of  the  Bann  was 
almost  as  bad  as  it  was  fifty  or  sixty 
years  ago.  A  large  number  of  Commis- 
sions had  sat  on  the  subject,  and  there 
had  been  a  large  number  of  Reports.  His 
complaint  against  the  Government  was 
that  they  had  been  promising  and 
reporting,  and  holding  Select  Committees 
for  the  last  twenty-eight  years,  and  yet 
nothing  had  been  done.  The  engineer 
who  prepared  the  plans  and  supervised 
the  work  was  a  Government  engineer 
and  was  not  appointed  by  the  owners 
affected ;  the  work  was  carried  out 
entirely  by  the  Government,  although 
the  cost  was  borne  by  the  people  affected. 
That  being  the  position,  it  was  the 
duty  of  the  Government  to  remedy  the 
defects  of  their  own  servant  fifty  years 
ago.  The  original  designs  and  plans 
made  by  Mr.  MacMahon,  the  Grovemment 
engineer,  in  1842,  when  he  was  reporting, 
allowed  for  a  discharge  capacity  of 
400,000  cubic  feet  per  minute,  but  in- 
vestigations since  made  proved  this  was 
wrong,  and  that  to  accomplish  the  end 
in  view  a  discharge  capacity  of  700,000  or 
800,000  cubic  feet  per  minute  was  needed, 
or  double  the  discharging  capacity 
allowed  for  in  Mr.  MacMahon's  estimate, 
^hat  was  one  of  the  matters  upon  which 
they  hoped  to  get  some  light.  He 
thought  under  the  circumstances  they 
had  a  good  claim  that  the  whole  of  these 
works  should  be  put  right  at  the  expense 
of  the  Grovemment. 

They  had  had  many  promises  on  this 
subject  from  the  Gov(xnment  and  from 
the  late  Chief  Secretary ,  and  in  the  year 

1903,  when  he  was  seeking  election,  he 

was  distinctly  told  that  he  might  inform 

his  intended  constituents  that  the  matter 

would  be  seriously  dealt  with  during  the 


ensuing  session.  He  made  free  use  of  that 
promise,  and  no  doubt  many  voted  for  him 
in  the  belief  that  an  attempt  would  bd 
made  to  relieve  their  condition.  The  late 
Chief  Secretary  put  a  thousand  pounds 
on  the  Development  Grant  as  an  earnest 
of  his  intentions.  But  nothing  came 
of  that.  In  March  of  last  year  the 
secretary  of  the  Bann  Drainage  Com- 
mittee received  a  letter  from  the  then 
Chief  Secretary  which  illustrated  exactly 
the  view  he,  and  indeed  every  Chief 
Sftcretary  who  had  had  to  deal  with  it, 
took  of  this  matter.  In  that  letter  he 
stated  that  the  Board  of  Works  had 
readily  complied  with  Sir  Antony  Mac- 
Donnell'a  desire  that  the  greatest 
expedition  should  be  used,  in  spite 
of  the  many  and  serious  claims  upon 
the  time  of  their  engineer  involved 
by  works  executed  imder  the  Marine 
Works  Act  and  other  duties  of  immedi- 
ate urgency.  He  maintained  that 
the  drainage  of  the  Bann  was  quite  as 
urgent,  and  much  more  urgent,  than  any 
work  under  the  Marine  Act. 

Their  complaint  in  the  North  of  Ire- 
land was  that  money  was  spent  freely  on 
works  in  other  parts  of  Ireland  which 
were  no  more  necessary  than  the  rectifi- 
cation of  the  drainage  of  the  Bann,  and 
that  the  only  part  of  Ireland  which  was 
thoroughly  loyal  coull  not,  after  eighteen 
years  of  waiting,  get  a  remedy  for  an  evil 
which  everyone  admitted,  while  hundreds 
of  thousands  of  pounds  were  being  poured 
into  other  parts  of  Ireland.  Much 
of  this  money  no  doubt  would  be  wasted. 
Ireland  was  dotted  with  monuments  of 
the  inefficiency  of  the  Board  of  Works, 
and  all  round  the  coast  were  harbours 
on  which  immense  sums  had  been  spent 
which  were  practically  useless.  How- 
ever, he  hoped  a  better  era  was  beginning 
to  dawn  under  the  reign  of  the  present 
Chief  Secretary.  He  hoped  the  Chief 
Secretary  would  act  differently  to  his 
predecessors,  who,  while  pramising  a 
great  deal,  had  done  nothing  at  all.  The 
late  Chief  Secretary  appointed  Mr.  Dick 
to  make  a  further  survey.  He  would 
not  say'  anything  about  Mr.  Dick's 
capacity  as  an  engineer,  but,  knowing 
the  estimation  in  which  the  Board  of 

Works  was  held,  he  thought  it  was  au 

act   of   folly   to   appoint   this   engineer. 

If  his  report  was  thoroughly  favourable 
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all,  no  doubt,  would  be  well,  but  if  it  was 
unfavourable  it  was  certain  that  the 
people  interested  would  say,  ^^  Oh,  this 
is  only  the  report  of  the  engineer  of  the 
Board  of  Works,  and  it  is  not  worth 
the  paper  it  is  written  on."  Considering 
the  amount  of  feeling  that  there  was  on 
this  question,  he  thought  the  late  Chief 
Secretary  should  have  avoided  sending 
down  any  man  connected  with  the 
Board  of  Works  to  make  this  survey, 
it  would  have  been  far  better  to  have 
employed  an  independent  engineer,  and  the 
Chief  Secretary  should  have  taken  care 
in  regard  to  such  an  appointment  that 
the  person  appointed  was  approved  of  by 
the  people  interested.  With  regard  to 
the  last  appointment  he  had  not  heard 
that  any  persons  in  the  locaHtj  con- 
cerned had  been  consulted.  So  far  as  he 
could  ascertain  the  facts,  Mr.  Dick  did  not 
make  a  thorough  survey,  but  he  took  up 
the  plans  of  the  preceding  engineer.  The 
conditions  of  eighteen  years  ago  were  not 
the  conditions  of  to-day.  Farms  were 
now  drained  in  a  far  superior  manner, 
and  the  water  ran  ofE  much  quicker. 
A  vast  amount  of  sand  and  mud  must 
have  been  deposited  in  the  bed  of  the 
river  in  recent  years,  and  this  must  have 
altered  the  depth  of  the  river  in  many 
places.  In  regard  to  the  appointment  of 
Sir  Alexander  Binnie.  he  hoped  that  the 
Chief  Secretary  would  see  that  he  made 
an  absolutely  independent  survey. 

Mr.  MACVEAGH  (Down,  S.) :  He  is 
not  going  to  make  a  survey  at  all ;  he 
is  only  going  to  present  a  report. 

♦Mr.  CHARLES  CRAIG  said  he  hoped 
Sir  Alexander  Binnie  would  be  definitely 
instructed  to  make  a  thorough  survey, 
ajid  that  he  would  take  into  con- 
sideration the  opinions  of  those 
living  in  the  locahty.  Under  no  cir- 
cumstances had  the  Board  of  Works  ever 
paid  any  attention  to  the  advice  and 
opinions  of  the  people  living  on  the  spot. 
No  matter  how  eminent  an  engineer  Sir 
Alexander  Binnie  might  be,  he  had  pro- 
bably never  seen  the  Bann,  and  it  seemed 
to  him  that  the  men  who  had  suffered  so 
long  from  this  flooding  ought  to  know 
something  about  the  river.  Many  of 
them  had  their  own  theories  about  the 
cause  of  flooding,  and  it    would  do  Sir 

Mr.  Charles  Craig, 


Alexander  Binnie  no  harm  to  hear 
those  opinions.  Last  year  the  Ulster 
Unionists  voted  with  Gentlemen  opposite 
on  this  question,  but  as  the  present  Chief 
Secretary  had  given  an  earnest  of  taking 
action,  he  and  his  hon.  friends  would 
not  vote  on  the  present  occasion. 

Mr.  O'DOWD  (SUgo,  S.)  said  the 
Resolution  of  his  hon.  friend  the  Member 
for  Wicklow  which  they  were  engaged 
in  discussing  had  his  earnest  and  hearty 
support.  Not  alone  had  this  Resolution 
the  support  of  his  hon.  friends  around 
him,  but  it  had  also,  he  ventured  to  think, 
the  support  and  approval  of  every  Irish 
Member,  no  matter  to  what  school  of 
pohtical  thought  he  might  belong.  And 
why  ?  Because  they  recognised — and  aU 
Irish  Members  recognised — that  the  sub- 
ject dealt  with  in  the  Resolution  before 
the  House  was  one  of  the  gravest  national 
importance.  It  was  one  of  national 
importance,  because  the  drainage  of  the 
rivers  of  Ireland  would  afEect  and  bene- 
ficially afEect  numbers  of  people  of  all 
classes  and  creeds  in  the  country. 

This  question  in  its  national  aspect  had 
been  so  ably  and  so  exhaustively  dealt  with 
by  his  hon.  friends  who  had  preceded 
him  that  he  would  not  wear}  the  House 
with  any  stale  platitudes  of  his  own. 
He  might,  however,  point  out  in  passing 
that  here  was  an  admitted  Irish  griev- 
ance from  which  Unionists  as  well  as 
Nationalists  suffered,  and  which  the 
Government,  through  the  machinery  of 
their  numerous  Irish  boards  and  depart- 
ments, could  speedily  redress.  Woidd 
they  prove  themselves  equal  to  the 
occasion  ?  Would  they  even  now  make 
a  beginning  and  tackle  this  question 
which  had  been  so  sadly  neglected  by 
successive  Governments  in  the  pAst^? 
The  Government  professed  an  anxiety 
to  develop  Irish  resources  ;  they  boasted 
that  they  were  able  and  willing  to  do 
all  for  Ireland  that  a  native  Parliament 
could  do.  Let  them  prove  the  sincerity 
of  their  professions  by  adopting  the 
Motion  of  his  hon.  frend  and  beginning 
at  once  with  a  s  heme  for  the  drainage 
of  Irish  rivers.  But  it  was  too  much 
to  expect  that  they  would  do  so,  not- 
withstanding the  undeniable  fact  that 
such  a  scheme,  if  adopted  and  carried 
out,  would  be   the   means  of  averting 
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periodic  famines  in  many  distriots,  of 
converting  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
acres,  now  practically  valueless  ow^ng  to 
-constant  overfloodings,  into  good  arable 
land,  and  of  bringing  happiness,  if  not 
prosperity,  to  the  doors  of  thousands  of 
small  farmers  scattered  all  over  Ireland. 
There  was  no  doubt  but  that  it  would 
enormously  increase  the  wealth  and 
prosperity  of  the  country.  It  was  a  pity, 
therefore,  that  a  Government  which  could 
afford  to  spend  millions  on  the  prosecu- 
tion of  an  unjust  war  in  South  Africa, 
and  could  find  money  to  engage  in 
fruitless  expeditions  against  the  Grand 
Lama  and  that  Will-o'-the-Wisp  of 
the  desert,  the  Mad  Mullah,  could  not 
furnish  a  trifle  to  aid  in  carrying  out  a 
project  which  would  be  attended  with 
the  happy  results  he  had  indicated. 
The  question  was  one  of  supreme  national 
moment,  and  as  such  should  be 
dealt  with  in  a  broad,  Uberal,  and  states- 
manlike spirit  by  any  (Jovernment  which 
wished  to  keep  up  the  pretence  that 
they  were  able  and  anxious  to  govern 
Ireland  for  the  benefit  of  the  people 
and  with  a  vie^^  to  the  material  advance- 
ment of  the  interests  of  the  country. 

The  drainage  of  the  Bann,  the  Barrow, 
and  the  other  great  rivers  in  Ireland 
had  been  mentioned,  and  would  again  be 
mentioned  before  the  debate  closed,  and 
with  everything  that  had  been  said  in 
regard  to  these  rivers  he  was  in  thorough 
agreement.  He  hoped,  however,  that 
be  might  be  pardoned  if  he  mentioned 
the  case  of  the  negligence  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  regard  to  the  drainage  of  the 
Owenmore  in  the  county  of  SUgo.  At- 
tempts had  been  made  from  time  to  time, 
in  one  shape  or  other,  to  do  something 
for  the  drainage  of  the  other  great  rivers, 
but  although  the  people  of  South  Sligo 
in  the  poor  province  of  Connaught  had 
been  agitating  and  asking  some  aid 
from  the  Government  for  the  drainage 
of  this  river  during  the  past  sixty  years, 
a  deaf  ear  had  always  been  turned  to 
their  demands  for  justice  and  fair  play. 
The  Owenmore  was  not  a  navigable 
river.  It  took  its  rise  in  a  scheduled 
congested  district,  and  flowed  for  a 
considerable  distance  through  that  dis- 
trict, continued  its  course  through  South 
Sligo,  and  owing  to  its  crooked  course 
and  choked  condition  was  liable  to 
periodical    flooding.     This    meant    ruin 


to  the  hundreds  of  small  farmers  in- 
habiting the  valley  through  which  it 
flowed;  last  year  the  drainage  caused 
by  these  floods  was  so  great  that  a  great 
public  meeting  was  held  in  Ballymote 
in  August  last,  presided  over  by  the 
very  rev.  Canon  Loftus,  and  attended 
by  clergymen  and  magistrates  of  all 
denominations.  Strong  resolutions  were 
adopted,  but  nothing  had  been  done. 

In  1847,  the  year  of  the  famine,  an  esti- 
mate was  made  for  the  drainage  of  this 
river  ,by  the  then  county  surveyor. 
It  was  estimated  that  8,000  acres  could 
be  reclaimed  at  an  outlay  of  £7,000,  but 
the  Government  of  that  day  spent  the 
money  in  relief  works  elsewhere  and 
the  work  was  abandoned.  In  1879  an- 
other effort  was  made  to  institute  a 
scheme  for  the  drainage  of  this  river, 
but  the  landlord's  consent  could  not 
be  obtained,  and  the  scheme  once  more 
fell  through.  In  1895  the  Liberal 
Grovemment  was  approached,  and 
they  were  inclined  to  give  a  grant, 
but  they  left  office  immediately 
after,  and  their  benevolent  intentions  were 
not  followed  up  by  their  successors. 
Again,  in  1896,  a  great  meeting  of  all 
creeds  and  classes  was  held  in  Ballymote. 
This  meeting  was  presided  over  by 
Colonel  Cooper,  the  lord  -  lieutenant  of 
the  county,  a  Unionist  landlord,  and  a 
firm  supporter  of  the  Government  of 
that  day.  A  memorial  was  adopted 
pra3dng  for  a  grant-in-aid,  but  the 
usual  stereotyped  answer  was  returned, 
"  No  money  available."  There  were  in 
Ireland,  the  Congested  Districts  Board, 
the  Department  of  Agriculture,  and 
many  other  Departments  too  numerous 
to  mention.  This  river  flowed  through 
three  scheduled  congested  districts,  and 
its  drainage  would  mean  the  reclamation 
of  8,000  acres  of  land,  now  practically 
valueless,  but  what  had  the  Congested 
Districts  Board  or  the  Department  of  Agri- 
culture done  in  the  matter  ?  Nothing  ! 
Was  it  too  much  to  expect  that  even 
now  at  the  eleventh  hour  the  Govern- 
ment would  open  its  eyes  and  give 
financial  aid  and  encouragement  to  a 
scheme  which  would  be  productive  of 
so  much  good  ?  There  was  a  free  grant 
given  towards  the  drainage  of  the  Suck 
some  years  ago.  It  was  given,  as  was 
stated,  under  exceptional  circumstances. 
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There  were  exceptional  ciicumstances  here 
also,  and  he  hoped  the  Chief  Secretary 
would  hearken  to  the  appeal  he  made  on 
behalf  of  the  poor  people  of  his  con- 
stituency, and  give  a  helping  hand  in 
the  direction  of  having  this  river  drained. 
By  doing  so  he  would  be  helping  in  a 
measure  to  repair  the  neglect  of  the  past. 

Me.  DELANY  (Queen*8  County, 
Ossory)  pointed  out  that  this  question 
had  been  considered  by  two  Commissions 
— the  Viceregal  Commission  of  1885,  and 
the  Royal  Commission  on  Public  Works 
in  Ireland  of  1887— both  of  which  re- 
ported strongly  in  favour  of  a  scheme  of 
drainage  for  the  Barrow.  On  the 
strength  of  those  Reports  the  present 
Prime  Minister,  then  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland,  introduced  a  Bill  in  1888. 
That  measure  was  not  proceeded  with* 
In  the  following  session  he  introduced 
a  more  comprehensive  Bill,  proposing 
to  carry  out  works  on  the  Barrow  to  the 
extent  of  £360,000,  of  which  £215,000 
was  to  be  a  free  grant,  and  the  remainder 
raised  on  the  improved  land  within  the 
riparian  area.  That  Bill  did  not  pass, 
and  since  then  nothing  whatever  had 
been  done.  But  the  matter  had  not 
stood  still;  the  evil  had  gone  on  in- 
creasing, and  the  need  for  action  became 
more  urgent  every  day.  Several  times 
in  the  year  the  people  in  the  districts 
affected  had  to  leave  their  homes  in  the 
poorer  quarters,  some  having  to  be 
rescued  by  means  of  ambulances  for 
which  the  guardians  had  to  pay,  some 
went  to  the  workhouse  and  others  to 
their  friends,  and  then  when  the  floods 
abated  they  returned  to  their  miserable 
homes.  It  was  impossible  to  under- 
stand how  they  existed.  Disease  was 
promoted,  and  epidemics  might  be  ex- 
pected at  any  time.  He  hoped  the 
Chief  Secretary  would  make  some  prac- 
tical answer  that  night.  Personally,  he 
did  not  approve  of  the  suggestion  for 

Mr.  O'DotDd. 


the  establishment  of  another  department 
in  Ireland ;  there  were  too  many  depart- 
ments already.  Nor  did  he  approve 
of  the  work  being  given  to  the  Board  ol 
Works ;  there  were  all  over  the  country 
too  many  monuments  of  the  stupidity 
and  incapacity  of  that  department. 
What  he  suggested  was  that  committees 
of  the  county  councils  should  be  en- 
trusted with  the  work.  If  money  and 
machinery  were  put  into  their  hands 
he^believed  that  the  confidence  in  their 
capacity  would  be  amply  and  fully 
justified. 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Walteb  Long,  Bristol, 
S.)  said  that  before  dealing  with  the 
main  question  he  might  refer  to  a 
comparatively  smaD  matter  which  had 
been  raised  in  the  debate,  viz.,  the 
circumstances  under  which  Sir  Alex- 
ander Binnie  had  been  appointed  to 
report  on  river  drainage  in  Ireland. 
Hon.  Members  were  under  a  mis- 
apprehension.  The  local  drainage  board 
was  consulted  in  the  appointment  of 
Sir  Alexander  Binnie,  and  that  gentle- 
man had  a  perfectly  free  hand  to  make 
what  surveys  and  examinations  he 
thought  necessary  in  order  that  he 
might  furnish  a  report  which,  he  hoped,, 
might  prove  a  valuable  one.  He  under- 
stood, however,  from  the  debate  that 
what  hon.  Members  opposite  wanted 
was  not  further  investigation,  but  im- 
mediate action.  Probably  the  most  prac- 
tical speech  in  the  debate  was  that  made 
by  the  hon.  Member  who  spoke  last, 
and  he  had  suggested  that  committees  of 
the  county  councils  should  do  the  work. 
That  was  a  practical  suggestion  with, 
which  he  would  deal  later.  The  Motion 
was  one  in  which  fault  was  found  with 
the  Qovemments  of  the  last  100  yeara 
for  neglecting  arterial  drainage  in  Ireland,, 
but  the  mover  and  seconder  of  the  Motion. 
had  urged  the  necessity,  not  so  much 
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of  dealing  with  arterial  drainage,  as  of 
making  these  rivers  into  waterways. 

Mr.  KILBRIDE  (Kildare,  S.) :  You 
cannot  make  a  waterway  of  the  Upper 
Barrow, 

Ifs.  WALTER  LONG  said  the  short 
but  pertinent  interruption  of  the  hon. 
Member  disposed  of  the  greater  portion 
of  the  speeches  of  the  mover  and 
seconder  of  the  Motion.  The  £2,500,000 
spent  on  arterial  drainage  in  Ireland 
had  been  contrasted  with  the  many 
millions  spent  in  Holland.  But  the 
latter  was  a  question  not  of  arterial 
drainage  but  of  waterways.  Those 
two  questions  must  be  dealt  with  sepa- 
rately.  What  he  understood  was  wanted 
was  that  the  evils  which  arose  from  the 
overflowing  of  these  rivers  should  be 
dealt  with.  That  was  a  question  solely 
of  arterial  drainage.  So  far  as  the  Bann 
and  the  Barrow  were  concerned  he  was 
afraid  that  there  could  be  no  doubt  that 
from  time  to  time  immense  damage  to 
property  resulted  from  the  present  con- 
dition of  these  rivers.  It  was  undoubtedly 
the  case  that  if  rivers  overflowed  in  an 
agricultural  district  not  only  were  fields 
and  houses  submerged,  but  there  must  be 
serious  injury  to  the  industry  of  the  dis- 
trict. It  had  been  said  that  everything 
that  had  been  done  hitherto  had  been 
wrongly  done.  While  he  did  not  wish  to 
absolve  the  Irish  Government  and  the 
Board  of  Works  from  all  responsibility 
and  all  blame,  be  thought  they  were  not  as 
much  to  blame  as  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site seemed  to  think.  They  had  con^ 
suited  local  opinion  to  a  greater  extent 
than  they  had  been  given  credit  for,  and 
many  of  the  evils  of  which  complaint  had 
been  made  were  due  to  the  fact  that  thev 


had  taken  so  much  advice  that  they 
had  in  the  long  run  taken  a  course 
which  had  resulted  in  the  least  benefit  to 
the  district  which  they  desired  to  serve. 
Undoubtedly  they  had  consulted  local 
opinion,  but  it  was  the  unanimous  feeling 
that  the  guiding  opinion  had  been  a 
mistaken  one.  The  result  had  been 
unsatisfactory. 

The  boards  under  the  existing 
Acts  were  obviously  out  of  keeping 
with  the  present  time.  This  was  not 
a  general  debate  on  Irish  government 
— the  river  boards  dealing  with  these 
rivers  were  out  of  date,  and  owing  to  the 
changes  in  land  tenure  the  formation  of 
those  boards  became  more  difficult  every 
year.  A  suggestion  had  been  made  to 
transfer  the  powers  to  a  committee  of 
county  councils,  and  in  England  legisla- 
tion had  set  up  joint  committees  of  con- 
tiguous counties  to  deal  with  pollution 
of  rivers,  but  the  difficulty  of  dealing 
with  flooding  was  quite  diflerent  to  that 
of  dealing  with  pollution,  and  more  in- 
formation was  required.  ["  No,  no ! "] 
There  was  necessity  for  reform;  the 
present  condition  of  things  could  not 
continue,  but  a  procedure  m  ust  be  found 
to  bring  about  a  systematic  and  success- 
ful result. 

♦Mr.  JOHN  O'CONNOR  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  if  he  remembered  an 
Answer  which  he  gave  to  him,  probably 
about  a  week  ago,  in  reply  to  a  Question 
on  the  Paper  as  to  whether  the  Grovern- 
ment  was  prepared  to  introduce  a^Bill 
extending  the  provisions  of  Section  20 
so  as  to  establish  joint  boards  of  county 
councils  in  respect  of  the  rivers  flowing 
through  their  respective  districts.  Was 
he  now  prepared  to  promise  them  a  short 
Bill? 


1343 


Artcrpd  Drainage 


{COMMONS} 


(Ireland), 


134 


Mb.  WALTER  LONG  said  he  was 
quite  willing  to  consider  such  a  sugges- 
tion, but  he  was  afraid  this  would  not 
be  sufficient.  More  advice  was  required, 
and  there  must  be  co-operation  in  the 
dealing  with  the  upper  and  lower  parts 
of  a  river ;  the  difficulties  in  the  one  and 
in  the  other  part  were  different  and  re- 
quired different  remedies.  More  in- 
formation was  wanted  as  to  the  best  way 
to  deal  with  some  of  these  difficulties, 
and  he  beheved  that  the  best  course  to 
adopt  would  be  to  have  a  short  examin- 
ation by  three  experts,  one  an  engineer, 
and  two  experts  connected  with  local 
government.  He  believed  that  after 
an  examination  of  that  kind  they  might 
get  a  reform  of  the  Local  Government 
Act  of  18d8,  and  with  such  additional 
powers  they  might  be  able  to  deal  with 
the  question  satisfactorily.  After  that 
any  additional  money  granted  might 
be  wisely  spent.  That  was  the  con- 
clusion he  had  arrived  at,  and  if  his  sug- 
gestion was  acceptable  to  both  sides  he 
would  undertake  the  appointment  of 
such  a  Committee  without  any  delay,  and 
he  did  not  think  it  would  take  very  long 
to  make  a  practical  Report  upon  the 
whole  question. 

Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND  (Waterford) 
said  the  speech  they  had  just  listened  to 
was  an  exact  counterpart  of  many  speeches 
they  had  heard  on  Irish  subjects  from 
successive  Irish  Governments.  Of  course 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  able  to 
plead  that  his  knowledge  of  the  question 
was  small  and  that  he  had  had  very  little 
time  to  look  into  it.  He  supposed, 
however,  that  he  had  consulted  those 
who  were  conversant  with  it,  and  yet  he 
had  made  no  definite  proposal  whatever. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  admitted 


a  grievance  which  had  been  in  existence 
for  generations,  and  then  he  threw  out 
vague  suggestions  as  to  the  possibility 
of  amending  the  Local  Government  Act. 

Mb.  WALTER  LONG :  What  I  said 
was  that  while  I  favoured  the  extension 
of  Section  20  of  the  Act  of  1898  I  did  not 
believe  that  it  would  cover  the  ground. 

Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND  said  that 
what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  was 
to  throw  out  that  suggestion,  and  then 
he  added  that  he  did  not  pin  himself 
to  it.  The  suggestion  as  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  small  Committee  was  a  most 
extraordinary  one,  and  he  declined  to 
take  any  share  of  the  responsibility  for 
it.  He  saw  no  reason  for  any  further 
inquiry,  and  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  come  to  a  settled  conclusion  on  the 
subject  he  should  act  on  his  own  opinion 
and  appoint  the  inquiry.  The  con- 
stitution of  the  proposed  Comniitte<e 
was  absurd,  and  he  wanted  to  know  who 
the  local  government  experts  were  to  be. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  sugggested 
that  this  Committee  should  consist  of 
an  eminent  engineer  and  two  local 
government  officials. 

Mb.  WALTER  LONG :  I  never  used 
the  word  **  officials."    I  said  experts. 

Mb.  JOHN  REDMOND  said  he  should 
like  to  know  what  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man meant  by  experts. 

Mb.  WALTER  LONG  said  that  they 
would  be  men  experienced  in  the  afbdrs 
of  local  government,  but  not  officers 
connected  with  the  Governmenc 
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Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND  invited  the 
right  hon.  Grentlemaii  to  come  to  some 
definite  concloBion  on  the  question,  and 
asked  whether  these  experts  were  to  be 
selected  by  the  county  councils  in  Ireland 
or  whether  they  were  to  be  men  sent  over 
from  England.  Until  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  gave  some  more  definite 
statement  he  should  take  no  respon- 
sibility whatever  for  the  suggestion  he 
had  made.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  not  met  their  case,  and  in  these 
circumstances  he  hoped  his  hon.  friend 
would  go  to  a  division. 

Mr.  KILBRIDE  pointed  out  that 
an  extension  of  Section  20  would 
not  deal  with  this  difficulty,  be- 
cause what  suited  the  upper  reaches 
of  the  river  would  not  suit  the  lower 
reaches.  It  might  apply  all  right  to  the 
Shannon  and  the  Bann,  but  it  had  no 
application  to  the  Barrow.  A  con- 
ference of  the  county  councils  concerned 
was  held  a  few  months  ago  and  they 
came  to  the  conclusion  that  a  joint  board 
should  be  formed,  consisting  of  the  repre- 
sentatives of  the  county  councils  of  the 
counties  through  which  the  river  flowed, 
to  deal  with  the  whole  question  of  the 
drainage  of  the  Barrow.  One  would 
imagine  from  the  speech  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  done  something  to  improve 
the  condition  of  the  River  Barrow,  but 


as  a  matter  of  fact  they  had  never  spent 
one  penny  on  the  drainage  of  that  river. 
The  bed  of  the  river  had  become  silted  up, 
and  obstructions  years  ago  had  been 
allowed  to  be  constructed  across  the 
river ;  and  if  the  county  councils  were 
only  given  power  to  remove  those  ob- 
structions by  levying  a  very  small  rate 
on  the  areas  afEected  they  could  relieve 
the  flooding  to  a  very  large  extent.  Un- 
less sontething  was  done  the  farmers 
and  inhabitants  of  those  areas  would  be 
very  seriously  afEected.  Frequently  the 
houses  were  flooded,  and  the  health 
of  the  people  had  suffered  considerably. 
He  hoped  something  would  be  done  to 
deal  with  the  upper  reaches  of  the  River 
Barrow,  and  if  the  Government  would 
not  do  anything,  at  least  they  might 
give  the  localities  power  to  do  it  them- 
selves. • 

MB.DILLON(Mayo,E.)  called  attention 
to  what  he  regarded  as  a  serious  omission 
in  the  Chief  Secretary's  statement,  in  that 
he  had  given  no  hint  as  to  whether  the 
Government  contemplated  providing  any 
money  for  the  operation.  As  no  hope 
had  been  held  out  that  any  money  would 
be  provided  for  this  purpose  he  hoped 
they  would  proceed  to  a  division. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  : — ^Ayes,  T9  ;  Noes. 
120.    Division  List  No.  189.) 


Ambrose,  Robert 

Ashton,  Thomas  Gair 

Barry,  E.  (Cork,  S.) 

Boland,  John 

Brigg,  John 

Bright,  Allan  Heywood 

Caldwell,  James 

Campbell,  John  (Armagh,  S.) 

Causton,  Riohard  Knight 

Cheetham,   John    Frraerick 

Crean,  Eugene 


AYES. 

Oremer,  William  Randal 

Delany,  William 

I)evlin,Gharle8Ram8ay(Galway 

DiUon,  John 

Doogan,  P.  C. 

Evans,  Samael  T.  (Glamorgan) 

Ffrenoh,  Petet 

Field,  William 

Findlay,  Alexander(Lanark,NE 

Flavin,  Michael  Joseph 

Qladstoti^  RtHn.  Herbert  John 


Hammond,  John 

Hardie,  J  Keir  (MerthyrTyd\  il) 

Hayden,  John  Patrick 

Healy,  Timothy  Michael 

Helme,  Norral  Watson 

Hemphill,  Rt.  Hon.  Charles^H. 

Henderson,  Arthui  (Durham) 

Higham,  John  Sharp 

Johnson,  John 

Jones,  Leif  (Appleby) 

Jones,  William  (Canutfvonshire 
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Mb.  WALTER  LONG  said  he  was 
quite  willing  to  consider  such  a  sugges- 
tion, but  lie  was  afraid  this  would  not 
be  sufficient*  More  advice  was  required, 
and  there  must  be  co-operation  in  the 
dealing  with  the  upper  and  lower  parts 
of  a  river  ;  the  difficulties  in  the  one  and 
in  the  other  part  were  different  and  re- 
quired different  remedies.  More  in- 
formation was  wanted  as  to  the  best  way 
to  deal  with  some  of  these  difficulties, 
and  he  believed  that  the  best  course  to 
adopt  would  be  to  have  a  short  examin- 
ation by  three  experts,  one  an  engineer, 
and  two  experts  connected  with  local 
government.  He  believed  that  after 
an  examination  of  that  kind  they  might 
get  a  reform  of  the  Local  Government 
Act  of  1898,  and  with  such  additional 
powers  they  might  be  able  to  deal  with 
the  question  satisfactorily.  After  that 
any  additional  money  granted  might 
be  wisely  spent.  That  was  the  con- 
clusion he  had  arrived  at,  and  if  his  sug- 
gestion was  acceptable  to  both  sides  he 
would  undertake  the  appointment  of 
such  a  Committee  without  any  delay,  and 
he  did  not  think  it  would  take  very  long 
to  make  a  practical  Report  upon  the 
whole  question. 

Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND  (Waterford) 
said  the  speech  they  had  just  listened  to 
was  an  exact  counterpart  of  many  speeches 
they  had  heard  on  Irish  subjects  from 
successive  Irish  Grovernments.  Of  course 
the  right  hon.  Grentleman  was  able  to 
plead  that  his  knowledge  of  the  question 
was  small  and  that  he  had  had  very  little 
time  to  look  into  it.  He  supposed, 
however,  that  he  had  consulted  those 
who  were  conversant  with  it,  and  yet  he 
had  made  no  definite  proposal  whatever. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  admitted 


a  grievance  which  had  been  in  existence 
for  generations,  and  then  he  threw  out 
vague  su^^stions  as  to  the  possibility 
of  amending  the  Local  Government  Act. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG :  What  I  said 
was  that  while  I  favoured  the  extension 
of  Section  20  of  the  Act  of  1898  I  did  not 
believe  that  it  would  cover  the  ground. 

Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND  said  that 
what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  was 
to  throw  out  that  suggestion,  and  then 
he  added  that  he  did  not  pin  himself 
to  it.  The  suggestion  as  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  small  Committee  was  a  most 
extraordinary  one,  and  he  declined  to 
take  any  share  of  the  responsibility  for 
it.  He  saw  no  reason  for  any  further 
inquiry,  and  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  come  to  a  settled  conclusion  on  the 
subject  he  should  act  on  his  own  opinion 
and  appoint  the  inquiry.  The  con- 
stitution of  the  proposed  Committee 
was  absurd,  and  he  wanted  to  know  who 
the  local  government  experts  were  to  be. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  sugggested 
that  this  Committee  should  consist  of 
an  eminent  engineer  and  two  local 
government  officials. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG :  I  never  used 
the  word  ''  officials."     I  said  experts. 

Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND  said  he  should 
like  to  know  what  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man meant  by  experts. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG  said  that  they 
would  be  men  experienced  in  the  afEairs 
of  local  government,  but  not  officers 
connected  with  the  Govemmenc. 
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IfR.  JOHN  REDMOND  invited  the 
right  hon.  Grentleman  to  come  to  some 
definite  conclusion  on  the  question,  and 
asked  whether  these  experts  were  to  be 
selected  by  the  county  councils  in  Ireland 
or  whether  they  were  to  be  men  sent  over 
from  England.  Until  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  gave  some  more  definite 
statement  he  should  take  no  respon- 
sibility whatever  for  the  suggestion  he 
had  made.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  not  met  their  case,  and  in  these 
circumstances  he  hoped  his  hon.  friend 
would  go  to  a  division. 

Mr.  KILBRIDE  pointed  out  that 
an  extension  of  Section  20  would 
not  deal  with  this  difficulty,  be- 
cause what  suited  the  upper  reaches 
of  the  river  would  not  suit  the  lower 
reaches.  It  might  apply  all  right  to  the 
Shannon  and  the  Bann,  but  it  had  no 
application  to  the  Barrow.  A  con- 
ference of  the  county  councils  concerned 
was  held  a  few  months  ago  and  they 
came  to  the  conclusion  that  a  joint  board 
should  be  formed,  consisting  of  the  repre- 
sentatives of  the  county  councils  of  the 
counties  through  which  the  river  flowed, 
to  deal  with  the  whole  question  of  the 
drainage  of  the  Barrow.  One  would 
imagine  from  the  speech  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  done  something  to  improve 
the  condition  of  the  River  Barrow,  but 


as  a  matter  of  fact  they  had  never  spent 
one  penny  on  the  drainage  of  that  river. 
The  bed  of  the  river  had  become  silted  up, 
and  obstructions  years  ago  had  been 
allowed  to  be  constructed  across  the 
river ;  and  if  the  county  councils  were 
only  given  power  to  remove  those  ob- 
structions by  levying  a  very  small  rate 
on  the  areas  afEected  they  could  relieve 
the  flooding  to  a  very  large  extent.  Un- 
less sontething  was  done  the  farmers 
and  inhabitants  of  those  areas  would  be 
very  seriously  afEected.  Frequently  the 
houses  were  flooded,  and  the  health 
of  the  people  had  suffered  considerably. 
He  hoped  something  would  be  done  to 
deal  with  the  upper  reaches  of  the  River 
Barrow,  and  if  the  Government  would 
not  do  anything,  at  least  they  might 
give  the  localities  power  to  do  it  them- 
selves. • 

MR.DILLON(Mayo,E.)  called  attention 
to  what  he  regarded  as  a  serious  omission 
in  the  Chief  Secretary's  statement,  in  that 
he  had  given  no  hint  as  to  whether  the 
Government  contemplated  providing  any 
money  for  the  operation.  As  no  hope 
had  been  held  out  that  any  money  would 
be  provided  for  this  purpose  he  hoped 
they  would  proceed  to  a  division. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  : — ^Ayes,  T9  ;  Noes. 
120.    Division  List  No.  189.) 


Ambrose,  Robert 

Ashton,  Thomas  Gair 

Barry,  E.  (Cork,  S.) 

Boland,  John 

Brigg,  John 

Bright,  Allan  Hey  wood 

Caldwell,  James 

CampbeU,  John  (Armagh,  S.) 

Canston,  Richard  Knight 

Cheetham,   John   Frraeriok 

Orean,  Eugene 


AYES. 

Cremer,  William  Randal 

Delany,  William 

Devlin,CharlesRamBay(Galway 

DiUon,  John 

Doogan,  P.  C. 

Evans,  Samuel  T.  (Glamorgan) 

Ffrenoh,  Peter 

Field,  WiUiam 

Findlay,  Alexander(Lanark,NE 

Flavin,  Michael  Joseph 

Qladstob^  RtHn.  Herbert  John 


Hammond,  John 

Hardie,  J  Keir  (MerthyrTydvil) 

Hayden,  John  Patrick 

Healy,  Timothy  Michael 

Helme,  Norral  Watson 

Hemphill,  Rt.  Hon.  Charles^H. 

Henderson,  Arthui  (Durham) 

Higham,  John  Sharp 

Johnson,  John 

Jones,  Leif  (Appleby) 

Jones,  William  (CarnarvonBhire 
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Joyce,  Blichael 

Kennedy,  Vincent  P.(Cftvan,W 

Kilbride,  Denis 

Lamont,  Norman 

Law,  Hugh  Alex.  (Donegal,  W.) 

Lawson,  Sir  Wilired  (Corn wall) 

Layland-Barratt,  Francis 

Levy,  llaurioe 

Lundon,  W. 

M«cNei]1,  John  Gordon  Swift 

MaoVeagh,  Jeremiah 

M'Crae,  George 

M'Fadden,   Edward 

M'Hugh,  Patrick  A. 

M^Kean,  John 

M'KiUop,  W.  (SUgo,  North) 

Murphy,  John 


{COMMON'S} 

Nannetti,  Joseph  P. 
Nolan,Col.JohnP.  (Oalway,  N.) 
Nolan,  Joseph  (Loath,  South) 
O'Brien,  KandaUTippararyMid 
O'Brien,  P.  J.  (Tipperary,  N.) 
O'Connor,  James  (Wicklow.W). 
O'Connor,  John  (Kildare,  N.) 
O'Donnell  John  (Mayo,  S.) 
(yDowd,  John 

O*  Kelly,  JameB(Ro6Common,N) 
O'MaUey,  William 
O'Shanghnessy,  P.  J. 
Parrott,  William 
Pease,  J.  \.  (Saffron  Walden) 
Power,  Patrick  Joseph 
Reddy,  M. 
Redmond,  John  E.  ( Waterford) 
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Roberts,  John  Bryn  (Eifion) 
Roche,  John 
Roe,  Sir  Thom«i8 
Schwann,   C!!harles   E. 
Shackleton,  David  James 
Shaw,  Charles  Edw.  (Stafford) 
Sheehan,  Daniel  Daniel 
Snlliyan,  Donal 
Thoma8,DaYidAllred(Merthyr) 
Whitley,  J.  H.  (Hah'fax) 
Wilson,  John  (Durham*  Mid.) 
Young,  Samuel 

Tkllebs  vor  thb  Ayib-- 
Captain  Donelan  and  Mr. 
Patrick  O'Brien. 


Agg-Gardner,  James  Tynte 
Agnew,  Sir  Andrew  Noel 
Allhusen,  AugustusHenry  Eden 
Anson,  Sir  William  Reynell 
Arnold-Foniter,Rt.Hn.Hugh  O. 
Arrol  Sir  WiUiam 
Atkinson,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Anbrey-FletohaTfRt.  Hon.  Sir  fl. 
Bagot,  Capt.  Joseeline  FitzRoy 
Bailey,  James  (Walworth) 
Bain,  Colonel  James  Robert 
Balcarres.  Lord 
Balfour,  Rt.  Ho.  A.  J  (Manch'r 
Balfour,  Capt  C.  B.  (Homsey) 
Balfour,Rt.Hn.GeraIdW.(IieedB 
Banbury,  Sir  Frederick  George 
Bignold,  Sir  Arthur 
Blundell,  Colonel  Henry 
^odriok,  Rt  Hon.  St  John 
Brotherton,  Edward  Allen 
Brymer,  William  Ernest 
Bull,  William  James 
Butcher,  John  George 
Campbell  J.  H.M.  (Dublin  Univ. 
Oarhle.  William  Walter 
Carson,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Edw.  H. 
Cavendish*  V.C.W.(Derby8hire) 
Cecil,  Lord  Hugh  (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,  RtHn.  J.  A.  ( Wore. 
Chapman,  Edward 
Clive,  Captain  Percy  A. 
Cochrane,  Hon.  Tnos.  H.  A.  E. 
CoUings,  Rt  Hon.  Jesse 
Corbett,  A.  Cameron  (Glasgow 
Dalkeith,  Earl  of 
Dalrymple,  Sir  Charles 
Davenport,  William  Bromley 
Dickson,  Charles  Scott 
Doughty,  Sir  George 
Douglas,  Rt  Hon.  A.  Akers- 
Egerton,  Hon.  A.  de  Tatton 
Fellowes,RtHnAi]wyn  Edward 


NOES. 

Fergusson,RtHn.SirJ.(Mano'r. 
Finch,  Rt.  Hon.  George  H. 
Fin]ay,Sir  R.B.(Inv'm's8B'ghs) 
Fisher,  William  Hayes 
Flannery,  Sir  Fortesoue 
Forster,  Henry  William 
Fo8ter,PhilipS.(Warwiok,  S.W. 
Gardner,  Ernest 
Gordon,Hn.  J.£.(Elgin  k  Nairn) 
Gore,  Hon.  S.  F.  Ormsby 
Gray,  Ernest  (West  Ham) 
Greene,  W.  Raymond  (Cambs.) 
Grett^  John 

Hamilton,  Marq.of  (L'donderry 
Hare,  Thomas  Leigh 
Hay,  Hon.  Gaude  George 
Henderson,  Sir  A. (Stafford, W.) 
Hickman,  Sir  Alfred 
Hoare,  Sir  Samuel 
Hoult  Joseph 
Hunt,  Rowland 
Jebb,  Sir  Richard  Claverhouse 
Jessel,  Captain  Herbert  Merton 
Kenyon-Slaney,  Rt.Hn.CoLW. 
Keswick,    WiUiam 
Law,  Andrew  Bonar  (Glasgow) 
Lawrenoe,SirJo%ph(Monm'th) 
Lee,  Arth  ur  H.  (Han  ts. ,  Fareham 
Legge,  CoL  Hon.  Heneage 
Levftson-Gower.Frederick  N  S. 
Long,RtHon.Walter(Bristol,S) 
Loyd,  Archie  Kirkman 
Lucas,  CoL  Francis  (Lowestoft) 
Macdona,  John  Cumming 
M' Arthur,  Charles  (Uverpool) 
M*Iver,SirLewis(Edmburgh  W. 
Majendie,  James  A.  H. 
Martin,  Richard  Biddulph 
Melville,  Beresford  Valentine 
Mildmay,  Francis  Bingham 
Montagn,  G.  (Huntin^on) 
Montagu,  Hon.J.Scott(Hant8.) 


Morgan,  David  J(Waltham8tow 
Morpeth,  Viscount 
Morrison,  James  Archibald 
Morton,  Arthur  H  Aylmer 
Mount,  WiUiam  Arthur 
Murray,  Charles  J.  (Coventry) 
Percy,  Earl 

Platt-Higgins,  Frederick 
Plummer,  Sir  Walter  R. 
Pretyman,  Ernest  George 
Pryce- Jones,  Lt-0>L  Edward 
Purvis,  Robert 
Reid,  James  (Greenock) 
Renwiok,  George 
Roberts,  Samud  (Sheffield) 
Robertson,  Herbert  (Hackney) 
RoUeston,  Sir  John  F.  L 
Round,  Rt.  Hon.  James 
Rutherford,  W.  W.  (Liverpool 
SackviUe,  Col.  S.  G.  Sto|rfonl 
Sadler,  Col.  Samuel  Alexander 
Sandys,  Lieut. -CoL  T.  Myles 
Seton-Karr,  Sir  Henry 
Spear,  John  Ward 
Stanley,  Rt.  Hon.  Lord(Lancs. 
TomUnson,  Sir  Wm.  Edw.  M. 
Tuff,  Charles 
Tuke,  Sir  John  Batty 
WaUcer.  Col.  WiUiam  Hall 
Wahrond,RtHn.Sir  WiUiam  H. 
Welby,LtCol.A.C.E.(Taunton) 
Whiteley.H.(ABlfton  und.  Lyne 
Willoughby  de  Ereeby,  Lord 
Wortley,  RtHn.  C.  B.  Stuart 
Wrightson,  Sir  Thomas 
WyUe,  Alexander 

TSLLBBS    FOR    THB    NoBS — Sir 

Alexander  Acland-Hood  and 
Viscount  Valentia. 


PUBUC  HEALTH  BILL 
Older  for  Second  Reading  read,  and 
discliarged.    Bill  withdrawn. 


FINANCE  BILL 

Considered  in  Committee ;  Committee 
report  Progress;  to  sit  again  upon 
Monday  next. 


Adjourned  at  ten  minutes  alter    Twelve  o'doek. 
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HOUSE   OF   LORDS. 

Thunday,  25* A  May,  1905. 


PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 


i 

1 

1 


I 


T)meside  Tramways  and  Tiamroad^s 
Bill  [h.l.].  Commons  Amendments  cun- 
sid^red,  and  agreed  co. 

Matlock  Bath  Improvement  Bill  [h.  <:«.]. 
Reported  from  the  Select  Committee, 
with  Amendments. 

Dublin  Corporation  (Superannuation; 
dill ;  South  Oxioidshire  Water  and  Gan 
Bill.    Reported,  without  Amendment. 

Morley  Corporation  Bill :  Barrymorn 
Estate  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Brentwood  Gas  Bill ; 
Great  Central  Railway  (Pension  Fund) 
Bill  [h.l.];  North  Sussex  Gas  Bill; 
Colne  Corporation  Bill ;  Aylesbury  Gas 
Bill.    Reported,  with  Amendments. 

Wellingborough  and  District  Tram- 
roads  and  Electricity  Supply  Bill  [h.l.]  ; 
Acton  Sewage'  Bill.  Report  from  the 
Committee  of  Selection,  That  the  Lord 
Clifford  of  Chudleigh  be  proposed  to  the 
House  as  a  member  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee on  the  said  Bills  in  the  place  of 
the  Lord  Hare  {E,  Listotod) ;  read,  and 
agreed  to. 

Ealing  Corporation  Bill.  Report  from 
the  Select  Committee,  That  the  Com- 
mittee had  not  proceeded  with  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Bill,  no  parties  having 
appeared  in  opposition  thereto ;  read, 
and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table.  The 
orders  made  on  Thursday  and  Friday  last 
discharged,  and  Bill  committed. 

London  United  Tramways  (Extension 
of  Time)  Bill.     Read  2%  and  committed. 

Nottingham  Corporation  Bill  [h.l.]; 
Read  3"^,  and  passed,  and  sent  to  the 
Commons. 

Seaham  Gas  Bill.  Read  3\  with  the 
Amendments,  and  passed,  and  returned 
to  the  Commons. 

Ilfracombe  Harbour  and  Improvement 
Bill.    Read  3^  with   the  Amendments; 
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further  Amendments  made  ;   Bill  passed, 
and  returned  to  the  Commons. 

Great  Northern,  Piccadilly,  and  Bromp* 
ton  Railway  (No.  1)  Bill.  Brought  from 
the  Commons ;  read  1** ;  and  referred  to 
the  Examiners. 

Tralee  Urban  District  Council  6111 
[h.l.].  Returned  from  the  Commons 
agreed  to,  with  Amendments.  The  said 
Amendments  considered,  and  agreed  to; 

Newcastle-upon-Tyne  Corporation  Bill 
[h.l.]  ;  Wellingborough  and  District 
Tramroads  and  Electricity  Supply  Bill 
[h.l.]  ;  Acton  Sewage  Bill.  Leave  given 
to  the  Select  Committee  to  adjourn  over 
To-morrow,  and  not  to  sit  on  Monday 
next  till  half -past  Twelve  o'clock. 

North  Metropolitan  Electric  Power 
Supply  Bill  [h.l.].  Reported  from  the 
Select  Committee,  with  Amendments. 

Education  Board  Provisional  Orders 
Ccnfirmation  (Liverpool,  etc.)  Bill  [h.l.]. 
Read  3*^  (according  to  order),  and  passed, 
and  sent  to  the  Commons. 

Education  Board  Provisional  Order 
Confirmation  (London  No.  2)  Bill  [h,l.]. 
Amendment  reported  (according  to  order), 
and  Bill  to  be  read  3'^  to-morrow. 

Alexander  Scott's  Hospital  Order  Con- 
firmation Bill;  Grangemouth  Water- 
works and  Burgh  Extension  Order  Con- 
firmation Bill ;  Arbroath  Corporation 
Water  Order  Confirmation  Bill.  Read 
3^  (according  to  order),  and  passed. 


PETITIONS: 


Intoxicating  Liquors  (Hours  of  Closing) 
Bill  [h.l.].  Petitions  in  favour  of  ;  of  the 
London  Auxiliary  of  the  United  King- 
dom Alliance ;  read,  and  ordered  to  lie 
on  the  Table. 


RETURNS,  REPORTS^  ETC. 


CERTIFIED    INEBRIATE    REPORMA- 
TORIES  (SCOTLAND). 

General  regulations  f>r  the  manage- 
ment and  discipline  of  certified  inebriate 
reformatories  in  Scotland, 

3  A 
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PUBLIC  RECORDS. 


{LORDS} 


Sixty-sixth    Annual    Report    of    the 
Deputy-Keeper  of  the  Public  Records. 


RAILWAY  ACCIDENTS. 

Returns  of  cases  pf  derailment  of 
engines  of  passenger  trains  into  which 
inquiries  have  been  held  by  the  inspect- 
ing officers  of  railways  during  the  twenty 
years  ended  Slst  December,  1904,  divided 
into  (1)  tank  engines,  and  (2)  tender 
engines,  showing  in  each  case  the  date, 
place  of  accident,  and  railway,  and  the 
class  of  engine. 

Presented  (by  Command),  and  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  Table. 


POLLING  DISTRICTS  (COUNTY  OF  DUR. 

HAM). 

Order  made  by  the  county  council  of 
the  county  of  Durham,  altering  certain 
polling  districts.  Laid  before  the  House 
(pursuant  to  Act),  and  ordered  to  lie 
on    the    Table. 


ARUNDEL  PORT. 

Account  and  Report  for  1904-1905. 
Delivered  (pursuant  to  Act),  and  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  Table. 


THE  WHITSUNTIDE  RECESS. 

Eakl  SPENCER:  My  Lords,  it 
would  be  convenient  if  the  noble  Marquess 
the  Leader  of  the  House  could  inform 
us  what  arrangements  he  proposes  to 
make  for  the  Whitsuntide  holidays. 


The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (The  Marques3 
of  Lansdowne)  :  My  Lords,  the  noble 
Earl  has  allowed  me  to  discuss  this 
matter  privately  with  him,  and  I  have 
consulted  other  Members  of  the  House. 
I  propose  that  we  should  sit  until  the 
Friday  before  Whit  Sunday,  that  the 
business  of  the  House  should  be  inter- 
rupted for  a  fortnight,  which  is,  I  believe, 
the  usual  time,  and  that  we  should  re- 
assemble on  Monday,  June  26th. 


Meiah  BUI.  1352 

EXTRADITION  BILL  [h.l.]. 
[Second  Reading.] 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Reading 
read. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (The  Earl 
of  Halsbuby)  :  My  Lords,  a  Convention 
has  been  concluded  between  His  Majesty 
and  the  President  of  the  United  States 
for  including  in  the  list  of  crimes  on 
account  of  which  extradition  may  be 
granted  certain  o£Eences,  and,  amongst 
others,  bribery ;  and  it  is  provided  by 
the  Convention  that  it  shall  come  into 
force  within  ten  days  after  publication 
in  conformity  with  the  laws  of  the  high 
contracting  parties.  Bribery  is  not  at 
present  included  in  the  list  of  crimes  ir 
the  First  Schedule  to  the  Extradition 
Act,  1870,  and  the  Convention  cannot  bo 
published  in  conformity  with  the  laws 
of  the  United  Kingdom  imtil  bribery 
is  so  included.  This  Bill,  therefore, 
enacts  that  the  Extradition  Act,  1870, 
shall  be  construed  as  if  bribery  were  in- 
cluded in  the  list  of  crimes  in  the  First 
Schedule  to  that  Act.  I  think  your 
Lordships  will  agree  that  it  is  highly 
desirable  that  effect  should  be  given  to 
the  agreement  which  has  been  come  to 
between  the  two  countries. 


Moved,    '*That     the    Bill     be 
read  2*."— (TAe  Lord  Chancellor.) 


DOW 


On  Question,  Bill  read  2*  and  com- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  Monday  next. 


SUPREME   COUllT  OF  JUDICATURE 
(IRELAND)  (No.  1)  BILL  [h.l.]. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
order).  Bill  reported  without  Amend- 
ment ;  and  re-committed  to  the  Standing 
Committee. 


NAVAL  AND  MfLITARY  MEDALS 
BILL  [H.L  ]. 

House    in    Committee    (according   to 
Order). 

♦The  UNDER-SECRETARY  of  STATE 
FOR  WAR  (The  Earl  of  Donouqh- 
more)  :  My  Lords,  the  two  Amend- 
ments standing  in  my  name  have  been 
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drafted  in  accordance  with  the  request 
made  at  the  previous  stage  by  the  noble 
Lord  behind  me,  Lord  Muskerry,  who 
pointed  out  that  there  was  a  certain 
medal  which  he  did  not  think  was 
covered  by  the  Bill.  It  was  certainly 
our  object  that  the  Bill  should  cover 
such  a  medal,  and  I  bog  to  move  these 
Amendments  to  make  that  clear. 

Amendments  moved — 

"  In  Clause  1,  page  1,  line  6,  after  the  word 

*  issued '     to     insert      the      words     *  by    His 

*  Majesty  * ;    and    in   line  7,  after    the     word 

*  forces '  to  insert  the  words  *  or  any  other 
persons  '." — {The  Ettrl  of  Donoughmore.) 

On  Question,  Amendments  agreed  to. 

Bill    re-committed    to    the    Standing 
C  )mmittee ;     and    to    be    printed    as 
amended.    (No.  88.) 


SUPREME  COURT  OF  JUDICATURE 
(IRELAND)  (No.  2)  BILL  [ill.]. 

LSeCOND    RKADtNO.] 

Order   of   the    Day   for    the    Second 
Reading  read. 

♦The  lord  CHANCELLOR  op  IRE- 
LAND (Lord  Ashbourne)  :  My  Lords, 
this  Bill  proposes  ^various  reforms  in 
legal  administration  in  Ireland,  which 
are  considered  by  those  most  concerned 
as  likely  to  be  useful  and  advantageous 
and  to  greatly  simplify  matters.  The 
first  provision  in  the  Bill  is  one  to  enable 
the  hearing  and  dispatch  at  any  winter 
assizes  of  any  civil  business  other  than 
traverses.  It  was  found  that  owing 
to  the  construction  of  some  of  the 
statutes  it  was  necessary  that  the 
transaction  of  civil  business  at  winter 
assizes  should  be  authorised  in  this  way 
by  Parliament.  The  next  provision  is 
to  regulate  future  appointments  in  the 
Principal  Registry  of  the  Probate  and 
Matrimonial  Branch  of  the  King's  Bench 
Division,  and  to  provide  that  junior 
clerkships,  like  those  in  other  divisions, 
shall  be  filled  by  open  competition. 
There  is  also  a  provision  with  regard 
to  the  extension  of  powers  to  make 
rules  of  Court  which  places  this  matter 
on  a  satisfactory  basis.  Provision,  too, 
is  made  for  appointments  in  the  Registra- 
tion of  Tithe  Officer.    There  is  also  an 


attempt — a  successful  one,  I  bolieve  it 
will  be — ^to  remedy  in  this  Bill  a  mis- 
take that  was  made  in  the  Statute  Law 
Revision  Act,  1893.  No  matter  how 
carefully  that  work  is  done  sometimes 
a  slip  may  be  made,  and  in  the 
particular  matter  dealt  with  in  this 
Bill  an  error  was  committed,  and  we 
seek  in  this  Bill  to  set  that  matter  right. 
There  is  also  a  proposal  to  remove  a 
grievance  in  the  matter  of  the  constitu- 
tion of  local  election  Courts.  It  has  been 
found  that  the  selection  of  the  barrister 
who  was  t6  try  the  matter  was  hampered 
owing  to  the  technicalities  surrounding 
the  appointment,  and  that  matter  is 
sought  to  be  put  right  in  this  Bill.  I 
hope  your  Lordships  will  see  no  difficulty 
in  granting  the  BiU  a  Second  Reading. 


>• 


Moved,  •*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*.! 
— (Lord  Ashbourne.) 


On  Question  Bill  read  2%  and  com- 
mitted to  a  Committee  -of  the  Whole 
House  on  Tuesday  next.  , 


DISLOYALTY  OF  IRISH  SCHOOL 
TEACHERS. 

Lord  ORANMORE  and  BROWNE : 
My  Lords,  I  rise  to  ask  His  Majesty's 
Government  whether  it  is  a  fact  that  at 
the  annual  dinner  in  connection  with  the 
Irish  National  Teachers'  Association,  held 
at  Sligo  on  26th  April,  a  certain  number 
of  teachers  left  the  room  when  the  health 
of  His  Majesty  the  King  was  proposed, 
and  many  others  refused  to  rise  from 
their  seats  to  honour  the  toast ;  and 
whether  it  is  the  intention  of  His  Majesty's 
Government  to  take  any  steps  to  prevent 
such  teachers  from  inculcating  disloyalty 
among  the  children  who  attend  their 
schools. 

I  do  not  intend  to  detain  your  Lord- 
ships at  any  length,  but  I  make  no  excuse 
for  bringing  this  matter  forward,  believ- 
ing as  I  do  that  it  is  one  which  may  fitly 
engage  the  attention  of  your  Lordships' 
House  and  the  serious  consideration  of  the 
people  of  this  country.  There  is  no  sub- 
ject to  which  public  attention  has  been 
more  closely  directed  during  the  last  few 
years  than  that  of  education.  We  have 
been  almost  led  to  believe  that  in  educa- 
tion we  shall  find  a  panacea  for  all  the  ills 
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to  which  human  fiesh  is  lieir,  and  it  is  not 
astonishing  that  on  a  subject  of  such 
importance  we  find  many  differences  of 
opinion.  There  are  some  who  hold  that 
our  system  of  education  has  been 
so  improved  and  brought  ,  up  to 
date  that  it  is  adapted  to  meet  the 
requirements  of  the  present  genera- 
tion. There  are  others  who  tell  us 
that  we  have  still  much  tc  learn  from 
what  is  being  done  in  foreign  countries. 
There  are  those  who  hold  that  children 


know  that  throughout  throe  provinces 
of  Ireland  there  is  hardly  an  assembly 
of  any  kind  at  which  the  Ring's  health 
is  proposed.  We  know  that  many  of  the 
public  bodies  have  had  the  words, 
"  On  His  Majesty's  Service "  removed 
from  their  paper  and  the  words  "  On  the 
Public  Service  "  inscribed  in  their  stead. 
Worse  than  that,  we  know  that  in  many 
places  a  black  flag  was  hoisted  on  the  public 
buildings  on  the  occasion  of  His  Majesty's 
Coronation ;  and  so  I  say  that  though 
should  be  brought  up  in  the  faith  of  their    we  grieve  at  this  new  instance  of  dis- 


f athers,  but  there  are  others  who  would 
limit  their  reUgious  instruction  to  such 
portions  of  Christian  faith  as  recom- 
mend themselves  to  the  conscience  of  Mr. 
Lloyd-George.  But,  my  Lords,  however 
great  the  difference  may  be  on  all  these 
subjects,  there  is  one  point  on  which  all 
parties  in  this  country  are  agreed,  which 
will  recommend  ilself  equally  to  the 
heads  of  the  Roman  CathoUc  Heirarchy 
and  to  the  most  extreme  Welsh  dis- 
scnteis,  to  the  right  rev.  bench  and  to 
the  leaders  of  agnosticism,  and  that  is 
that  all  the  children  of  this  country 
should  be  taught  to  take  a  pride  in  the 
history  of  the  English  race,  with  a  con- 
fidence in  the  future  of  the  British  Em- 
pire and  with  a  loyalty  to  the  gracious 
Sovereign  under  whose  benignant  sway 
we  enjoy  a  security  and  a  freedom  which 
make  us  the  envy  of  many  foreign  nations. 

Very  different,  I  regret  to  say,  is  the 
state  of  feeling  across  St.  George's 
Channel.  Owing  to  religious  differences 
very  little  history  can  be  taught,  and 
what  little  is  taught  appears  to  me  to 
consist  mainly  of  a  collection  of  fairy 
tales  of  doughty  deeds  wrought  by 
Erse  robber  chiefs,  who  are  dignified  by 
the  name  of  Kings  and  who  one  by  one 
succumbed  to  the  advance  of  the  hated 
Saxon.  Everywhere  you  find  that  Eng- 
land is  regarded  as  the  oppressor  of  Ire- 
land, and  England  is  represented  by 
England's  King.  I  am  suie  that  those 
noble  Lords  who  hail  from  the  sister  Isle 
will  agree  with  me  when  I  say  that  we 
heard  of  the  behaviour  of  the  Irish 
national  teachers  at  Sligo  with  more 
sorrow  than  siuprise.  It  grieves  us, 
it  fills  us  with  resentment,  but  it  causes 
no  astonishment.  We  are  only  too 
accustomed  to  the  rampant  disloyalty  of 
our  Nationalist  fellow-countrymen.     We 

Lord  Oranmore  and  Browne, 


loyalty  we  cannot  profess  to  be  surprised 
at  it. 

We  are  often  told  in  England  that  the 
NationaUsts    of    Ireland    are    perfectly 
loyal,  that  all  they  are  anxious  to  obtain  is 
some  extension  of  local  government,  the 
right  to  manage  their  own  as  apart  from 
Imperial    affairs.    But,    my    Lords,    we 
who  live  in  Ireland  know  that  this  is  not 
the  case.    The  words  "Loyalist"  and 
"  Nationalist "   are  not  interchangeable 
terms,  and  the  very  jons  ei  origo  of  the 
demand  for  Home  Rule  lies  in  hatred  of 
England.    We  are  all  aware,  if  I  may  say 
so  with  all  respect,  that   our   gracious 
Sovereigns  win  golden  opinions  wherever 
thej  go,  and  Ireland  was  no  exception 
to  the  rule.    Those  with  whom  they  came 
in  contact  fell  under  the  magnetic  charm, 
but,  after  all,  the  opinions  of  a  life-time 
are,  I  fear,  not  done  away  with  in  a 
moment,  and  the  inborn  dislike  of  this 
country  overcomes  ere  long  all  transient 
impressions.    My   Lords,   if   a   proof  is 
needed  of  the  truth  of  m^  statements, 
can  a  better  .one  be  found  than  in  the 
conduct  of  these  national  school  teachers 
at  the  dinner  at  Sligo  ?    These  are  no 
ignorant  peasants,  blindly  led  astray  by 
agitators ;  these  are  men  who  have  been 
carefully  trained  at  the  expense  of  the 
State  to  teach  the  coming  generation  of 
Irishmen.    These    men   are    officials    of 
the  State ;  they  are  not  paid  by  local 
bodies.    I  wish  I  could  inpress  this  fact 
on  every  taxpayer  in  England  and  Scot- 
land.   It  is  with  their  money  that  these 
men    are    paid    to   inculcate   disloyalty 
among    the    children    of    Ireland.     For 
can  we  doubt  that  they  do  teach  it  ? 

I  do  not  for  a  moment  accuse  every 
Nationalist  schoolmaster  in  Ireland  of 
disloyalty.  I  am  glad  to  sa^  that  I  bo« 
lieve  there  are  many  notable  exceptions 
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but,  if  ycm  wish  to  know  their  view  as  a 
body,  how  can  it  be  better  judged  than 
at  a  dinner  held  on  the  occasion  of  their 
annual  conference  ?  "  By  their  fruits  ye 
shall  know  them."  Teachers  now  in 
active  employment  and  in  receipt  of 
Government  pay  may  not  be  very 
anxious  openly  to  express  their  views ; 
but  may  I  quote  to  your  Lordships  the 
words  of  Mr.  Seumeis  Macmanus,  for 
some  time  a  national  teacher,  in  a  letter 
to  the  Irish  Indefendenl,  extracts  from 
which  appeared  in  The  Times  of  Miy 
16th.  Mr.  Macmanus,  writing  with  re- 
ference to  the  custom  of  drinking  the 
King's  health,  sa3rs  that — 

"  The  custom  has  been  tolerated  too  long  in 
Ireland  and  it  is  the  duty  of  every  Irishman  to 
make  active  protest." 

Mr.  Macmanus  defends  the  national 
school  teachers  who  refused  to  honour 
the  loyal  toast  at  Sligo,  and  continues — 

*'  The  Irish  youth  who  qnits  school  without 
realising  his  duties  as  a  rebel  is,  or  should  be,  a 
discredit  to  his  schoolmaster  as  well  as  to  his 
country." 

ofr.  Macmanus  was  himself  a  national 
teacher  for  some  years,  and  he  says  that 
during  that  time  his  salary  was  well 
earned — 

"  So  far,  at  least,  as  the  stirring  of  discontent 
and  the  dissemination  of  rebellious  opinions  were 
concerned." 

Does  not  this  disclose  a  serious  state 
of  affairs  ?  Does  not  this  call  foi  a 
remedy  ? 

T  ask  Ilis  Majesty's  Government  what 
they  are  prepared  to  do.  I  cannot  ven- 
ture to  advise  them.  The  education  of 
the  children  of  Ireland  ought,  it  appears 
to  me,  to  be  made  a  powerful  factor  in 
the  pacification  of  the  country.  Unless 
you  have  a  loyal  population  you  will 
never  have  a  reconciled  Ireland.  We  see 
that  nowadays  these  children  are  being 
trained  as  "rebels,"  and  I  personally 
believe  that  this  is  being  greatly  helped 
by  the  assistance  which  is  being  given 
in  national  schools,  out  of  Imperial  funds, 
to  revive  the  long-disused  Gaelic  language, 
which  is  of  no  earthly  practical  use  to 
anybody  in  the  world,  and  which  is  only 
made  use  of  by  agitation  for  the  purpose 
of  fostering  an  anti-British  feeling.  I 
acknowledge  that  the  task  of  His  Ma- 
jesty's Government  is  no  easy  one,  and 
that  drastic  measures  may,  perhaps,  be 


worse  than  none  at  all ;  but  surely  some 
means  might  be  taken  to  encourage 
loyalty  in  the  training  colleges  where 
these  teachers  receive  their  education, 
and  it  might  be  made  compulsory  for 
the  National  Anthem  to  be  taught  and 
sung  in  all  national  schools.  We  are  told 
that  we  must  do  our  best  to  propitiate 
Irish  feeling,  but  in  this  case  English 
and  Scottish  feeling  must  also  be  con- 
sidered, for  it  is  with  E.iglis'i  and 
Scottish  money  that  these  schools  are 
supported,  and  these  teachers  are  pitid. 
I  beg  to  put  the  Question  which  standi 
in  my  name. 

♦The  Earl  of  ARRAN  :  My  Lords,  I 
venture  to  trespass  on  your  attention  in 
order  to  supplement  the  Question  which 
has   been   asked   by   my   noble   friend. 
The  noble  Lord  dwelt  very  fully  on  the 
incident  as  it  is  reported  in  the  newspapers, 
and  he  also  commented,  very  rightly, 
on  the  peculiar  circumstances  that  attach 
to  this  incident,  in  that  these  men  ac- 
cused   of    disloyalty   are    schoolmasters 
having  the  charge  of  the  future  genera- 
tion of  Irishmen  in  their  hands.     I  think 
your  Lordships  will  agree  with  me  that 
youth  is  the  most  impressionable  part  of 
one's  life.    The  ideas  that  are  imbued 
in  a  child  are  the  ideas  that  remain 
longer  than  any  other ;  they  are  the  most 
deep-rooted   and   the   most   difficult   to 
eradicate.    We  had  an  object-lesson   in 
South  Africa,   where   I  was   told  over 
and  over  again  by  different  Boers  that 
one  of  the  reasons  for  the  great  feeling 
of    hatred    towards    England    and    the 
English  race  was  that  Dutch-speaking 
children  from  their  very  earliest  years 
were   taught   in   their  schools   to   hate 
England    and    the    English.    Here,    if 
the  circumstances  are  as  we  are  given 
to  understand  they  are  by  the  Press,  we 
have   the   very  same   thing   happening 
at  our  very  door,  or,  I  may  say,  in  our 
own    house.     Whatever    one's    politics 
may  be,  whether  one  be  a  strong  advocate 
of  the  policy  of  Home  Rule  or  an  en- 
thusiastic Unionist,  as  I  am,  no  one  can 
approve  of  such  action  as  these  school- 
masters are  accused  of. 

The  noble  Lord  who  called  atten- 
tion to  this  question  said  he  would 
not  venture  to  make  any  suggestion 
to    His   Majesty's    Government,    but   I 
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am  going  to  suggest  that  they  should 
make  full  inquiry  into  this  remarkable 
incident,  if  only  in  order  that  these 
schoolmasters  raay  have  an  opportunity 
of  clearing  their  characters  from  the 
serious  accusation  that  has  been  made. 
Those  *  who  live  in  Ireland  will  agree 
with  me  that  Irishmen  are  easily  led  in 
this  matter.  In  this  country  a  Hyde 
Park  orator  may  make  a  speech  and  say, 
"Let's  go  and  blow  up  St.  Paul's,' 
but  no  one  takes  any  notice  of  him,  and 
St.  Paul's  remains.  But  it  is  not  so 
in  Ireland.  Unless  notice  is  taken  of 
inflammatory  speeches  and  strong  Grov- 
emment  disapproval  shown,  it  is  attri- 
buted, in  the  South  and  West  of  Ire- 
land at  any  rate,  not  to  a  policy  of 
clemency  but  to  weakness,  I  venture 
most  sincerely  to  hope  that  we  shall 
hear  fiom  His  Majesty's  Grovernment 
that  they  have  taken,  are  taking,  or  will 
take,  such  measures  as  will  lead  to  full 
inquiry  being  made  into  this  incident ; 
land  if,  unhappily,  the  accusation  is  proved 
to  be  true,  then  the  schoolmasters  should 
be  removed  from  the  positions  which  by 
such  action  they  have  proved  themselves 
unworthy  of  filling. 

LoKD  tfUSKERRY:  .My  Lords,  I 
disagree  with  the  noble  Lord  who  called 
attention  to  this  question,  for  I  do  not 
think  that  hatred  of  England  is  really 
implanted  in  the  hearts  of  most  of  my 
countrymen.  They  extend  a  hearty 
welcome  to  English  tourists,  and  I  do 
not  think  there  is  really  any  hatred  in 
Ireland  of  the  "  brutal  Saxon."  Hatred 
of  England  does  not  lie  at  the  root  of 
disloyal  demonstrations.  The  real  secret 
is  that  these  people  have  found  that  by 
agitation,  disloyal  speeches,  and  the 
like,  the  Government  will  give  in  to  them, 
and  they  will  get  what  they  want. 

♦The  lord  PRESIDENT  of 
THE  COUNCIL  AND  PRESIDENT  of 
THE  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  (The 
Marquess  of  Londondebry)  :  My  Lords, 
the  three  noble  Lords  who  have  spoken 
are  thoroughly  acquainted  with  Ireland 
and  perfectly  qualified  to  speak  on  the 
subject.  I  confess  I  followed  the  speech 
of  my  noble  friend  who  put  tliis  Question 
with  a  certain  amount  of  difficulty.  I 
could  not  quite  gather  Nvhether  he  ex- 

The  Earl  of  Arran. 


pccted  me  to  defend  the  Board  of  Educa- 
tion from  the  attacks  of  Mr.  Uoyd- 
Oeorge  or  confine  myself  entirely  to  the 
Question  on  the  Paper.  If  he  will  allow 
me,  I  will  deal  with  the  Question  on  the 
Paper,  for  I  shall  have  many  opportunities 
in  the  future  of  alluding  to  Mr.  Lloyd- 
George  and  his  line  of  policy  in  regard 
to  education  in  England  and  Wales.  I 
am  certain  that  the  action  of  those 
teachers  to  which  the  noble  Lord  has 
referred  will  be  disapproved  by  every 
Member  of  your  Lordships'  House,  and  I 
was  glad  to  hear  from  the  noble  Earl 
opposite  (Lord  Arran)  that  they  will 
be  glad  to  have  the  opportunity  of  clear- 
ing their  characters  from  the  serious 
accusation  that  has  been  made. 

The  Earl  of  ARRAN .  All  I  stated 
was  that  I  hoped  His  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment would  give  them  an  opportunity 
of  doing  so. 

♦The  Marquess  of  LONDONDERRY : 
I  gathered  from  what  the  noble  Earl  said 
that  if  they  were  given  an  opportunity 
of  clearing  themselves  they  would  gladly 
do  so. 

The  Earl  of  ARRAN :  I  have  no 
reason  to  suppose  that  they  will  be  able 
to  clear  themselves ;  but  it  was  natural 
to  imagine  that,  being  servants  of  the 
Crown,  they  would  be  glad  of  an  oppor- 
tunity of  clearing  themselves  if  they 
could. 

♦The  Marquess  of  LONDONDERRY  : 
Nothing  would  give  me  greater  pleasure 
personally  than  that  they  should  be  able 
to  do  so.  Such  action  represents  the 
feeling  of  only  a  very  small  minority 
of  the  people  in  Ireland^  the  vast  majority 
of  whom  regard  the  name  of  Their  SSove- 
reign  not  only  with  respect  but  with 
aftec'tion  since  the  visit  of  Their  Majesiics 
to  Ireland  and  their  manifestation  of 
interest  in  the  industries  and  welfare 
of  that  country.  It  is  extremely  difficult 
for  the  Government  to  obtain  informa- 
tion of  what  really  took  place  at  the 
banquet  in  question.  The  only  informa- 
tion we  have  at  present  is  the  report  in  the 
Sligo  Champion,  and  from  the  wording  of 
the  Question  of  the  noble  Lord  I  have  no 
doubt  that  it  is  couched  in  t^rms  drawn 
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from  that  journal.  I  gather  fiGin  this 
journal  that  a  number  of  the  invited 
guests,  including  some  clergymen,  having 
observed  that  the  first  toast  on  the 
printed  programme  was  that  of  **  The 
King,]'  decided  to  leave  immediately, 
and  they  did  so,  being  unwilling  to 
participate  in  a  function  where  the  toast 
was  a  feature.  I  understand  that  the 
toast  was  actually  proposed,  when,  it 
appears,  the  majority  of  those  present, 
guests  and  congress  delegates,  remained 
seated.  That  is  all  the  information  we 
have  been  able  to  obtain,  and  I  cannot 
gather  from  the  Press  or  from  any 
other  source  of  information  that  any 
speech  was  delivered  by  any  of  these 
people.  Mr.  Macmanus,  to  whom  the 
noble  Lord  referred,  is  no  longer  a 
teacher. 

• 

Lord  ORANMORE  and  BROWNE  : 
1  stated  that  he  was  no  longer  a  teacher  ; 
but  he  described  what  he  used  to  do 
when  he  was  a  teacher  and  under  the 
control  of  the  Education  Department. 

♦The  Marquess  of  LONDONDERRY : 
He     is     no     longer      a     teacher.      If 
he   had    been    we  should   have  known 
how  to  deal  with  him,  and  we  should 
have  dealt  with  him.    But,  as  he  is  no 
longer  a  teacher,  he  is  not  under  the 
control  of  the  Irish  Government.    The 
Government  referred  the  matter  to  the 
Commissioners    of    National    Education 
in  Ireland  for  inquiry,  and  they  have 
reported  that  they  have  no  information 
which  would  justify  them  in  taking  any 
action    and  that  they  have    no  means 
of   obtaining  such   information.     Noble 
Lords  opposite  laugh,  but  I  do  not  quite 
know  how  the  Government  are  to  ob- 
tain information  by  any  other  means 
than    through    the    local    paper.     His 
Majesty's  Government  feel  as  strongly 
as  any  noble  Lord  in  this  House  that  it  is, 
and  must  be,   absolutely  disastrous  to 
the   interests   of   the   rising   generation 
if  they  are  allowed  to  have  inculcated 
in  their  minds  feelings  of  disloyalty,  and 
if  it  can  be  shown  that  any  teacher  is 
inculcating  such  feelings  we   will  take 
the  earliest  opportunity  of  going  into 
the  matter  and  of  seeing  that  that  course 
of  action  is  not  repeated. 


The  Earl  of  MAYO:  My  Lords, 
with  all  respect  to  the  noble  Marquess, 
I  oannot  refrain  from  expressing  my 
strong  opinion  that  there  are  means 
of  obtaining  this  information  if  the 
Government  had  desired  to  avail  them- 
selves of  them.  We  all  know  how  in- 
formation is  secured  in  Ireland ;  it  is 
obtained  very  easily,  and  I  do  not  think 
it  is  at  all  satisfactory  that  Questions 
asked  by  noble  Lords  from  Ireland  should 
be  anwered  in  this  way.  The  infor- 
mation could  be  obtained  more  easily  by 
His  Majesty's.  Government  than  by 
private  individuals.  When  there  are 
cases  of  alleged  crime  the  Government 
find  no  difficulty  whatever  in  obtaining 
information,  and  I  contend  that  it  is 
their  bounden  duty  in  cases  of  this  kind, 
when  asked  for  information,  to  take  the 
means  they  have  in  their  power  of 
obtaining  that  information. 

The  Duke  of  RUTLAND  :  I  should 
like  to  ask  who  was  the  chairman  of  the 
meeting,  and  whether  any  question  has 
been  addressed  to  him  as  to  what  oc- 
curred. 

The  Earl  of  MAYO :  The  name  of 
the  chairman  is  in  the  local  paper. 

♦The  Marquess  of  LONDONDERRY: 
I  find  that  th«  chairman  is  here  stated 
to  be  Mr.  Hazlett,  M.A.,  president  of 
the    organisation. 

VicouNT  GOSCHEN:  I  agree  with 
the  noble  Duke  beside  me  that  the  chair- 
man of  the  meeting  shoidd  be  asked 
for  an  explanation.  If  a  question  were 
addressed  to  the  chairman  we  would 
be  able  to  discover  whether  this  incident 
occurred.  If  there  is  a  general  feeling 
of  loyalty  among  those  teachers  they 
will  be  able  to  repudiate  it  and  to  furnish 
the  Government  with  the  necessary 
reply  to  the  charge. 

♦The  Marquess  of  LONDONDERRY: 
I  think  that  suggestion  is  a  practical  one, 
and,    without   pledging   myself   in   any 

way,  I  will  communicate  with  the  Chief 
Secretary  and  ask  him  whether  a  ques- 
tion might  not  be  addressed  to  the  chair- 
man for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  further 
information. 
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THE  UNITED  IRISH  LEAGUE. 

♦The  Earl  of  DARTREY  rose  to  call 
Atteution  to  the  United  Irish  League  meet- 
ing at  Scotshouse,  county  Monaghan,  on 
Sunday,  the  seventh  of  this  month,  at 
which  an  inflammatory  address,  suggest- 
ing outrage  and  murder,  is  stated  to  have 
heen  dehvered ;  and  to  ask  what  steps 
His  Majesty's  Government  propose  to 
take  in  consequence.  He  said :  My 
Lords,  I  desire  to  call  the  attention  of 
your  Lordships'  House  to  the  recent  pro- 
ceedin^rs  of  the  United  Irish  League  in  the 
county  in  which  I  Uve,  because  from  the 
accounts  that  have  reached  me  they 
appear  to  have  been  of  a  very  remarkable 
character.  The  meeting  to  which  I  refer 
took  place  on  Sunday,  the  7th  instant,  at 
Scotshouse,  county  Monagan.  It  does 
not  appear  to  have  been  advertised  be- 
forehand, which  possibly  accounts  for  the 
local  poUce  sergeant  knowing  nothing 
about  it ;  indeed,  when  the  meeting  com- 
menced he  was  absent  in  a  neighbouring 
town  on  other  business,  but  I  believe 
he  got  btck  in  time  to  hear  a  good  deal  of 
what  passed  at  the  meeting.  Much  may  be 
learnt  from  the  Press  reports.  I  may 
especially  refer  to  two  Nationalist  papers 
— the  Dundalk  Democrat  and  the  Anglo- 
Celt.     From  these  I  learn  that — 

'"  At  last  Mass  it  (the  meeting)  was  an- 
nouncod  from  the  piiplit  by  Mr.  McElroy,  the 
})ariflh  priest,  who  called  on  the  people  to  attend 
and  hear  the  advice  which  would  be  given  them 
by  Mr.  Lynani,  organiser,  who  was  present  as 
llie  accredited  representative  of  the  Irish 
Parliamentary  Part\." 

I  had  better  begin  with  an  incident, 
perhaps  trivial  in  itself,  but  which  gained 
importance  from  the  way  it  was  used. 
As  the  proceedings  were  about  to  com- 
mence, according  to  the  Anglo-Celt — 

•*  Mr.  J.  C.  Madden,  of  Hilton  Park  "—Hilton 
Park  adjoins  the  village  of  Scotshouse — '*  who 
was  one  of  the  congregation  coming  out  of  the 
IVotestant  church,  pushed  his  way  through  the 
crowd  and  complained  to  Father  McElroy  that 
the  band  playing  had  caused  annoyance  to  the 
congregation  in  the  Protestant  church." 

I  may  at  once  say  I  have  seen  Mr.  Madden, 
who  denies  having  pushed  his  way  at  all ; 
the  crowd  was  not  dense,  and  he  walked 
through  gaps  in  it.  On  a  previous 
occasion— Christmas,  1903 — ^he  had  com- 
plained to  Mr.  McElroy  of  noise  outside 
the  I^testant  church  during  service,  and 
then  received  from  him  an  extremely 
civil  reply,  so  he  had  no  reason  to  expect 
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anything  else  on  this  occasion.  Having 
complained,  Mr.  Madden  retired.  I  do 
not  wish  to  say  anything  against  Mr. 
McElroy. 

I  pass  on  now  to  the  principal  speech 

delivered  at  the  meeting.    The  speaker, 

Mr.  Lynam,  appears  to  have  employed 

the  incident  I  have  related  as  an  excuse 

for  using  specially  violent  language  about 

Mr.  Madden  in  the  course  of  his  torrent 

of  invective  against  landlords  generaUy. 

However,  if  he  had  confined  himself  to 

abuse,    misrepresentation,    and    slander 

about  landlords,  those  might  hardly  be 

grounds    sufficiently    tangible    for    the 

authorities  to  bo  justified  in  interfering, 

but  in  the  middle  of  aU  this  he  erpressed 

his  opinion  that — 

**  All  the  compensation  the  landlords  of  this 
country  are  entitled  to  is  three  yards  of  a 
hempen  rope." 

and- 1  submit  that  in  so  saying  he  went 
very  near  indeed  to  counselling  and  ad- 
vising wholesale  murder,  if,  indeed,  he 
was  not  actually  doing  so.  Denuncia- 
tion and  abuse  of  landlords  seem  to  have 
been  the  main  purport  of  the  earlier  part 
of  his  speech,and  I  need  not  trouble  your 
Lordships  with  further  details  on  that 
point.  But  as  he  got  farther  on  he  ap- 
pears to  have  warmed  to  his  work,  and 
after  telling  his  hearers  that  no  conces- 
sions had  ever  been  obtained  from  the 
British  Government  except  by  outrages 
or  threats  of  outrages  he  proceeded  to 
say  that — 

**  A  few  barrels  of  powder  laid  up  against 
Clerkenwell  Prison  blew  up  the  whole  Protestant 
Church  in  Ireland  !  " 

and  shortly  afterwards  he  is  represented 
as  saying  that — 

"  He  was  not  approving  of  crime,  but  most 
of  them  were  aware  that  it  was  the  shooting  of 
some  eleven  or  twelve  landlords  in  certain  part4» 
that  got  them  the  Land  Act  of  1881.  He  did 
not,  however,  advise  bis  hearers  to  take  any 
such  measures/' 

Here  we  have  this  man,  the  accredited 
representative  of  the  Irish  Parliamentary 
Party,  holding  forth  on  the  advantages 
which  he  said  had  ensued  in  the  past 
from  a  policy  of  murder  and  outrage, 
no  doubt  qualifying  his  statements  by 
saying  that  he  did  not  advise  his  hearer^ 
to  resort  to  such  measures.  But  where 
is  the  practical  value  of  such  qualificar 
tions,  or  a  dozen  such,  just  after  he  had 
alluded  to  crimes  as  useful  acts  and  likely 
to  conduce   to  the  realisation  of  their 
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desires  ?  and  that  in  a  harangue  which 
was  obviously  an  appeal  to  the  passions 
of  an  excitable  populace  whom  we  have 
every  reason  to  believe  to  be  in  no  way 
disinclined  to  commit  lawless  acts. 

It  should  be  remembered  that  the  object 
of  Mr.  Lynam's  presence  on  this  occ*asion 
was  avowedly  to  reorganise  the  local 
branch  of  the  United  Irish  League,  which 
was  done  by  enrolling  members,  collect- 
iag  subscriptions,  appointing  officers,  and 
arranging  for  a  subsequent  meeting  to  be 
held  on  Sunday  last.  Whether  it  has 
been  held  or  what  may  have  occurred, 
I  have  not  yet  heard.  It  is  possible  that 
His  Majesty's  Government  may  know 
more  about  it  than  I  do.  The  gentle 
methods  of  the  United  Irish  League  are 
only  too  well  known — they  are  much  the 
same  as  those  of  the  Land  League  of  a 
few  years  ago,  of  which,  in  fact,  it  is 
really  a  resuscitation  under  a  new  name ; 
and  how  soon  may  we  expect  some  of 
these  methods,  i.e.,  outrage  and  murder, 
to  be  put  in  practice  in  the  neighbourhoods 
— unless  threats  and  intimidation  have 
already  produced  implicit  obedience  to 
the  orders  and  laws  of  the  league  ?  I 
would  therefore  submit  that  this  meeting 
alone  gives  ample  and  sufficient  grounds 
for  proclaiming  the  United  Irish  League 
as  an  illegal  association  and  for  sup- 
pressing it.  I  would  further  ask  if 
general  orders  could  not  be  given  to  the 
police  at  all  times  to  prevent  and  disperse 
any  meeting  or  any  noisy  or  disorderly 
concourse  near  a  place  of  worship  where 
Divine  service  is  going  on,  which 
might  in  any  way  disturb  the  services 
then  in  progress  ? 

♦The  M.\rqubss  of  LONDONDERRY : 
My  Lords,  the  noble  Earl  has  stated 
the  facts  accurately.  It  is  quite 
true  that  Mr.  Lynam  used  very 
uncomplimentary  language  with  regard 
to  Captain  Madden,  but  the  noble  Earl 
opposite  who  has  been  Viceroy  of  Ireland, 
together  with  the  Prime  Minister  and 
myself,  have  been  made  the  subject  of 
denunciation  at  the  hands  of  various 
Nationalists,  in  comparison  with  which 
the  remarks  of  Mr.  Lynam  with  reference 
to  Captain  Madden  were  as  water  unto 
wine.  I  certainly  think  that  Mr. 
Lynam's  speech  was  most  unfortunate. 
The  noble  Earl  asked  whether  it  was  the 
intention   of   the   Irish   Government  to 


prosecute  Mr.  Lynam,  but  they  could 
not  do  so  on  legal  grounds,  the  reason 
being  that  he  protected  himself  by  saying 
that  the  league  denounced  outrage  of 
every  description,  and  that  their  policy 
was  one  of  constitutional  agitation. 

♦The  Earl  OP  DARTREY:  During 
the  greater  part  of  his  speech  Mr.  Lynam 
seems  to  have  dwelt  on  the  advantages  of 
crime  and  outrage. 

♦The  Marquess  of  LONDON- 
DERRY: I  have  no  desire  to  defend 
the  speech,  and  I  would  be  glad  to  see 
those  who  make  such  speeches  brought 
to  book  and  placed  in  the  dock ;  but  to 
do  that  you  must  have  a  good  case,  and  I 
am  afraid  that  this  case  is  not  strong 
enough.  With  regard  to  the  incon- 
venience of  the  bands  playing  within 
such  a  short  distance  of  the  church,  I 
am  informed  that  at  a  meeting  held  in 
the  vestry,  at  which  Captain  Madden  was 
present,  it  was  agreed  that  there  was  no 
intention  of  disturbing  the  service  and 
therefore  that  no  action  should  be  taken. 
In  view  of  that  resolution,  how  could 
the  Government  interfere  in  the  matter  ? 
The  noble  Earl  has  rightly  called  atten- 
tion to  Mr.  L3mam's  violent  language. 
But  he  knows  as  well  as  I  do  that  the 
policy  of  the  professional  agitator  in 
Ireland  is  only  one  of  blather,  and  that 
his  only  object  is  to  retain  his  position 
as  agitator.  This  is  the  first  time  I  have 
heard  of  Mr.  Lynam,  but  from  reading  his 
speech  I  imagine  that  he  is  only  one  of 
those  professional  agitators  of  whom 
Ireland  has  far  too  many.  Certainly 
care  will  be  taken  that  the  power  of  the 
United  Irish  League  does  not  increase ; 
and  the  House  may  rely  on  it  that  the 
present  Chief  Secretary  will  insist  on  law 
and  order  being  upheld.  I  may  add 
that  I  personally  would  not  remain  a 
member  of  the  Government  if  that  policy 
was  not  carried  out. 

Lord  MUSKERRY  :  My  Lords,  I 
would  only  observe  that  it  seems  to  me 
that  the  blather  of  the  Irish  agitator  has 
been  very  successful.  All  Loyalists  in 
Ireland  hope  and  expect  that  the  new 
Chief  Secretary  will  bring  about  a  change 
— and  a  change  for  the  better. 

HouBe  adjourned  at  ^enty-five 
minutes  past  FiFe  o'clock  to 
to-morrow,  half-past  Ten 
o'clock. 
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HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 
Thursday,  26ih  May,  1905. 


The  Bouse  met  at  Two  of  the  Clock. 


MR.  SPEAKER^S  ABSENCE. 

The  House  being  met,  the  Clerk  at  the 
Table  informed  the  House  of  the  un- 
avoidable absence  of  Mr.  Speaker,  owing 
to  continued  indisposition. 

Whereupon  Mr.  James  William  Low- 
THER,  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means, 
proceeded  to  the  Table,  and,  after  Prayers, 
took  the  Chair  as  Deputy-Speaker,  pur- 
suant to  the  Standing  Order. 


PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 


PROVISIONAL  ORDER  BILLS  (STANDING 
ORDERS  APPLICABLE  THERETO 
COMPLIED  WITH). 

Mr.  Deputy-Speaker  laid  upon  the 
Table  Report  from  one  of  the  Examiners 
of  Petit'ons  for  Private  Bills,  That,  in  the 
case  of  the  following  Bill,  referred  on  the 
First  Reading  thereof,  the  Standing 
Orders  which  are  applicable  thereto  have 
been  complied  with,  viz, : — Local  Govern- 
ment Provisional  Orders  (No.  12)  Bill. 

Ordered,  That  the  Bill  be  read  a 
second  time  To-morrow. 

CANALS  BIU.  (STANDING  ORDERS  AP- 
PLICABLE  THERETO  NOT  COMPLIED 
WITH). 

Mr.  Deputy-Speaker  laid  upon  the 
Table  Report  from  one  of  the  Examiners 
of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  pursuant 
to  the  0  der  of  the  House  of  the  22iid  day 
of  this  instant  May,  That,  in  the  case  of 
the  following  Bill,  the  Standing  Orders 
which  are  applicable  thereto  have  not 
been  complied  with,  vias. : — Canals  Bill. 

Ordered,  That  the  Report  be  referred 
to  the  Select  Committee  on  Standing 
Orders. 

Wrexham  Gas  Bill.  Lords  Amendments 
considered,  and  agreed  to. 

London  and  North  Western  Railway 
Bill  (King's  Consent  signified).  Read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 


Mezborough  and  Swinton  Tramways 
(Extension  of  Tim6)  Bill  [Lords].  Read 
the  third  time,  and  passed,  with  Amend- 
ments. 

Rhondda  Urban  District  Council  Bill. 
Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

Local  Government  Provisional  O.ders 
(No.  17)  Bill.  •*  To  confirm  certain  Pro- 
visional Orders  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  relating  to  Milton-next-Sitting- 
lourne,  Sittingbourne  and  Milton  (Rural), 
and  the  Enfield  and  Edmonton  Joint 
Hospit£l  District,"  presented  by  Mr. 
Grant  Lawson;  supported 'by  Mr.  Gerald 
Balfour ;  read  the  first  time ;  and  referred 
to  the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private 
Bills,  and  to  be  printed.    [Bill  228.] 

Local  (jovernment  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  6)  Bill.  Reported,  without  Am*.^nd- 
ment  [Provisional  Orders  confirmed]; 
Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

Bill  to  le  read  the  third  time  To- 
morrow. 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  7)  Bill.  Reported,  without  Amend- 
ment [Provisional  Orders  confirmed]; 
Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

Bill  to  b*.  read  the  third  time  To- 
morrow. 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  8)  Bill.  Reported,  without  Amend- 
ment [Provisional  Orders  confirmed] ; 
Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time  To- 
morrow. 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  9)  Bill.  Reported,  without  Amend- 
ment [Provisional  Orders  confirmed]; 
Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time  To- 
morrow. 

Local  Government  Provisional  Order 
(Gas)  Bill.  Reported,  without  Amend- 
ment [Provisional  Order  confirmed]; 
Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time  To- 
morrow. 

Local  Government  (Ireland)  Pro- 
visibnal  Orders  (No.  3)  Bill.    Reported, 
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withoat  Amendment  [Provisional  Orders 
confirmed];  Report  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

Bill  to  be  read  the  thiid  ti.ne  To- 
morrow. 

Electric  Lighting  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  7)  Bill  Reported,  with  Amendments 
[Provisional  Orders  confirmed] ;  Report 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

Bill,  as  amended,  to  be  considered 
To-morrow. 

Municipal  Corporations  (Merthyr  Tydfil 
Scheme  Confirmation)  Bill  [Lords].  Re- 
ported, with  Amendments  [Scheme  coa- 
firmed] ;  Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

Bill,  as  amended,  to  be  considered 
upon  Monday,  5th  June. 

Midland  Railway  Bill;  Caledonian 
Railway  Bill.  Reported,  with  Amend- 
ments; Reports  to  lie  upon  the  Table, 
and  to  be  printed. 

Metropolitan  Railway  Bill  [Lordd]. 
Reported,  without  Amendment ;  Report 
to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 

Worcestershire  County  Council  (Bridges) 
Bill.  Reported,  with  Amendments; 
Report  to  lie  upon  ttie  Table,  and  to  be 
printed. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 

That  they  have  agreed  to— South 
Suburban  Gas  Bill;  Nottingham  and 
Retford  Railway  Bill,  without  Amend- 
ment. 

South  Metropolitan  Gas  Bill,  with  an 
Amendment. 

Amendments  to — Leeds  and  Liverpool 
Canal  Bill  [Lords] ;  Metropolitan  District 
Railway  Bill  [Loids];  Orphan  Working 
School  and  Alexandra  Orphanage  Bill 
[Lords],  without  Amendment. 

That  they  have  passed  a  Bill,  intituled, 
*'  An  Act  to  provide  for  the  granting  of 
Superannuation  Allowances  to  the 
Othcers  and  Servants  of  the  Council  of 
the  Metropolitan  Borough  of  Stepney ; 
and  for  other  purposes."  [Stepney 
Borough  Council  (Superannuation)  Bill 
[Lords.] 


Also,  a  Bill,  intituled,  ''An  Act  to 
amend  the  Acts  relating  to  the  Te^3 
Valley  Water  Board,  and  to  confer 
further  borrowing  and  other  powers  on 
the  Tee?  Valley  Water  Board."  [Tees 
Valley  Water  Board  Bill  [Lords  ] 

A^so,  a  Bill,  intituled,  ''An  Act  to 
incorporate  a  board  of  trustees,  and  to 
authorise  them  to  acquire  the  Workington 
Harbour  and  Lonsdale  Dock  undertaking, 
in  the  county  of  Cumberland ;  and  to 
construct  an  extension  pier  at  Working- 
ton ;  and  for  other  purposes."  [Working- 
ton Harbour  and  Dook  Bill  [Lords.] 

And,  a^so,  a  Bill,  intituled,  "An  Act 
to  empower  the  Corporation  of  Hythe  to 
construct  additional  waterworks;  to 
make  further  provision  for  the  improve- 
ment of  the  borough;  and  for  other 
purposes."  [Hythe  Corporation  Bill 
[Lords.] 

Stepney  Borough  Council  (Superannua- 
tion) Bill  [Lords] ;  Tees  Valley  Water 
Board  Bill  [Lords];  Workington  Har- 
bour and  Dock  Bill  [Lords];  Hythe 
Corporation  Bill  [Lords].  Read  the  first 
time ;  and  referred  to  the  Examiners  cf 
Petitions  for  Private  Bills. 


PETITIONS. 


EDUCATION  (PROVISION  OF  MEALS) 

BILL.] 

Petitions  from  Aberdeen,  in  favour ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

SALE  OF  INTOXICATING  LIQUORS 
(SUNDAY)  BILL. 

Petition  from    Northfield,  in  favour; 
to  l.e  upon  the  Table. 

UNEMPLOYED  WORKMEN  BIIX. 

Petition  from  Aberdeen,  in  favour;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 


MILITIA  (SERVICE  OUTSIDE  UNITED 

KINGDOM). 

Return  [presented  24th  May]  to   be 
printed.     [No.  172.] 
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INEBRIATE      REFORMATORIES     (SCOT- 
LAND) (REGULATIONS). 

Copy  preBentcd,  of  General  Reflations 
fcr  the  management  and  discipline  of 
uert'fied  Inebriate  Reformatories  in 
Scotl  ,nd  [by  Command] ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 


RAILWAY  ACCIDENTS. 
Cc]iy  presented,  of  Retuma  of  Cases  of 
Derailment  of  Eoginea  of  Passenger 
Tia'ns  into  which  Inquiries  have  been 
held  by  the  Inspecting  Officers  of 
Railways,  during  the  twenty  years  ending 
Slat  December,  1901,  divided    into — I. 


Tank  Engines,  and  II.  Tender  Engines, 
sliowing  in  each  case  the  Date,  place  of 
Accident,  and  Railway,  and  the  CIabb  of 
Engine  [by  Command] ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

BOROUGHS  (ENGLAND  AND  WALES] 
(OUTST.ANDlNU  LOANS). 

Return  ordered,  "giving  the  names  of 
the  Boroughs  in  England  and  Wales,  the 
Councils  of  which,  on  the  Slat  day  of 
March,  1903,  hid  Outstanding  L^ans 
raised  in  sums  not  exceeding  £10  >, 
otheiwise  than  by  the  issue  of  stock,  and 
giving  particulars  respecting  such  L^ana 
in  the  following  form :— 


Lmuia  ru-ed  in  lunis  not  excesding  €100  utiierwiie  iIikh 

Mi 

* 

by  I  .e  isHue  of  slock. 

PI 

1 

Loani  Hcured  on 

1" 

mortg^e  of  rates  o 
fundi  adhiiDiBt«red  I 

i 

lip 

1 

iheCounoU,  orofu 

s 

land,  worka,  or  othe 

1 

m 

J 

theDi. 

mi 

II 

Hin 
aniou 

t  whicli 

1 

!l 

m  o  — - 

1 

l' 

W 

H 

3 

-  .s 

■  m 

, 

! 

^ 

1 

.5 

1 

§ 

5 
i 

IS 

■s 

1 

b 

1 

1 
i 

1 

h 

i 

1 

'A 

1 

1 

i 
I 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1  = 

i 

i. 

1 

2. 

a 

4. 

6. 

13. 

14. 

15. 

16. 

17. 

la. 

£ 

£, 

per 

£ 

£ 

£ 

"T 

—(Sir  Oiffiert  Parker.) 
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EAST  INDIA  (INCOME  AND  EX- 
PENDITURE). 

Address  for  **  Return  of  the  net  Income 
and  Expenditure  of  British  India  under 
certain  specific  heads  for  the  eleven  years 
from  1893-4  to  1903-4  (in  continuation 
of  Parliamentary  Paper,  No.  168,  of 
Session  1904)."    (Sir  Henry  FowUr,) 


QUESTIONS  AND  ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED  WITH  THE  VOTES. 


Fall  in  Price  of  Sugar— Soggested  Reduc- 
tion of  Import  Duty. 

Colonel  SADLER  (Middlesbrough): 
To  ask  Mr.  Chancellar  of  the  Exche- 
quer  if  his  attention  has  been  directed 
to  the  fall  in  the  price  of  sugir,  to-day's 
value  being  58.  per  cwt.  be*ow  what  it 
was  in  January  last,  whilst  new  crop 
sugar  is  quoted  at  under  lOs.  per  cwt., 
or  loss  than  one  p  ^nny  per  pound ;  and 
whether,  having  regard  to  the  relative 
rate  of  the  duty  to  the  total  value  of 
sugar  when  it  was  imposed,  he  w'-U 
favourably  consider  a  pro  rata  reduction. 

(Answertdhy  Mr,  Austen  Chamberlain.) 
Yes,  Sir,  I  am  aware  of  the  fall  in  the 
price  of  sugar  from  the  abnormal  prices 
of  last  January,  but  I  cannot  admit  the 
possibility  of  varying  the  duty  pro  rata 
with  changes  of  price.  The  hon.  Member 
is  in  error  in  thinking  that  the  price  of 
sugar  is  lower  than  it  was  when  the  duty 
was  imposed. 


Alleged  Ill-Treatment  of  a  Prisoner  at 
.  Thurles  Lock-up. 

Mr.  KENDAL  O'BRIEN  (Tipperary 
Mid) :  To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his 
attention  has  been  drawn  to  the  pro- 
ceedings at  the  inquest  held  on  the  boJy 
of  William  Fryday,  at  Ballyduagh, 
county  Tipperary,  on  the  22nd  day  of 
April  last,  at  which  the  son  of  deceased, 
Francis  S.  Fryday,  swore  that  his  father 
told  him  before  his  death  that  the  police 
took  off  his  boots  whilst  in  the  lock-up 
at  Thurles  on  the  15th  April  on  a  charge 
of  drunkenness  and  hit  him  under  the  eye 
with  one  of  his  boots,  and  that  h<)  was 
also  knocked  against  the  wall,  and  that 
he  was  taken  by  the  police  from  the  lock- 
up to  an  out-house  in  the  barrack  yard 
in  his  stockings,  and  that  his  request  for 


a  magistrate  to  be  sent  for  was  refused, 
and  to  the  evidence  of  the  doctor, 
examined  at  the  inquest,  that  deceased 
came  by  his  death  through  peritonitis, 
following  rup'^ure  of  the  spleen,  caused 
by  external  violence,  and  that  Constables 
Vaughan  and  Barrett,  who  assisted  Con- 
stab' e  O'Connell  to  take  deceased  from 
the  lock-up  to  the  out-house  in  the  yard, 
were  not  examined  at  the  inquest ;  and 
whether  an  inquiry  will  be  ordered  to  be 
held  into  the  allegtitions  that  the  cans? 
of  the  death  of  the  deceased  was  his  ill- 
treatment  by  the  police. 


{Answered  by  Mr.  Walter  Long.)   I  have 
received  a  report  from  the  police  authori- 
ties to  the  effect  that  on  the  I5th  April 
last  William  Fryday,  while  in  custody  in 
the  lock-up    of    the   police   station    in 
Thurles  upon  the  charge  of  being  drunk 
aud    incapable    on    the    public    street, 
created  a  continuous  uproar  by  shouting 
and  kicking  the  door  of  his  cell  at  a  time 
when  a    magisterial    investigation    was 
being  conducted  in  the  station.    It  was 
found  necessary  to  remove  his  boats  and 
transfer  him  to  another  portion  of  the 
building.    He  resisted  violentl},  and  in 
h's  struggles  struck  his  head  against  the 
door  post,  cutting  his  eyd.    He  was  dis- 
charged from  custody  later  upon  the  same 
day,  when,   for  the  first  time,  he  com- 
plained of  having  been  ill-treated  by  the 
police.    He  asked  to  see  the  head  con- 
stable, who  was  then  absent,  but  refused 
to  wait  for  his  arrival.    Fryday  died  on 
the  21st  April,  and,  as  th,e  result  of  a 
post-mortem  examination,  the  jury  at  a 
coroner's  inquest  found  that  death  wad 
due  to  peritonitis,  resulting  from  rupture 
of  the  spleen.    The  police  proved  that  no 
violence  was  offered  to  him,  and  that  at 
no  time  did  he  request  to  see  a  magis- 
trate.   The  throe  constables  named  in  the 
Question  were  present  at  the  inquest,  but 
the  coroner  and  the  jury  intimated  that 
they  did  not  require  their  evidence,   all 
the  facts  having  been  proved  by  other 
witnesses.    Under  these  circumstances,  I 
see  no  ground  for  imputing  an^  blame  to 
the  police,  and  no  necessity  for  further 
inquiry. 


Sipropriation  of  Funds  by  Late  Staff 
cer  of  Boyal  Irish  Constabulary. 

Mr.     NANNBTTI     (Dublin,    College 
Grean) :    To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
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the  Loid-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether, 
as  a  result  of  his  investigation  into  the 
accounts  of  the  late  staff  officer  of  th:* 
Eoyal  Irish  Constabulary  Department, 
Dublin  Castle,  he  has  directed  that  the 
sum  of  £433  lOs.  4d.  be  refunded  to  the 
widow  of  the  said  staff  officer,  the  said  sum 
having  been  deducted  from  an  amount 
due  on  foot  of  an  insurance  policy  on  her 
late  husband's  Ufe  by  direction  of  the 
Chief  Crown  Solicitor. 

(Anstrered  by  Mr.  f Falter  Long.)  The 
reply  is  in  the  negative.  Legal  proceed- 
ings for  the  recovery  of  the  sum  misap 
propriated  were  instituted  a^inst  the 
widow,  and  as  a  result  she  paid  the  sum 
in  question  out  of  a  policy  of  insurance  on 
the  life  of  the  deceased. 

PoUntion  of  Thames  Estuaxy  by  Sewage 
DiBcharge  from  Forts  and  Barracks. 

Sib  JOSEPH  DIMSDALB  (London) : 
To  ask  ihe  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  he  is  awaie  that  the  estuary  of 
the  Thames  is  being  polluted  by  the 
discharge  of  crude  sewage  from  forts  and 
barracks  at  Tilbury  and  6raves3nd  ;  and 
whether,  if  the  War  Office  is  unable  to 
proceed  with  the  works  necessary  for  the 
purification  of  the  sewage  during  the 
current  financial  year  owing  to  funds  not 
being  available  for  the  purpose,  he  will 
take  steps,  by  a  Supplementary  Estimate 
cr  otherwise,  to  remove  this  difficulty, 
and  in  the  interest  of  the  public  health 
have  the  works  carried  out  without 
further  delay. 

^  [AnstDtred  by  Mr.  Secretary  Arnold- 
Forster,)  Schemes  have  been  p.epared 
for  the  septic  treatment  of  sewage  from 
the  War  Department  barracks  and  forts 
at  Gravesend  and  Tilbury,  and  part  of 
the  work  at  Gravesend  has  already  been 
done. 

Postmarks  on  Letters  Showing  Time  of 

Posting. 

Mr.  TALBOT  (Oxford  Universty): 
To  ask  the  Postmaster-General  whether 
he  will  consider  the  practicability  of 
detaching  the  date  postmark  from  the 
obliterating  mark  upon  the  face  of  letters 
(jEts  is  already  done  in  London)  so  as  to 
enable  the  time  of  porting,  which  is  now 
often  illegible,  to  be  eaily  read. 


{Answered  by  Lord  Stanley.)  I  fear 
that  it  is  not  possible  to  adopt  the  hon. 
Member's  suggestion  generally.  The 
electrically* driven  stamping  machines, 
which  are  in  use  to  some  extent  in 
London  and  elsewhere,  separate  the 
dated  postmark  from  the  obliterating 
stamp  ;  but  these  machines  can  only  be 
U8ed  with  advantage  at  offices  where  the 
stamping  to  be  done  is  great  in  amount 
and  continuous.  Dpuble  hand-stamps 
were  tried  at  one  time,  but  they  were 
found  to  be  too  large  and  heavy  for  easy 
use. 

Delivery  of  Letters  to  Callers  on  Pablic 

Holidays. 

Mr.  weir  (Ross  and  Cromarty) :  To 
ask  the  Postmaster-General  whether  he 
has  yet  arrived  at  a  decision  in  regard  to 
the  general  question  of  the  delivery  of 
letters  to  callers  on  public  holidays. 

{Answered  by  Lord  Stanley.)  Yes,  and  I 
have  issued  instructions  that  on  bank 
holidays,  and  on  public  holidays  in 
Scotland  observed  by  the  Department  in 
the  same  way  as  bank  holidays,  persons 
who  are  not  private  box  renters  or 
entitled  to  use  the  poste  restante  may, 
on  payment  of  a  special  fee  of  3d.,  obtain 
at  the  counter  of  offices  open  to  the 
public  on  those  days  any  correspondence 
addressed  to  them  which  may  be  avail- 
able and  readily  accessible  at  the  time 
of  calling.  The  arrangement  will  be 
duly  notified  in  the  next  issue  of  the 
Post  Office  Guide. 

Postal  Deliveries  at  Staveley  Head, 
near  Kendal. 

Captain  BAGOT  (Westmoreland, 
Kendal):  To  ask  the  Postmaster- 
General  whether  he  is  aware  that  at 
Staveley  Head,  near  Kendal,  there  are 
nine  houses  having  only  two  postal 
deliveries  a  week,  whereas  at  Staveley 
Park,  within  half  a  mile  of  Staveley  Head, 
there  are  only  two  houses  with  two 
deliveries  a  day;  and  whether  he  will 
endeavour  to  arrange,  by  slightly  alter- 
ing the  route  of  the  local  postman  or 
otherwise,  to  give  the  houses  at  Staveley 
Head  a  daily  delivery. 

{Answered  by  Lord  Stanley.)  I  am  not 
awar3  of  the  circumstances  as  regards 
the  deliveries  at  Staveley  Head,  but  I 
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will  make  inquiry  into  the  matter  and 
acquaint  the  hon.  Member  with  the 
result. 

Postal  Charges  to  Canada. 

Mr.  CHARLES  DEVLIN  (Galway) :  To 
ask  the  Postmaster-Greneral  whether  he 
has  received  from  Lord  Strathcona, 
High  Commissioner  for  Canada,  repre- 
sentations upon  tKe  subject  of  the  postal 
charges  to  Canada;  whether  the  High 
Comnissioner  has  forwarded  a  copy  of 
the  debate  in  the  Canadian  Senate  on 
the  subject ;  and  whether  he  is  able  to 
say  if  this  matter  will  be  submitted  for 
consideration  at  the  Colonial  Conference 
of  1906. 

{Answered  by  Lord  Stanley.)  Repre- 
sentations on  the  subject  from  the 
Canadian  Oovernment,  together  with  a 
report  of  the  debate  in  the  Canadian 
Senate,  have  reached  my  hands,  though  not 
through  Lord  Strathcona;  and  I  expressed 
my  views  fully  on  the  matter  to  a  deputa- 
tion, including  Members  of  this  House,  a 
short  time  since.  I  have  no  intention  of 
submitting  the  question  for  consideration 
to  the  Colonial  Conference;  but  I  am 
unable  to  say  whether  it  will  or  will  not 
be  raised  at  the  Conference  by  the 
Colonial  Delegates. 

Empire  Cables  and  the  Colonial 
Conference. 

Mr.  CHARLES  DEVLIN  :  To  ask  the 
Postmaster-General  whether  the  resolu- 
tions adopted  by  a  number  of  Chambers 
of  Commerce  of  the  Empire  respecting 
Empire  cables  have  been  brought  under 
his  notice ;  and  if  ho  intends  submitting, 
at  the  Colonial  Conference  of  1906,  any 
scheme  or  policy  with  respect  to  Empire 
cables. 

{Answered  by  Lord  Stanley.)  No  recent 
representations  on  the  subject  of  the 
hon.  Member's  Question  have  been 
addressed  to  me,  and  I  do  not  feel  called 
upoa  to  sabmit  to  the  Colonial  Confer- 
ence any  scheme  of  the  kind  he  suggests. 

Cable  Communication— Agreement  be- 
tween the  Qovemment  and  the  Indo- 
European  Telegraph  Company. 

Sir  EDWARD  SASSOON  (Hythe) :  To 
ask  \  the  Postmaster-General  whether, 
having  regard  to  the  recommendation 


made  in  the  first  Report  of  Lord 
Balfour's  Inter-Departmental  Committee 
on  Cable  Communications  (pp.  10  and  11) 
concerning  the  Joint-Pur^e  Agreement 
relating  to  the  transmission  of  telegrams 
to  and  from  India,  any  arrangement  has 
been  concluded  between  His  Majesty's 
Government  and  the  Indo-European 
Telegraph  Company  in  connection  with 
the  recent  renewal  of  the  leasing  of  land 
wires  in  this  country  and  submarine 
cable  wires  between  Lowestoft  and  the 
German  coast ;  whether  the  tsrms  of 
such  agreement,  if  any,  would  b3 
furnished  to  this  House;  and  what 
effect  such  arrrangement  will  have  in  the 
direction  of  terminating  or  modifying 
the  period  of  duration  of  the  Joint- 
Purse  Agreement  as  recommended  in 
the  Report  of  the  above-mentioned 
Committee. 

{Answered  by  Lord  Stanley.)  The 
negotiations  recommended  by  Lord 
Balfour's  Committee  proved  to  be 
complicated  and  difficult,  and  it  was  not 
found  practicable  to  effect  the  termina- 
tion of  the  Joint- Purse  Agreement 
in  the  mann?r  proposed;  bu^, 
in  connection  with  the  renewal 
of  the  lease  of  wires  to  th^ 
Indo-European  Telegraph  Company,  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  refers,  step) 
were  taken  to  provide,  as  far  as  possible, 
that  obstacles  should  not  be  placed  in 
the  way  of  reasonable  reductions  of 
tariff  in  the  future.  This  was  the  main 
ground  on  which  Lord  Bilfour's 
Committea  desired  to  terminate  the 
Joint-Purse  Agreement. 

Work  of  Coleraine  Post  Office. 
Mr.  JAMES  O'CONNOR  (Wicklow, 
W.) :  To  ask  the  Postmaster- General 
whether  he  has  made  inquiries  into  the 
action  of  the  surveyor  in  ordering 
special  returns  to  be  made  out  dealing 
with  the  work  at  the  Coleraine  Post 
Office ;  whether  he  can  state  the  result 
of  his  inquiries ;  and  whether  ho  can 
give  the  reason  for  altering  the  returns. 

{Anstoered  by  Lord  Stanley.)  No,  Sir. 
I  have  not  made  any  inquiries,  as  I 
cons'dor  the  mattar  should  be  left  to  the 
discretion  of  the  surveyor. 
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Sick  Leave  in  the  Post  Office. 
Mr  CLAUDE  HAY  (Shoreditch,  Hox- 
ton):     To    ask  the  Posl master-General 
whether  the  periods  of  annual  leave  and 
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whether,  in  view  of  Dr.  Recce  s  con- 
clusion that  the  influence  of  the 
hospitals  has  heen  respousihle  m  material 
decree  for  the    sustained  prevalence  of 

^1,    _^  •      t: ^^1  ;«  lOHQ-a    hft  has 


whether  the  periods  of  annual  lf«ve  and       » ^,     ^  j^  Liverpool  in  1902-3,  ho  has 
hank  hohday  rehefs  are  mcluded  m  the  ^  ^^^/         representations  to  the   local 


six  months  leave  which  an  officer  may  he 
aUowed  on  full  pay  in  the  case  of  sick- 
ness on  a  medical  certificate  ;  and,  if  so, 
what  is  the  reason  for  counting  these 
periods  as  sick  leave. 

(Answered  by  Urd  Stanley.)  Under 
regulations  applicable  to  the  Civil 
Service  generally,  absence  from  duty  on 
full  pay,  whether  on  account  of  annual, 
bank  holiday,  or  sick  leave,  cannot 
exceed  six  months  in  any  one  year.  The 
regulation  seems  to  be  liberal. 


made  any  representations  to  the  local 
authority  as  to  the  desirability  of  dis- 
continuing the  use  for  smallpox  pur- 
poses of  the  two  hospitals  situated  within 
the  city,  viz.,  the  Priory  R-ad  and 
Parkhill  hospitals,  which  are  especially 
condemned  by  Dr.  Rsec?,  and  of  making 
such  other  arrangements  for  the  treat- 
ment of  smallpox  cases  as  will  be  less 
likely  to  be  a  source  of  danger  to  the 
inhabitants  than  thos3  which  now  exist. 


Sanitary  Condition  of  Schools  at  Barvam 
Island  of  Lewis. 
Mr.     WEIR:     To    ask    the     Lord- 
Advocate   whether  the   local  authority 
for   the    parish    of    Barvas,   Island   of 
Lewis,    has    submitted    to    the   Local 
Government  Board  a  detailed  report  by 
Dr  Ross,  the  medical  officer  of  health  for 
the  parish,  setting  forth  particulars  of  the 
defective  water  supply  and  other  sanitary 
defects  in  seven  public  schools  within  the 
parish  ;  and,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the 
health   of  the  children  attending  these 
schools  is  endanjzered,  wiU  he  state  what 
action    it  is  proposed  to   take    m  -the 
matter. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  ScoU  Dickson.)  The 
Secretary  for  Scotland  U  not  satisfied 
that  the  information  before  him  enables 
him  to  give  a  complete  i^swer  to  the 
Son.  Member's  Question.  He  is  cor^ult- 
ing  with  the  Local  Government  Board, 
and  will  communicate  further  with  the 
hofl.  Member. 


Isolation  of  Liverpool  Smallpox 
Hospitals. 
Mr.  BAYLBY  (Derbyshire,  Chester- 
field)- To  ask  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  whether  he 
has  supplied  a  copy  of  the  recent  re- 
port  of  Dr.  Reece,  one  of  the  medical  in- 
spectors of  the  Local  Government  Board, 
on  the  Liverpool  Smallpox  Hospitals  to 


{Answered  by  Mr,  Gerald  Balfour.)  The 
Local  Government  Boa-d  sent  copiee  of 
Dr,  Recce's  report  to  the  Town  Council 
of  Liverpool,  bat  they  did  not  deem  it 
necessary,  in  connection  with  it,  to  make 
any  special  representations  to  the  council 
of  the  kind  suggested  in  the  Question. 
The  Board  have  issued  a  Memorandum 
containing  their  views  as  to  the  liability 
of  smallpox  hospitals  to  disseminate  the 
disease,  and  as  to  the  desirability  of  their 
being  placed  outside  towns  as  fat  distant 
from  any  populated   neighbourhood    as 
considerations    of    accessibility    permit. 
The  Board  sent  copies  of  this   Memo- 
randum in   1902   to  the  Town  Council 
of     Liverpool,     amongst     other     local 
authorities,  and  in  the  circular   which 
accompanied    it  they   expressly    stated 
that     smallpox     hospitals     should      be 
placed  in  sparsely  populated  situations. 

Average  Attendance  of  Infants  in  Public 
Momentary  Schools. 

Mr.  ERNEST  GRAY  (West  Ham,  N.) : 
To  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Boaid  of 
Education  whether  he  can  give  ttie 
average  attendance  of  children  in  the 
infants'  departments  of  public  elementary 
schools,  and  the  average  attendance  of 
such  children  between  the  ages  of  three 
and  five  during  the  last  year  for  which 
the  information  is  available. 


(Answered  by  Sir  WMiam  Anson,)  The 
average  attendance  of  children  in  the 
infants'  departments  of  public  elementarv 
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The  average  attendance  of  children 
between  the  ages  of  three  and  five  was 
456,068. 

Cost  of  Elementaxy  Education  at  Bourne- 
mouth, West  Ham,  Grantham,  East 
Ham,  Wimbledon,  and  Walthamstow. 

Mr.  ERNEST  GRAY:  To  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Education 
whether  he  can  state  the  total  charges 
consequent  on  the  provision  of  elemental y 
education  in  Bournemouth,  West  Ham, 
Grantham,  East  Ham,  Wimbledon,  and 
Walthamstow  in  the  lost  year  for  which 


the  information  is  available,  and  in  each 
case  the  percentage  of  such  charges  met 
by  Parliamentary  grants. 

{Answered  by  Sir  William  Anson,)  The 
Board  have  no  returns  for  a  complete 
year  under  the  Act  of  1902  for  the  areas 
named  in  the  Question,  with  the 
exception  of  Grantham  and  Wimbledon, 
and  in  these  two  cases  the  actual  figures 
for  1903-4  may  not  represent  a  norma] 
year's  working.  The  following  are 
approximate  figures  based  on  the  latest 
avail^kble  returns : — 


Groas  Expenditure. 

(d) 

Govorn- 

ment 

Grants. 

(0) 

Percentage 
(d)  is  of  (b). 

Name. 

d 

o 

(b) 

<! 

o 

a 

1 

(c) 

(0. 

Percentage 
(d)  is  of  (c). 

Bournemouth  -    - 
West  Ham  -    -    - 
Grantham    -    •    - 
East  Ham    -    •    - 

• 

Wimbledon  -    -    - 
Walthamstow  -    - 

£ 
1,168 

56,328 

307 

16,654 

1,738 

16,267 

£ 
15,217 

186,263 

6,056 

58,570 

12,885 

63,881 

£ 
16,385 

242,591 

6,363 

75,124 

14,623 

80,148 

£ 
11,022 

101,302 

5,926 

36,890 
9,303 

38,007 

72-43 
54-40 
97-85 
62-99 
72-03 
59-49 

# 

67-27 

41-76 

93-13 

49-11 

63-62 

47-30 

I 


Pay  of  Dockyard  Writing  Staff. 
Mr.  KEARLEY  (Devonport) :  To  ask 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  whether 
he  is  now  able  to  state  the  result  of  the 
inquiry  as  to  the  revision  of  the  pay  of 
the  writing  staff  of  the  dockyards. 

(Ansioerei  by  Mr,  Pretyman.)  The 
inatter  is  still  under  consideration. 

Port  of  London  Bill— Position  of  Dock 

Companies. 

Lord  ALWYNE  COMP  TON  (Bedford- 
shire,  Biggleswade) :  To  aak  the  Secretary 
to  the  Board  of  Trade  whether,  having 
regard  to  the  fact  that  the  London  and 
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India  Docks  Company  obtained  powers 
to  make  a  new  dock  &o  long  ago  as  1901, 
and  have  spent  a  large  sum  in  acquiring 
land  for  the  purpose,  and  that  it  is 
impossible  that  they  can  spend  further 
capital  in  providing  dock  accommodation 
while  the  question  of  the  future  adminis* 
tration  of  the  Port  of  London  remains 
unsettled,  he  will  state  if  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  bring  in 
any  further  measure  for  dealing  with  the 
question. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Bonar  Law,)  I  crn- 
not  go  beyond  the  reply  which  1  have 
given  on  more  than  one  occasion,  that' 
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the  Government  ih  not  prepared  to  make 
any  proposals  with  respect  to  the  Port  of 
London  this  session. 

Board  of  Agticnlture— Forestry  Section. 
Mb.  MUNRO  FERGUSON  (Leith 
Burghs):  To  ask  the  President  of  the 
Boa<d  of  Agricoltare  whether  there  is  a 
distinct  forestry  section  in  his  Depart- 
ment under  a  lesponsible  head ;  whether 
he  can  state  how  far  his  Department 
accepts  responsibility  for  promoting  sylvi- 
culture in  England,  Wales,  and  Scotland ; 
and  in  what  respects  its  responsibility  is 
shared  by  other  Departments,  more 
especially  with  regard  to  providing 
facilities  for  sylvicultural  training. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  AUwyn  Fellowes.) 
There  is  no  distinct  forestry  section  in  the 
Board  of  Agriculture,  but  my  Depart- 
ment deals  annually  with  many  applica- 
tions for  advice  on  forestry  subjecti^,  and 
in  other  ways  does  much  to  disseminate 
a  knowledge  of  sound  sylvicultural 
practice.  The  Board  of  Agriculture 
support  t^o  lectureships  on  forestry  in 
the  University  Colleges  situated  in 
Bangor  and  Newcastle-upon-Tyne,  and  I 
understand  that  not  only  is  the  demand 
for  instraction  at  these  places  very 
satisfactory,  but  the  experts  in  charge 
are  largely  consulted  by  the  owners  of 
woodlands.  My  Department  has  already 
given  efEect  to  the  recommendation  of 
the  Committee,  of  which  the  hon. 
Member  was  Chairman,  that  the  atten- 
tion of  corporations  and  municipalities 
be  drawn  to  the  desirability  of  planting 
with  tiees  the  catchment  areas  of  their 
water  supply;  and  I  am  now  making 
arrangements  to  carry  out  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  same  Committee  in 
regard  to  forestry  statistics.  While  my 
Department  accepts  full  responsibility 
for  the  general  improvement  of  forestry 
in  England  and  Wales,  I  have  to 
acknowledge  very  f.iendlv  co-operation 
on  the  part  of  the  Ofl5ce  of  Woods,  which 
has  established  a  school  in  the  Forest  of 
Dean  for  the  practical  training  of 
foresters,  and  in  other  ways  has  done 
much  to  help  forward  the  movement.  I 
have  also  received  much  valuable 
assistance  from  the  Local  Government 
Boards  of  England  and  Scotland  in  con- 
nection with  the  inquiry  into  the 
afforestation  of  the   catchment  areas  of 


public  water  supplies.  Education  in 
forestry  in  Scotland,  as  the  hon.  Member 
is  aware,  does  not  fall  within  the  proviaee 
of  my  Board. 

Compulsory  Sheep-Dipping. 
Mr.  WORSLEV'- TAYLOR  (Lanca- 
shire, Blackpool) :  To  ask  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Agriculture,  with 
reference  to  the  compulsory  sheep-dipping 
area  in  Lancashire  and  the  West  Riding 
of  Yoikshire,  created  by  virtue  of  Orders 
of  the  Board  dated  January  27th  and 
April  15th,  1905,  whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  representations  from 
many  parts  of  the  said  area  that  the 
provisions  of  the  said  Order  will  cause 
serious  difficulty  in  respect  of  the  dates 
fixed  thereby  for  compidsory  dippii^, 
and  in  respect  of  the  movement  and  snle 
of  fat  sheep  and  lambs,  the  season  for 
which  has  just  begun;  what  are  the 
facts  as  to  sheep  scab  which  have  made 
it  necessary  to  create  the  said  area ;  and 
if  he  will  consider  whether,  consistently 
with  maintaining  due  and  reasonable 
precautions  against  the  spread  of  sheep 
scab,  the  said  Orders  can  be  modified  so 
as  to  avoid  or  lessen  the  difficulties 
aforesaid. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  AUwyn  Fellowes.)  I 
have  received  representations  from  the 
district  referred  to,  to  the  effect  that  it 
would  be  more  convenient  to  many  of 
the  flockmasters  therein  that  ike  general 
dipping  prescribed  by  the  Orders  should 
be  postponed  until  the  month  of  August, 
and  1  am  in  communication  with  the 
local  authorities  concerned  on  the  subject. 
If  there  is  a  general  agreement  that  the 
later  period  would  be  more  suitable  for 
carrying  out  the  operation  of  compulsory 
dipping  in  this  area,  I  shall  be  glad  t^ 
give  effect  to  the  wishes  of  those  con- 
cerned. The  application  to  the  district 
referred  to  of  the  provisions  of  the 
Sheep  Scab  (Compulsory  Dipping  Areas) 
Order  of  1905  was  rendered  necessary  by 
the  fact  that  disease  had  been  detected 
within  the  area  scheduled,  and  amongst 
sheep  grazing  over  large  tracts  of 
common  pasturage  in  the  Clapham  and 
Heasden  districts.  From  inquiries  made 
by  inspectors  of  the  Board  it  was  further 
ascertained  that  the  origin  of  several 
outbreaks  of  sheep  scab  which  occurred 
in  the  districts  surrounding  this  area  was 


1385 


Quesiions. 


{25  May  1905} 


Questions, 


isee 


attributable  to  sheep  moved  from  the 
area  scheduled.  It  became  necessary 
therefore,  in  Ae  general  interest,  to  take 
steps  to  eradicate  the  disease  from  this 
locality.  As  my  hon.  friend  is  aware,  I 
am  most  anxious  to  avoid  placing 
unnecessary  restrictions  upon  the  move- 
ment of- sheep  intended-  for  immediate 
slaughter,  but  owing  to  the  fact  that 
sheep  Bcid  for  slaughter  are  not 
nece83aril>  at  once  removed  from  further 
contact  with  other  sheep,  it  is  impossible 
to  etxempt  entirely  such  sheep  from  the 
requfi^iments  of  dipping.  If  it  is  found 
to  be  praot  oable  to  devise  some  special 
provisions  applicable  to  the  case  of 
young  lambs  which  are  being  specially 
prepared  for  the  butcher,  I  shall  be  glad 
to  modify  the  Order  accordingly.  I  may 
perhaps  add  that,  in  regard  to  all  the 
areas  scheduled  under  the  general  Order, 
I  propose  to  suspend  Part  II.  of  the 
Sheep  Scab  (Compulsory  Dipping  Areas) 
Order  of  1905,  which  deals  with  the 
movement  of  sheep  out  of  such  areas, 
until  the  spring  of  next  year,  so  soon  as  I 
am  satisfied  that  the  prescribed  dipping 
has  been  thoroughly  and  efficiently 
carried  out. 

Number  of  Lieensed  Hackney  OarriaceB 
and  Drivers— Horse  and  MecfaanicaUy 
Propelled. 

Captain  NORTON  (Newington,  W.) : 
To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  if  he  can  state  the 
number  of  hackney  carriages  and  hackney 
carriage  drivers  licensed  up  to  date, 
number  of  same  with  mechanical  licences, 
number  of  motor  omnibuses  and  of  stage 
carriages  licensed,  number  of  stage 
carriage  drivers,  and  number  of  same 
holding  mechanical  licences. 

{Anstpered  hy  Mr.  Secretary  Akers- 
Douglas,)  I  can  only  give  the  figures  for 
the  Metropolitan  district,  and  they  are 
as  follows :  Up  to  and  including  tne  24th 
instant,  there  were  licensed  10,986 
hackney  carriages,  three  of  which  are 
driven  mechanically;  3,547  omnibuses, 
seventy-five  of  which  are  driven 
mechanically;  and  1,798  tramoars,  of 
which  967  are  driven  mechanically. 
There  are  12,763  licensed  hackney 
carriage  drivers,  nine  of  whom  hold 
mechanical  licences;  and  8,558  stage 
carriage  (».€.,  tram  and  omnibus)  drivers, 
of  whom  2,006  hold  meohanical  licences. 


Municipal  Qovenment  of  Calcutta. 

Mb.  weir  :  To  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  whether  he  is  aware  that 
the  Municipal  Government  in  Calcutta, 
established  by  Lord  Northbrook  in  1876 
and  developed  by  Lord  Dufferin,  so  that 
out  of  seventy-five  members  of  the 
corporation^  fifty  were  elected  by  the 
ratepayers,  has  during  the  last  few  years 
been  reorganised  in  such  a  manner  as  to 
reduce  the  humber  of  elected  members 
to  twenty- five  and  thus  place  them  in  a 
perpetual  minority ;  and,  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  a  Committee  has  been  appointed 
to  prepare  a  scheme  whereby  the 
administration  of  Calcutta  will  be  broken 
up  into  boroughs,,  will  he  explain  why 
no  member  of  the  Corporation  of  Calcutta 
has  been  appointed  to  a  seat  on  that 
Committee. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Secretary  6rodriek.) 
The  Committee  of  six  (three  being 
Europaans  and  three  Natives)  appointed 
by  the  Government  of  Bengal  to  work 
out  a  scheme  for  decentralising  the  work 
of  the  Calcutta  Corporation,  includes  two 
members  of  the  corporation.  A  third 
member  of  tne  Committee  was  recently  a 
memj)er  of  the  corporation.  I  am 
unable  to  say  why  no  elected  member  of 
the  corporation  is  on  the  Committee,  but 
having  regard  to  the  fact  that  of  the 
three  native  gentlemen  on  the  Committee 
one  is  a  Judge  of  the  High  Couit  and  two 
are  members  of  the  Bengal  Legislative 
Council,  I  have  no  reason  to  suppose  that 
any  better  selection  ooold  have  been 
made. 

Oonstruction  of  Telegiwrii  between 
Teheran  and  Indiim  Frontier. 

Sir  EDWARD  SASSOON :  To  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  whether  the 
construction  of  the  telegraph  land  line 
between  Teheran  and  the  frontier  of 
India  via  Kerman  and  Robat  is  yet 
completed,  or  when  such  completion  may 
be  expected;  and  whether  this  Une,  when 
completed,  will  be  opened  for  public 
traffic* 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Sectary  Brodaick.) 
Telegrams  can  be  exchanged  between 
Teheran  and  Quetta  via  Kerman  and 
Robat,  but  the  system  is  not  sufficiently 
complete  for  transmission  of  public 
traffic.    Action  has  been  taken  to  carry 
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the  Indiaa  extenflion  of  the  Central 
Peisia  line  through  Beluchistan  to 
Karachi;  and  on  this  line  being  com- 
pleted it  will  be  at  once  opened  for 
public  traffic. 

SeiNunition   of  Judicial   and   Executive 
TunctioiiB  in  Indian  Administration. 

Mr.  EUGENE  WASON  (Clackmannan 
and  Kinross) :  To  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India,  with  regard  to  the 
memorial  urging  the  separation  of  judicial 
and  executive  functions  in  Indian  ad- 
ministration, presented  in  August,  1899, 
can  some  statement  be  placed  before 
Parliament  showing  what  course  has 
been  followed  since  that  memorial  was 
forwarded  to  the  Indian  Government, 
and  what  is  the  general  view  taken  of 
this  subject  by  that  authority ;  and  can 
any  of  the  more  recent  correspondence 
on  this  question  between  the  Grovernment 
of  India  and  the  Secretary  of  State  be 
presented  to  Parliament  at  an  early 
date. 

(Answered  hy  Mr.  Secretary  Brodrick.) 
As  I  promised  in  my  reply  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  West  Denbighshire,  oj^  the 
23rd  Februar}t  last,  I  wrote  to  the 
Government  of  India  on  the  10th  March 
asking  for  a  report  of  the  results  up  to 
the  present  time  of  their  consideration  of 
the  subject.  I  have  not  yet  received  a 
reply.  There  has  been  no  other  recent 
correspondence  on  this  question  between 
the  Government  of  India  and  the 
Secretary  of  State. 

Mrs*  Grace  Pakenham's  Estate*  Mahos> 
County  Boscommon. 

Mr.  JAMES  O'KELLY  (Roscommon, 
N.) :  To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord-Lieiitenant  of  Ireland  whether  the 
Estates  Commissioners  have  had  under 
their  consideration  the  sale  and  purchase 
of  the  entire  estate  of  Mrs.  Grace 
Pakenham,  Mahon,  in  the  county 
Roscommon,  including  the  pastoral  and 
agricultural  hamlet  of  Strokestown ;  and, 
if  so,  whether  any  progress  has  been 
made  by  the  Estates  Commissioners  in 
this  matter ;  and  have  they  declared  the 
whole  estate  to  be  an  estate  within 
the  meaning  of  the  Land  Act,  1903. 

t  See  (4)  Drhntes,  exli.,  1073. 


{Anbwered  by  Mr.  Walter  Long.)  No 
proceedings  for  the  sale  of  this  estate 
have  been  instituted  before  the  Estates 
Commissioners. 

Imprisonment  of  Crew  of  Steamer 
^*  Farthania"  at  Singapore. 

Mr.  ROBSON  (South  Shields) :  To  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
if  he  oan  state  under  what  circumstances, 
and  for  what  offence,  some  of  the  crew 
of  the  steamer  "  Parthania/'  owned  by 
Messrs.  Donaldson  Brothers,  have  just 
been  imprisoned  at  Singapore;  and,  if 
the  men  were  imprisoned  for  refusing  to 
carry  contraband  of  war,  will  he  take 
steps  to  see  that  they  are  released. 

(Anstoered  by  Mr,  Secretary  Lyttdton.) 
I  have  no  information  on  the  subject, 
but  I  have  telegraphed  to  the  .Governor 
of  the  Straits  Settlements  asking  for  a 
report. 

Repatriation   of  Chinese  Coolies -Other 

Penalties. 

Mr.  levy  (Leicestershire,  Lough* 
borough) :  To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  whether,  when  making 
inquiries  as  to  the  reasons  for  the 
repatriation  of  the  332  Chinese  to 
December  last,  he  will  also  inquire  what 
penalties  in  addition  to  repatriation 
were  imposed ;  whether  all  or  any  portion 
of  the  wages  earned  by  such  labourers 
were  withheld  or  deducted  as  is  provided 
by  Clause  27;  and  whether  such  re- 
patriated labourers  were  returned  merely 
to  the  ports  of  embarkation  or  to  their 
homes. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Secretary  LyUdton,) 
I  will  make  the  further  inquiries  in 
accordance  with  the  hon.  Member's 
request. 

Strength  and  Cost  of  Volunteer  Battalions 
in  the  Field  Army. 

Mr.  SEELY  (Lincoln)  :  To  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
what  are  the  number  of  Volunteer 
battalions  in  the  Field  Army;  what  is 
the  enrolled  strength  of  those  battalions  ; 
and  what  is  tlie  total  annual  cost  includ- 
ing grants,  camp  allowances,  and  other 
expenses. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  /Secretary  Arnold^ 
Forster.)  There  are  twenty-seven  infantry 
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units  and  one  bearer  company  of  the 
Volunteer  forces  in  the  Field  Army, 
and  their  enrolled  strength,  including 
permanent  stafE,  on  the  1st  November, 
1904,  amounted  to  28,450.  Their  total 
cost  for  the  year  1904-5  amounted 
approximately  to  £210,000. 

Military  Hononrs  at  Soldiers* 
FoneralB. 

Mb.  SLOAN  (Belfast,  S.) :  To  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  funeral 
of  the  late  Corporal  John  Henshaw, 
Crimean  veteran,  at  Weaste,  on  the  6th 
instant;  and  if  he  will  explain  what 
were  the  exceptional  circumstances 
which  permitted  military  honours  to  be 
given  in  this  case  while  it  ia  forbidden 
in  others. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  Secretary  Arnold- 
Forster,)  I  have  no  information  on  the 
case  mentioned,  but  I  am  making 
inquiries. 

Ck>lonial  Conferencef  1906. 

Lord  HUGH  CECIL  (Greenwich) :  To 
ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
whether  the  Colonial  Conference  which  is 
to  assemble  in  1906  will  be  constituted 
in  the  same  way,  and  deliberate  under 
the  same  conditions,  as  the  Colonial 
Conference  of  1902,  or  whether  there  will 
be  any  change,  and  if  so,  in  what  respect ; 
whether  he  stiil  adheres  to  hie  intention, 
declared  at  Sheffield  and  elsewhere,  not 
to  make  the  merits  of  any  proposal  for 
colonial  preference  founded  on  the  taxa- 
tion of  food  an  issue  at  the  next  election, 
or  whether  that  intention  has  been  modi- 
fied, or  might  in  the  future  be  modified, 
by  the  proceedings  of  the  Colonial  Con 
ference  to  be  held  in  1906  ;  whether  he 
still  adheres  to  the  intention  declared  in 
the  past  not  to  propose  to  Parliament 
any  scheme  for  the  commercial  union  of 
the  Empire,  unless  it  has  been  formulated 
by  an  Imperial  Conference  representing 
not  only,  like  the  Colonial  Conference  of 
1902,  the  self-governing  Colonies,  but 
also  India  and  (so  far  as  may  be)  the 
other  dependencies  of  the  Crown,  and 
laid  in  the  shape  so  formulated  before 
the  electorate  at  the  time  of  a  general 
election  ;  whether  he  intends  to  summon 
an  Imperial  Conference,  representing  the 
whole  Empire,  as  distinct  from  a  Colonial 


Conference  of  the  pattern  of  1902,  during 
the  continuance  of  the  present  Parlia- 
ment. 

« 

{Answeredhy Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,)  With 
all  resp3ct  to  my  noble  friend,  I  think 
those  parts  of  his  Question  not  already 
answered  in  the  House,  may  more 
conveniently  be  dealt  with  in  the  debate 
on  Tuesday  than  in  an  Answer  to  a 
Parliamentary  Question. 

Scotch  Church  Dispute— Position  of  Lord 

Jonnstone. 

Mr.  black  (Banfbhire) :  To  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  he  is 
aware  that  Lord  Johnstone,  having  acted 
as  senior  counsel  for  the  Free  Church  of 
Scotland,  is  now  compelled,  as  Lord 
Ordinary  on  the  Bills,  to  decide  cases 
raising  questions  of  possession  between 
that  Church  and  the  United  Free  Church 
and  cannot  decline  jurisdiction;  and 
what  course  the  Government  proposes 
to  take  in  the  circumstances. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,)  I 
am  advised  that  the  hon.  Member's 
Question  proceeds  on  an  erroneous  view 
of  the  law.  The  point  has  been  already 
considered  and  dealt  with  by  the  Court. 
Lord  Johnstone's  declinature  has  been 
sustained,  and  it  has  been  arranged  that 
the  cases  referred  to  shall  be  remitted 
to  another  Judge. 

Colonial  Conference,  1906. 
Mr.  LAMBERT  (Devonshire,  South 
Molton) :  To  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  whether  the  representatives  at 
the  Colonial  Conference,  1906,  would  be 
asked  to  discuss  whether  the  idea  of  a 
closer  union  on  a  commercial  or  any 
other  basis  commended  itself  to  them; 
and,  if  so,  in  what  precise  manner  it 
could  be  carried  into  effect;  whether 
any  scheme  formulated  would  be  sub- 
mitted by  the  colonial  representatives 
to  their  respective  Governments,  and  no 
scheme  would  be  deemed  binding  on 
Hfs  Majesty's  Government  until  it  had 
been  submitted  to  the  electorate  of  this 
coimtry. 

(Answered  by  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour.)  (1) 
The  Answer  to  the  first  Question  is  in  the 
negative.  (2)  I  have  no  control  over  the 
coloniul  representatives  or  the  Colonic' 
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CovernmentB.  (3)  Nothing  done  by  the 
Conference  can  be  binding  on  His 
Majesty's  Government. 


QUESTIONS  IN  THE  HOUSE. 


Naval  Ghmnery  Practice. 

Sir  gilbert  PARKER  (Gravesend) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
whether  the  **  Magni6cent,"  "  Majestic," 
"  Prince  George,"  "  Victorious/*  "CaBsar," 
"Hannibal,"  "  Elustrious,"  "Jupiter," 
"Mars,"  "Goliath,"  **  Ocean,"  and 
"  Vengeance "  carried  out  from  each  of 
their  four  12-inch  guns  the  full  quarterly 
practice,  including  the  firing  of  full 
charges  for  the  quarters  ending  3lst 
December,  1904,  and  31st  March,  1905 ; 
will  he  state  the  reasons  for  the  omission 
when  any  portion  of  the  firing  was  not 
carried  out;  and  have  any  special  in- 
structions been  issued  to  any  of  the  above 
ships  with  reference  to  firing  from  any 
of  their  12-inch  guns. 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr.  Pbetyman,  Suffolk,  Wood- 
bridge)  :  So  far  as  is  known  all  the  ships 
named  which  were  in  commission  at  the 
time  carried  out  the  full  quarterly 
practice,  including  tho  firing  of  full 
charges,  for  the  quarters  named,  with 
the  exception  of  the  "Majestic,"  in 
which  ship)  as  already  s  ated,  two  of  the 
12 -inch  guns  devoloped  defects  and  were 
exchanged.  The  Answet  to  the  last  part 
of  the  Question  is  in  the  negative. 

Atlantic  Mail  Boutes— Qalway  Boute. 

Mr.  CHARLES  DJEVLIN  (Galway)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  a  speech  delivered  by  His 
Excellency  the  Governor-General  of 
Canada,  advocating  the  Galway  route  for 
the  transmission  of  mails  and  merchan- 
dise across  the  Atlantic ;  and  whether  it 
is  intended  to  discuss  this  subject  at  the 
Colonial  Conference  of  1906. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  fob 
THE  COLONIES  (Mr.  Lyttblton,  War- 
wick and  Leamington) :  I  have  not  seen 
any^report  of  the  bpeech  referred  to  by 
the  hon.^Member.    Without  expressing 


any  opinion  with  regard  to  this  particular 
scheme,  of  which  I  have  little  knowledge, 
the  question  of  such  a  service  appears 
eminently  suitable  for  discussion  at  the 
next  Colonial  Conference. 

The  Price  of  Sugar. 

Colonel  SADLER  (Middlesbrough): 
I  beg  to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer if  his  attention  has  been  directed 
to  the  fall  in  the  price  of  sugar,  to-day's 
value  being  58.  per  cwt.  below  what  it 
was  in  January  last,  whilst  neW  crop 
sugar  is  quoted  at  imder  10s.  per  cwt., 
or  less  than  one  penny  per  pound ;  and 
whether,  having  regard  to  the  relative 
rate  of  the  duty  to  the  total  value  of 
sugar  when  it  was  imposed,  he  will 
favourably  consider  a  pro  rata  reduction. 

The  chancellor  of  th«  EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr.  Austen  CHAStBERLAiN, 
Worcestershire,  E.) :  Yes,  Sir,  I  am  aware 
of  the  fall  in  the  price  of  sugar  fh)m*the 
abnormal  prices  of  last  January ;  but  I 
cannot  admit  the  possibiUty  of  varying 
the  duty  pro  rata  with  changes  of  price. 
The  hon.  Member  is  in  error  in  thinking 
that  the  price  of  sugar  is  .lower  than  it 
was  when  the  duty  was  imposed. 

Mr.  lough  (Islington,  W.) :  Is  it  not 
true  that  sugar  is  nearly  double  the  price 
now  as  compared  with  the  period  before 
the  duty  was  imposed,  and  does  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  attribute  the  rise 
to  the  duty  or  the  Convention  ? 

Mr.  AUSTEN  CHAMBERLAIN :  The 
hon.  Member  is  endeavouring  to  put  an 
argument  in  the  form  of  a  Qu^otion.  If 
the  hon.  Member  will  raise  the  question 
as  briefly  in  the  debate'  on  Monday  I 
shall  be  happy  to  answer  him. 

MotorCaxB— Speed  Regulations. 

Mr.  slack  tHertfordshire,St.  Albans) : 
1  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  theLocal  Gov- 
ernment Board  whether  any  applications 
under  Section  9  of  the  Motor-Car  Act, 
1903,  made  by  various  local  authoritiea  to 
the  Local  Government  Board  to  issue. re- 
gulations limiting  the  speed  of  motor-cars 
within  the  areas,  or  parts  of  the  areas, 
of  such  local  authorities  to  a  speed  not 
exceeding  ten  miles  an  hour,  have  not  yet 
been   finally    dealt    with;    and,    if  so. 
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whether  he  will  give  the  names  of  such  I  an  inquiry,  that  he  reports  to  the  Local 
local  authorities,   and  the   dates  when    Government   Boird,  who   communicate 


their  respective  applications  were  received 
by  the  Board. 

Thb  president  op  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Gbrald 
Balfoub,  Leeds,  Central) :  Three  appli- 
cations under  Section  9  of  the  Motor- 
Car  Act,  1903,  are  now  before  the  Local 
Government  Board,  made  respectively  by 
the  Denbighshire  County  Council  on  the 
16th  of  this  month,  by  the  Town  Council 
of  Guildford  on  March  7th  last,  and  by 
the  Town  Council  of  Baling.  The  last 
wds  originally  made  in  October,  1903, 
and  after  the  lapse  of  many  months, 
during  which  the  matter  rested  with  the 
town  council,  has  recently  been  revived. 
In  twelve  other  cases  applications  have 
been  made  and  not  formally  withdrawn, 
but  in  each  of  these  cases  it  is  for  the 
local  authorities  concerned  to  take  the 
next  step,  and  as  for  some  months  no 
communication  has  been  received  from 
them,  it  is  assumed  that  the  applications 
are  either  temporarily  or  permanently 
abandoned. 

Mr.  slack  :  Does  Che  right  hon. 
Gentleman  include  St.  Albans  in  the 
list  of  twelve  1  That  city  has  not  with- 
drawn its  application,  which  has  been 
urgently  pressed.  ^ 

Mr.  GERALD  BALFOUR :  I  "cannot 
answer  that  without  notice,  but  so  far  as 
I  am  aware,  whenever  an  application 
remains  suspended,  it  is  because  the 
local .  authority  has  not  replied  to  the 
communication  from  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn  Regis) : 
Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  consider 
the  propriety  of  allowing  local  authorities 
to  settle  the3e  matters  for  themselves  ? 
The  Local  Government  Board  must  be 
unacquainted  with  every  locality. 

Mr.  GERALD,  BALFOUR:  In 
doubtful  cases  there  is  an  inquiry. 

Sir  henry  FOWLER  (Wolver- 
hampton, E.) :  What  does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  mean  by  the  next  step  ? 
I  understand  the  Local  Government 
Board  aenda  down   an  inspector  to  hold 


the  report  to  the  local  authority.  What 
is  the  next  step  to  bt  taken  ? 

Mr.  GERALD  BALFOUR:  I  do  not 

think  any  of  these  oases  have  reached 
that  stage.  What  has  happenel  has 
been  that  application  has  been  made  and 
notice  of  objection  received.  Those^ 
objections  have  been  communicated  to' 
the  local  authorities  and  no  reply  has 
been  received  from  them.  The  stage  of 
public  inquiry  has  not  been  reached. 

Mr.  slack  :  Was  not  a  letter  written 
at  the  instance  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's predecessor  on  June  3rd,  1904, 
to  the  town  clerk  of  St.  Albans  in  which 
it  says 

Mr.  DBPUTy-SPEAKBR:  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  can  hardly  answer  that 
Question  without  notice. 

Spotted  Fever  in  Northamptonshira. 

Mr.  THEODORE  TAYLOR  (Lanca/ 
shire,  RadclifEe) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  what  action  he  has  taken  with 
reference  to  the  Northamptonshire  cases 
of  cerebro -spinal  meningitis  or  spotted 
fever;  and  whether,  in  view  of  the 
rapidity  of  its  spread  and  fatal  effects 
in  Germany,  special  means  will  be 
taken,  and,  if  so,  what  means,  to  prevent 
its  spread  in  the  United  Kingdom. 

Mr.    GERALD    BALFOUR:       The 

Local  €k>vernment  Board  have  caused 
one  of  their  medical  in^^)ectors  to  visit 
the  district  affected  for  the  purpose  of 
ascertaining  the  facts,  and  of  giving 
advice  to  the  district  council  and  their 
officers.  As  a  result  of  the  inspactor's 
visit,  the  Board  have  expressed  their 
willingness  to  entertain  any  proposal 
from  the  district  council  to  make  it 
compulsory  during  a  limited  time  to 
notify  to  them  cases  of  the  disease 
referred  to  which  occur  in  their  district. 
I  may  add  that  the  Board  would  be 
prepared  to  entertain  similar  applications 
from  other  local  authorities  who  may 
deem  it  desirable  to  adopt  this  course, 
and  thus  to  safeguard  their  districts 
from  the  importation  and  spread  of  the 
disease.  • 


I 
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Mb.  THEODORE  TAYLOR:  Would 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  not  conaider 
it  desirable  to  make  the  notification 
national  instead  of  local  1 

Mk.  GERALD  BALFOUR :  Up  to  the 
nresent    time    I    have  not  thought  it 

of  tho  ThaiDOB  EstnuT- 
DIMSDALB   (London): 

President  of  the  Local 
rd  whether  he  is  aware 
e  from  the  towns  of 
^itstable  ia  diaoharged 

s  estuary  in  a  crude 
rhether  he  will  make  a 

the  authorities  of  those 
them  to  adopt  some 
B  purification. 

D  BALFOUR:    I   will 

th    the    Town  Council 

d  the  Whitstable  Urban 

with    regard    to    this 

[otor  BrooghamB. 
i'OWLER :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Local  Government 
ny  regulation  has  been 
loal  Government  Board 
ictric  motor-cara  to  give 
id  suSicient  warning 
on  3  of  The  Locomotives 


;  BALFOUR:  One  of 
in  the  Motor-Cars  (Use 
)  Order,  1901,  issued  by 
nment  Board,  makes  it 
:y  person  driving  or  in 
ir-car  to  give,  whenever 
inding  the  bell  or  other 
lired  by  the  section 
a  Question,  audible  and 
ig  of  the  approach  or 
otor-car. 

POWLER:  Is  the  right 
iware  that  that  legula- 
7  disregarded  by  nearly 
ighams  iu  London  1 

BALFOUR :  I  am  not 
that  Question,  which  I 
I  addressed  to  the  Home 


Daiibighshirs  Education  Dlspnta. 
Mr.  MOSS  (Denbighshire,  E.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of 
Education  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  statements  made  at  the 
annual  meeting  of  the  Denbighshire 
Education  Committee,  held  at  Cheater  on 
Friday,  May  Idth  last,  and  to  the  reso- 
lution unanimously  passed  at  that 
meeting ;  whether  he  has  received  a  copy 
of  such  resolution ;  and,  if  so,  whether 
he  proposes  to  take  any,  and  what,  steps 
in  relation  to  such  statements  and  in 
reply  to  such  resolution. 

Mr.  HERBERT  ROBERTS  (Denbigh- 
shire, W.):  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
to  the  Board  of  Education  whether  his 
attention  has  been  drawn  to  the  state- 
ment  made  on  the  l?th  inst.  by  the 
chaiiman  of  the  building  committee  of 
the  Denbighshire  education  authority, 
to  the  effect  that  the  council  had 
appointed  a  surveyor  before  the  appointed 
day  to  visit,  inspect,  and  report  upon  the 
condition  of  every  school  in  the  county, 

Erovidod  and  unprovided,  and  that  the 
uilding  committee  hod  proceeded  to 
execute  the  necessary  repairs  of  the  pro- 
vided schools  in  accordance  with  tho 
recommendations  of  the  surveyor's 
report ;  and  whether  he  proposes  to  take 
steps  to  verify  the  accuracy  of  thia 
statement. 

The  PARLIAMENTARY  SECRE- 
TARY TO  THE  BOARD  OF  EDUCATION 
(Sir  William  Anson,  Oxford  University): 
I  have  this  morning  received  a  com- 
munication from  the  local  educatoi 
authority  for  Denbighshire.  I  am 
inquiring  into  the  matter,  and  hope  to 
fend  them  a  full  refly  at  the  earliest 
possible  date. 

Mr.  LLOYD -GEORGE  (Carnarvon 
Boroughs) :  But  the  hon.  Oontlem-in 
made  a  very  definite  statement  about  a 
fortnight  ago  that  they  hod  not  yet 
appointed  any  one  to  survey  the  county 
schools.    Does  he  still  say  that  ia  so !     ^ 

Sir  WILLIAM  ANSON:  I  can  hardly 
answer  without  going  into  detail.  Hy 
statement  was  substantially  correct.  I  will 
write  to  tho  local  education  authority, 
and  if  there  is  any  correction  to  be  mad? 
it  shall  be  made. 
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Mb.  LLOYD-GEOKGE  :  Then  I  take 
it  the  hon.  Baronet  did  not  communicate 
with  the  local  authority  before  he  made 
the  statement.  I  may  tell  him,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  that  they  did  appoint  a 
surveyor. 

Sib  WILLIAM  ANSON :  I  have  said 
I  wiU  communicate  with  the  local 
authority. 

Mb.  LLOYD-GEORGE :  Did  the  hon. 
Baronet  say  he  communicated  with  the 
local  authority  before  he  made  the  state- 
ment referred  to  ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  ANSON :  I  did  not  say 
that.  What  I  did  say  I  believe  I  shall 
be  able  to  justify. 

Agrarian  Crime  hi  Enffland. 
Mb.  MACVEAGH  (Down,  S.) :  I  beg 
to  adk  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  he  will  issue 
a  monfhly  Parliamentary  Return  setting 
forth  the  number  of  offences  reported  to 
the  police  in  agrarian  districts  in  England 
and  Wales,  classifying  the  various 
offences,  and  the  number  under  every 
head  in  every  county. 

The  under  -  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  FOB  THE  HOME  DEPART- 
MENT (Mr.  CocHBANE,  Ayrshire,  N.) : 
No,  Sir.  The  system  on  which  the 
statistics  are  prepared  does  not  dis- 
tinguish between  agrarian  and  non- 
agrarian  districts ;  and  the  collection  of 
a  monthly  Return  would  involve  an 
immense  amount  of  trouble. 

Mb.  MACVEAGH :  Is  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man  aware  that  quarterly  Returns  are 
made  as  regards  Ireland  ?  Why  not  for 
England  ?  Are  there  too  many  offences 
committed  1 

Mb.  COCHRANE :  It  is  not  thought 
necessary. 

Captain  DONELAN  (Cork,  E.):  Is 
there  a  manufacturing  department  for 
crime  in  England  t 

Mb.  flavin  (Kerry,  N.) :  Are  we  to 
understand  that  the  number  of  crimes 
is  so  small  that  they  are  not  worth 
returning.  Where  is  ths  difficulty  in 
giving  the  Ret^^n  there  ? 


Mb.  COCHRANE :  It  is  absolut^lv  un- 
necessarv.  The  same  conditions  do  not 
obtain  in  England  and  Ireland. 

Mb.  flavin  :  That  is  your  opinion, 
not  out's. 

Agrarian  Crime  in  Scotland. 
Mb.  MACVEAGH :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Lord- Advocate  whether  he  will  issue  a 
monthly  Parliamentary  Return  setting 
forth  the  number  of  offences  reported  to 
the  poUce  in  agrarian  districts  in  Scotland, 
classifying  the  various  ofEences,  and  the 
number  under  every  head  in  every  county. 

The  lord-advocate  (Mr.  Scott 
Dickson,  Glasgow,  Bridgton):  I  refer 
the  hon.  Member  to  the  Return  given 
every  year  in  the  Report  on  the  Judicial 
Statistics  for  Scotland.  I  am  not  pre- 
pared to  give  him  any  other  Return. 

Mb.  MACVEAGH :  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  a  benevolent 
Government  gives  these  Returns  for 
Ireland  ?  Will  he  not  let  us  know  in  the 
same  way  the  amount  of  crime  committed 
in  Scotland  ? 

Mb.  SCOTT  DICKSON :  I  am  j?lad  to 
hear  the  hon.  Member  is  so  well  oiE  under 
the  Irish  Government.  The  information 
is  contained  in  the  Return  I  have  referred 
to. 

Mb.  MACVEAGH:  But  as  we  are  so 
much  interested  in  the  matter,  cannot 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  keep  the  in- 
formation up  to  date?  We  get  it 
quarterly  in  Ireland. 

Mb.  SCOTT  DICKSON:  We  think 
once  a  year  sufficient  for  ordinary 
purposes. 

Mb.  MACVEAGH :  Perhaps  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  send  a  copy  of  that 
Answer  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland. 

Iriah  National  Education  Board— Bule 

127(b). 

Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  1  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  he  can  now  say 
whether  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  the 
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minutes  of  all  meetings  of  the  Commis- 
sioneiB  of  National  Education  at  which 
Rule  127  (b)  was  considered. 

Thb  chief  secretary  foe  IRE- 
LAND (Mr,  Walter  Long,  Bristol,  S.) : 
Yes,  Sir ;  the  minutes  will  be  laid  on  the 
TabK 

Banogne  Schools,  County  Limerick. 

Mr:  LUNDON  (Limerick,  E.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secietary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  is  aware  that 
the  amalgamation  of  the  male  and  female 
schools,  in  the  case  of  the  national  school 
in  Banogue,  county  Limerick,  has  been 
carried  out  by  the  Commissioners  of 
Education  against  the  advice  and  opinion 
of  the  manager;  whether,  seeing  that 
for  the  ordinal y  school  work  all  the 
pupils,  including  infants,  are  taught  in 
one  room,  he  will  state  what  is  the 
number  of  children  on  the  rolls;  what 
are  the  dimensions  of  the  school  room ; 
what  floor  space  does  it  afford  per  child 
for  the  number  on  the  rolls ;  is  any  class- 
rcom  or  cloak-room  attached  to  it;  and 
whether,  seeittg  that  the  infant  children 
are  compelled  to  stand  for  hours  every 
day  for  want  of  desks,  and  that  there  is 
no  rdom  for  additional  desks,  will  he  say 
if  the  Commissioners  still  intend  that 
this  amalgamation  shall  be  maintained. 

Mr  WALTER  LONG:  The  separate 
schools  were,  before  amalgamation, 
under  one  roof.  The  manager  protested 
against  th^  amalgamaition  solely  because 
ihe  average  attendance  had  been  reduced 
owing  to  iUness.  The  schoolhouse  con- 
tains two  rooms,  each  34  feet  by  18  feet. 
There  are  eighty-four  children  on  the 
rolls,  and  therefore  14  square  feet  of 
floor  space  is  available  for  each  child. 
There  is  a  room  for  each  of  the  two 
teachers,  and  no  additional  class-room  is 
necessaiy. 

Alleged  Ill-Treatment  of  a  Prisoner  at 
Thurles  Lockup. 

Mr.  KENDAL  O'BRIEN  (Tipperary, 
Mid.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  -  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
whether  his  attention  has  been  drawn  to 
the^  proceedings  at  the  inquest  held  on 
the'  bcdy  of  William  Fryday,  at  Bally- 
duagh,  county  Tipperary,  on  the  22nd 
day  of  April  last,  at  which  the  son  of 


deceased,  Francis  S,  Fryday,  swore  that 
his  father  told  him  before  hia  doal^  that 
the  police  took  off  his  boots  whilst  in  the 
lock-up  at  Thurles  on  the  15th  ApiH  oa 
a  charge  of  drunkenntte  ^«nd  hit  him 
under  the  eye  «rMi  one  of  his  boots,  and 
iihMDt  lie  was  also  knocked  against  the 
wall,  and  that  he  was  taken  by  the 
police  from  the  locJcup  to  an  out-house 
in  the  barrack  yard  in  his  stockings,  and 
that  his  request  for  a  magistrate  to  be 
sent  for  was  refused,  and  to  the  ewdence 
of  the  doctor,  examined  at  the  inquest, 
that  deceased  came  by  his  death  through 
peritonitis,  following  rupture  of  the 
spleen,  caused  by  external  violence,  and 
tnat  Constables  Vaughan  and  Barrett, 
who  assisted  Constable  O'Connell  to  take 
deceased  from  the  lock-up  to  the  out- 
house in  the  yard,  were  not  examined  at 
the  inquest;  and  whether  an  inquiry 
will  be  ordered  to  be  held  into  the  allega- 
tions that  the  cause  of  the  death  of  the 
deceased  was  his  ill-treatment  by  the 
police. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG:  It  would  be 
more  convenient  to  furnish  with  the 
Votes  a  printed  reply  to  this  Question, 
and,  with  the  hon.  Member's  permission, 
I  will  adopt  that  couise.  The  reply  b 
necessarily  of  considerable  length. 

Mrs.  Trant  Stanton's  Estate,  Kinsale. 

Mr.  CREAN  (Cork,  S.E.) :  1  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware 
that  arrangements  have  been  made  for 
the  sale  to  the  tenants  of  Mrs.  Rose  Trant 
Stinton's  Estate,  Ballyfeard,  Kinsale, 
county  Cork;  will  he  say  whether  the 
evicted  iarms  at  present  in  possession  of 
labourers  are  included  in  the  sale ;  and, 
if  so,  what  inquiries  have  been  made  by 
the  Estates  Commissioners  for  the  pur- 
pose of  enabling  the  evicted  tenants  to 
avail  themselves  of  the  clauses  of  the 
Land  Act  to  regain  possession  of  their 
holdings. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG  :  An  application 
for  sale  has  been  lodged,  but  the  pro- 
perty has  not  yet  been  declared  an  estate, 
and  consequently  the  case  has  not  yet 
been  referred  for  inspection  and  inquiry. 
Applications  have  been  received  from 
persons  who  state  that  they  are  evicted 


1401 


Quealiana^ 


{25  Mat  1905} 


QueHtoiu, 


1402 


tenants  from  ike  estate,  and  due  inquiries 
will  be  laade.. 


Agrarian  Grimes  Betas* 
Mr.  MAGVEAGH  :  I  beg  to  ask  tbe 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  he  oan  now  state  the  ob- 
ject of  issuing  periodical  Parliamentary 
Returns  regarding  agrarian  offences  in 
Ireland;  whether  he  is  aware  that  no 
such  Returns  are  issued  either  for  urban 

0  lences  in  Ireland  or  for  urban  or  agrarian 
oiTences  in  England,  Scotland,  or  Wales ; 
and  whether,  seeing  that  the  particulars 
given  in  these  Returns  are  otherwise 
available  in  the  Civil  and  Judicial 
Statistics,  the  publication  of  the  periodical 
Returns  of  agrarian  offences  will  be  dis- 
continaed. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG :  I  have  already 
stated  that  these  Returns  are  furnished 
for  the  information  of  Parliament,  and 
that  it  is  not  proposed  to  discontinue 
them.  The  particulars  given  in  the 
Returns  are  not  distinguished  in  the 
Criminal  and  Judicial  Statistics. 

Captain  DONELAN  :  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  the  police  in 
Ireland  4re  always  prepared  to  supply 
crimo  to  order  ? 

Mr.  MACVEAGH  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  not  told. me  the  object  of 
publishing  these  Returns.  He' promised 
to  inquire  as  to  that.  Is  he  aware  no  such 
Returns  are  given  for  Englan  1,  Scotland, 
and  Wales  1  Is  the  object  political  in 
issuing  these  invidious  and  offensive 
Returns  ? 

Mr.  WALT15RX0NG :  They  are  fur- 
nished for  the  information  of  Parliament. 

1  have  nothing    to  do  with  the  other 
Departments. 

Moneymote  Disturbances. 
Mr.  MACVEAGH :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  he  can  now  state 
if  Captain  Welch,  R.M.,  swore,  at  the 
pvtty  sessions  Court,  that  a  deputation, 
of  four  Orangemen  waited  upon  him, 
and  that,  by  promising  them  that  cerlain 
contingents  of  Nationalists  would  not  bb 
allowed  to  pass  through  Moneymore,  he 
succaeded  in  quieting  his  visitors  down ; 


whether  he  can  state  the  names  and 
p:onpations  of  the  four  visitors,  and 
their  positions  in  the  Orange  order ;  and 
whether  there  is  any  precedent .  for  such 
a  c<hapact  as  Captain  Welch  is  alleged 
to  have  entaNKl  into. 

Mr,  WALTER  LONG ;.  Captain  Writers 
evidence  was  not  to  the  effect  stated.  He 
neither  swore  that  he  had  made  any  pro- 
mise, nor  had  he  as  a  matter  o^  fact  made 
any  promise.  HIb  denied  on  oatH  that  any 
compact  had  been  made.  But,  as  I 
informed  the  ton.  Member  on  Monday,t 
he  explained  to  the  persons  who  waited 
on  him  that  only  those  processions  who^e 
routes  lay  through  Moneymore  would  be 
allowed  to  pass  through  (hat  place.  I 
cannot  see  that  any  useful  purpose  wou^d 
be  served  by  stating  the  names  of  those 
persons.  / 

Mr.  MACVEAGH :  Whtmi  did  these 
four  represent  ? 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG  :  I  cannot  say. 

Mr.  MACVEAGH:  Did  not  Captain 
Welch  swear  they  were  representatives 
of  the  local  Orangemen  ? 

Mr.  WALTER  long  :  Thatisadifferent 
Question  to  the  one  on  the  Paper.  It  is 
impossible  for  me  to  answer  without 
notice. 

Irish  Amcultural  Department— 
veterinacy  Braaoh. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  DBVLIN  (Kilkenny, 
N.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Sec.etary  to 
the  Lord- Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whe  her 
he  is  aware  that  Treasury  sanction  has 
beeti  obtained  for  increasas  of  fifty  per 
cent,  and  upwards  in  the  salaries  of 
certain  officials  in  the  Agr'cultural 
Department,  s6me  of  whom  had  been 
only  about  two  years  in  the  Department's 
service,  while  u  at  the  same  time  unsuc- 
cessful applications  were  made  to  the 
Treasury  for  increases  of  less  than  Is.  a 
week  in  the  salaries  of  clerks  in  the 
veterinary  branch  who  had  been  engaged 
on  the  same  class  of  work  for  a  decade  ; 
and  whether  he  will  eiq)lain  why '  the 
latter  are  denied  the  right  of  promotion 
to  higher  pojts  as  opportunity  offers 

t  See  page  97& 
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aod  saw  the  incident,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  rises  and  atatea  he  still  holdi 
that  his  information  is  correct.  I  wbh 
to  ask  whether  that  is  in  order  ? 

Mb.  WILLIAM  MOORE  (Antrim,  N.; : 
Can  this  House  tty  the  issue ! 

Hr.  JOHN  REDMOND :  It  is  a  ques- 
tion of  the  veracity  of  a  Member. 

Hb.  WILLIAM  HOOBE :  That  is  an 
issue.  [A  Nationalist  Mehbbr  :  You 
are  not  at  the  Old  Bailey.] 

Mb.  DEPUTY-SPEAKER:  This  is 
the  time  for  asking  Questions,  and  not 
for  making  statements  and  contradicting 
them.  The  matter  can  be  rai^  and 
thrashed  out  at  a  later  atage. 

Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND :  This  is  a 
question  of  impugning  the  personal 
testimony  of  a  Member  who  says  he  saw 
the  incident  as  be  was  present  at  the 
transaction. 

Mr.  CHARLE9  DEVLIN  said  unless 
he  could  raise  the  matter  at  the  cud  nl 
Questions  he  could  not  raise  it  at  all, 
because  a  ''blocking"  notice  prevented 
it  being  discussed. 

Mb.  deputy  -  SPEAKER  :  The 
matter  cannot  be  raised  as  one  of 
privilege,  but  it  may  be  discussed  in 
Supply. 

Mb.  CHARLES  DEVLIN  thought  that, 
as  the  Chief  Secretary  impugned  his 
veracity,  he  should  be  allowed  to  stat« 
exactly  what  occurred. 

Mb.  T.  L.  CORBETT  (Down,  N.)  rosj 
to  a  point  of  order. 

Mr.  deputy  -  SPEAKER  :  The 
question  cannot  be  discusasd  now. 

Mb.  CHARLES  DEVLIN:  I  adhere 
to  my  statement,  which  is  correct. 

Ooalislajid  PoUiiu  Station.  . 

Mr.  DOOGAN  (Tyrone,  E.):  I  beg  & 
ask  the   Chief  Secretary   to  the  Lorts 
Lieutenant  of   Ireland  whether  he  ham    i 
received  a  protest,  signed  by  207   lociA  | 
government  electors,  against  the  proposef  i" 
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change  by  the  retoming  officer,  Mr. 
Claud  Hamilton,  of  their  polling  station 
from  Coalisland  to  New  Mills,  on  the 
grounds  that  rumours  had  reached  him 
that  there  was  some  disorderly  conduct 
at  the  previous  election,  notwithstanding 
the  fact  that  the  presiding  officer,  poll- 
ing clerks,  candidates,  and  police  state 
that  the  rumour  was  baseless;  whether 
he  is  aware  that  the  Orange  village  of 
New  Mills  has  neither  police  station  nor 
telegraph  office,  that  it  is  two  miles  dis- 
tant from  Coalisland,  that  there  are  only 
150  voters  in  the  neighbourhood  as 
against  480  in  Coalisland,  mainly  mill 
workers,  many  of  whom,  after  quitting 
work  at  six  o'clock,  would  be  unable  to 
walk  two  miles  and  have  their  votes  cast 
within  the  statutory  period ;  ani  whether, 
in  the  public  interest,  he  has  communi- 
cated with  Mr.  Hamilton  and  made  to 
him  representations  that  the  proposed 
change  should  be  abandoned. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG :  Yes,  Sir ;  the 
protect  was  received  and  communicated 
t6  the  Returning  Officer,  who  stated  tLit 
after  the  elections  in  1902  complaints 
were  made  to  him  as  to  the  manner  in 
which  voters,  agents,  and  others  had 
been  treated  by  the  crowd  at  Brackaville. 
He  took  steps  to  investigate  thes3  com- 
plaints before  decidmg  to  change  the 
polling  station  to  New  Mills,  and  satis- 
fied himself  that  they  were  made  bona  fide 
and  were  true  in  fact.  The  Returning 
Officer  in  making  the  change  was  not 
influenced  in  any  way  by  political  con- 
siderations. Under  Sections  1  and  13  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  Election 
Order  of  February,  1899,  the  Returning 
Officer  has  the  right  to  determine  the 
situation  and  number  of  polling  stations 
and  the  Board  have  no  jurisdiction  to 
interfjre  in  the  matter.  I  have  com- 
municated to  Mr.  Hamilton  the  repre- 
sentations made  to  me  against  the  change, 
and  that  officer  regrets  he  cannot  see  his 
way  to  revert  to  the  old  arrangement.  1 
may  add  that  1  personally  regret  he  has 
not  seen  his  way  to  take  this  course. 

Angbrim  (Gkilway)  Arrests. 

Mr.  ROCHE  (Galway,  E.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  Vrhether  he  can 
state  the  reason  why  the  thirteen  men 
arrested  in  the  neighbourhood  of  Aughrim, 


county  Galway,  on  the  morning  of  April 
1st,  were  not  proceeded  against  by  ordi- 
nary summons  ;  and  whether  he  can  state 
why  those  men  were  taken  out  of  their 
beds  between  the  hours  of  4  and  5  a.m., 
and  were  not  allowed  to  have  their 
breakfast  before  being  brought  into 
Ballinasloe,  where  they  were  detained 
until  11  a.m.  before  they  were  farnished 
with  any  food. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG :  The  arrest  of 
these  men,  instead  of  proceeding  against 
them  by  summons,  was  a  legal  and 
properr  course,  which  was  adopted  with 
the  object  of  bringing  them  more  speedily 
to  justice.  They  were  arrested  at  the 
early  hour  mantioned  in  order  to  avoid 
turbulence.  At  half-past  seven  that 
morning  the  brother  of  one  of  the 
prisoners,  who  resides  in  Ballinasloe,  sent 
word  to  the  police  station  that  he  was 
about  to  provide  breakfast  for  the  whole 
party.  The  breakfast,  however,  wa3  not 
sent  in  till  between  nine  and  ten. 

Mr.  ROCHE:  Can  the  tight  hon. 
Gentleman  give  the  date  of  the  offence 
and  of  the  arrests  ? 

Mb.  WALTER  LONG :  I  have  not 
the  information  here. 

Mr.  M AGVEAGH  :  Why  were  these 
people  not  summoned  instead  of  being 
arrested  ? 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG:  I  have 
answered  that  Question. 

Beid  V.  Coote. 
Mr.  DILLON:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-L!eutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that  Mr. 
William  Coote,  Grand  Master  of  the 
Orange  Lodge  at  Carntall,  county  Tyrone, 
was  recently  a  defendant  in  an  action, 
Reid  t;.  Coote,  in  the  Eling's  Bench, 
listed  for  trial,  in  which  the  cause  of 
action  was  conspiracy  to  boycott;  and 
that  Coote  did  not  go  to  trial,  but 
settled  the  action  for  a  substantial  sum ; 
and,  if  so,  why  Mr.  Coote  has  been  con- 
tinued in  the  commission  of  the  peace. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG :  I  am  informed 
that  the  action  in  question  was  settled 
without  trial  by  a  friendly  compromise 
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on  the  temv  .that  Mr.  Ooote  ahould  pay. 
to  the  plttnliff  a  contribation  towards 
his  costs,  that  all  f Briber  litigation 
Bfaouldxeaae,  and  that  the  parties  ghould 
reaome  their  fofmer  amicable  relations. 
The  same  controvenr  came  up  recently 
in  &  case  decided  by  Mr.  Justice  Barton, 
but  aa  it  is  stated  that  this  decision  is  to 
be  appealed  irom,  it  would  be  obviously 
improper  that  the  question  of  Mr.  Coote's 
commission  of  the  peace  should  be  con- 
sidered pending  the  result  of  the  appeal. 

Mr.  DILLON:  I3  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  sure  it  is  the  same  con- 
trover^  1  T  am  told  it  has  no  relat'on 
whatever  to  the  case  under  appeal.  Seeing 
that  this  man  by  his  action  admitted 
he  was  guilty  of  conspiracy  to  boycott, 
why  is  nb  nan^e  ret::ined  in  the  com- 
mission of  the  peace  ? 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG  said  he  would 
make   further   inquiry.    He    had  given 
the  information  supplied  him. 
.,■.«■  « 

Jralaad— New  Education  Rules. 

Mr.  DILLON:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  he  can 
lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  a  copy 
of  any  Returns  or  Tables  which  were 
submitted  to  the  Board  of  National 
Education  in  Ireland  showing  the  effect 
on  the  salaries  and  promotions  of  the 
new  rules  or  regulations  in  the  Code  of 
1905  which  did  not  appear  in  the  previous 
Code. 

Mr.  WALTER  LOKG :  The  Com- 
missioners do  not  consider  it  desir- 
able to  make  public  any  Returns  or 
other  documents  considered  by  them 
when  revising  their  rules  and  regulations. 

Ckx>lAclatte  Bvicted  FaHn. 
Mr.  FLAVIN:  I  teg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that 
police  are  in  occupation  of  an  evicted 
farm  at  Coolaclarig,  Listcwel,  from  which 
a  ten£nt  named  Walsh  was  evicted  for 
a  half  yearns  rent,  and  that  the  tenant 
has  n'ade  several  applications  to  Lord 
Ormathwaite,  the  landlord,  and  Robert 
Fitzgerald,  the  agent,  for  reinstatement, 
which  has  been  refused;   and  whether 


he  will  consider  the  advisability  of  with- 
the  oonstabulary  from  the  farm. 


Mr.  WALTER  LONG:  The  pK>lioe 
are  not  in  occupation  ol  thk  evicted 
farm,  but  a  protection'  post;  eo^aUting 
of  two  constables,  exists  on  it  tat  the 
protection  of  the  caretaker.  A  tenant 
who  had  taken  the  farm  was  murdered 
on  July  29t^,  1888.  The  constant 
personal  protection  of  the  caretaker  is 
consideied  to  be  necessary,  and  it  is  not 
intended  to  withdraw  this  protection. 

Mr.  FLAVIN :  As  this  man  h  s 
several  timea  applied  for  reinstatement 
and  been  refused  wiU  the  Govemmeat 
now  take  action  1 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG :  The  Govern- 
ment cannot  take  action.  It  is  for  the 
landlord  and  tenant  to  coma  to  terms.< 

Mr.  FLAVIN :  The  tenant  is  willirg 
and  has  said  so  through  me,- yet  he  is 
being  treated  with  contempt. 

*^    •    . 

Lord  Listowel's  Estate,  North  Kerrj. 

Mr.  flavin  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether  he  can  state  what'fk^tion,  if 
any,  tlie  Estates  Commissioners  have 
taken  in  connection  with  the  appUeation 
of  cottiers  and  attb-tenants  on  Lord 
li^stowel's  Estate  at  PilgrizQ  Hill,  North 
Kerry,  to  have  their  holdings  enlarged ; 
whether,  seeing  that  tenants  in  the 
district  have  held  gracing  traet3  of  land, 
he  will  8xy  what  steps  the  Estates  Com* 
missioners  have  taken  to  divide  thoee 
grazing  ISLnds  amongst  the  smaller  tenants 
who  have  uneconomic  hpldings. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG :  The  4greem^ts 
for  purchase  have  been  lodged,  and  the 
matter  will  shortly  be  ready  for  in- 
spection. Application  has  been,  made  by 
cottier  tenants  at  Pilgrim  Hill  Noith  to 
have  their  holdings  enlarged,  and  the 
question  will  be  considered  in  due 
course. 

Mr.  KILBRIDE  (Kildare,  S.) :  WiU 
the  Estates  Commissioners  inquire  into 
this  particular  matter  ?  It  is  the  case  1 
alluded  to  recently  in  which  the  agree- 
ment made  between  landlord  and  tenant 
was   for    the   same   number   of    /ears 
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purchase  as  in  the  agreement  between  the 
landlord  and  the  Estates  Commissionetd. 

Mft.  WALTER  LONG:  I  know  nothing 
about  the  facts,  but  no  doubt  they  will  be 
inquired  into  by  the  Estates  Commis- 
sioners. 

Tirkane  National  School  teacher. 
Mr.  SLOAN  (Belfast,  8.) :  1  beg  to 
aflk  the  Chief  Secretaiy'  to  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  character 
of  th^  speeches  delivered  at  a  meeting  on 
the  16th  ultimo  at  Carhtongher,  county 
Derry,  organised  by  Mr.  R.  C.  Bonner, 
teacher  in  Tirkane  National  School ;  and 
whether,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  national 
school  teachers  are  debarred  from  taking 
part  in  political  meetings,  he  will  say 
what  action,  if  any,  has  been  taken  in 
this  case. 

Mr  WALTER  LONG  :  Yea,  Sir.  and 
the  matter  has  been  brought  to  the 
notice  of  the  Commissioners  of  National 
Education. 

Mr.  SLOAN:  Has  any  action  been 
taken  ? 

[No  Answer  was  returned.] 

Prosecution  of  Mr.  Shawe  Tener. 
Mr.  ROCHE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  his  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  the  fact  that,  ib  the  case  of 
a  prosecution  under  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Act  of  Mr.  Shawe  Tenjer,  agent  of 
the  Marquess  of  Clanribarde,  for  having 
voted  when  disquaUfied  at  a  meeting  of 
the  Portumna  Board  of  Guardians,  the 
justices  who  adjudicated  atid  refused  to 
convict,  but  agreed  to  state  a  case  for 
the  superior  Courts  so  far  back  as  two 
months  ago,  have  not  yet  stated  such  case, 
though  more  than  once  requests  1  to  do 
so  ;  and,  if  so,  will  the  attention  of  the 
Lord  Chancellor  be  called  to  the  conduct 
of  the  magistrates  in  question. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG:  If  the  facts 
were  as  mentioned,  it  would  be  open 
to  the  guardians  to  take  proceedings 
in  the  superior  Courts  io  compel 
the  magistrates  to  state  a  case.     But  I 


am  infornied  that  the  case  has  bsen 
fully  stated  and  signed  by  the  magistoates, 
and  that  it  was  forwarded  to  the 
guardians'  solicitor  on  the  17th  instant. 

Lough  Corrib  Drainage  Board. 

Mr.  CHARLES  DEVLIN:  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  io  the 
Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  neglect 
of  their  duties  shown  by  the  Lovgh 
Corrib  Drainage  Board ;  whether,  seeing 
that  the  gentlemen  composing  the 
Board  do  not  reside  near  Lough  Corrib, 
and  in  view  of  the  need  which  exists 
for  a  thorough  cleaning  of  the  mi)I 
race  at  Galway,  the  Government  will 
take  over  the  duties  of  the  Lough  Corrib, 
Drainage  Trustees ;  and,  if  not,  will  the 
Grovemment  hand  over  this  work  to  the 
Galway  County  Council. 

The  FINANCIAL  SECRETARY  of 
THE  TREASURY  (Mr.  Victor  Caven- 
dish, Derbyshire,  W.) :  The  transfer  of 
the.  functions  of  drainage  trU9tees  to  a 
county  council  is  regulated  by  Seotion 
20  of  the  Locfkl  Government  (Ireland) 
Act,  1898,  and  the  consent  of  the 
trustees  is  necessary.  The  Board  of 
Works  cannot  permanently  take  over 
the  duties  of  the  trustees,  but  ca  i 
only  do  so  temporarily,  and  to  the 
extent  authorised  by  the  Drainage 
Acts,  where  the  trustees  are  found  by 
the  Board  to  be  in  default  in  maintaining 
the  district.  From  the  information 
before  the  Board  of  Works  it  is  con- 
sidered that  the  district,  including  tiie 
mill  race,  is  in  a  fair  state  d  ma^U'- 
tenance. 

Irish  Teachers*  Pensions. 

Mr.  ROCHE:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Loid-Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  teachers  who 
spend  some  years  in  teaching  in  Poor 
Law  Union  schools  previous  to  the 
passing  of  the  Pension  Act,  and  who  were 
sub83qnently  transferred  to  orJinary 
national  schools,  will  bs  allowed  such 
years  in  calculating  the  ainount  of 
pension  allowance  payable  to  them  on 
retirement. 

Mr.  victor  CAVENDISH:  The 
National  School   Teachers  (Ireland)  Act^ 
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1879,  only  enables  pension  to  be  granted 
in  respect  of  service  as  a  "classed 
teacher,"  as  defined  in  Section  2  of  the 
Act;  and,  as  the  teachers  in  Poor  Law 
Union  schools  do  not  come  within  this 
definition,  there  is  no  power  to  give 
effect  to  the  suggestion  of  the  hon. 
Member. 

TheOolonial  Conference. 
Mr.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON  (Dun- 
dee): I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  whether,  on  December 
11th  last,  the  Imperial  Federation 
(Defence)  Committee  submitted  to  him  a 
memorandum  claiming  that  the  question 
of  colonial  co-operation  in  the  main- 
tenance of  the  Navy  necessitated  primary 
consideration  at  the  proposed  Colonial 
Conference  ;  whether  he  assented  to  that 
claim;  and  whether  he  adheres  to  his 
intention  to  submit  this  question  for 
primary  consideration  by  the  conference. 

The  prime  MINISTER  and  FIRST 
LORD  OF  THB  TREASURY  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour,  Manchester,  E.) :  In  answer  to 
the  first  part  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
Question  I  have  to  say  that  he  correctly 
represents,  if  I  understand  it,  the 
memorandum  submitted  to  me  by  the 
deputation  to  which  he  refers,  but  nothing 
foil  from  me  indicating  that  I  was  of 
opinion  that  this  question  should  be 
first  in  order  of  importance,  or  that  it 
should  be  the  first  submitted  to  the 
Colonial  Conference. 

Mr.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON :  Does 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  mean  that  the 
Government  will  take  action  in  the  sense 
advocated  by  the  deputation  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  No,  I  have 
not  said  that. 

Mr.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON :  What 
is  it  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
intends  to  do  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  a 
member  of  the  deputation,  but  if  he  was 
that  was  the  time  to  ask  the  question. 

Mb.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON :  No,  I 
was  not. 


India  and  the  Oolonial  Conference. 
Mr.  HERBERT  SAMUEL  (Yorkshire, 
Cleveland) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  it  is 
proposed  that  the  Indian  Government 
should  be  represented  at  the  Colonial 
Conference  of  1906 ;  if  it  is,  whether  such 
representation  was  contemplated  by  the 
resolution  of  the  Colonial  Conference  of 
1902,  which  suggested  the  summoning  of 
another  Conference  in  1906 ;  and,  if  the 
Indian  Government  is  to  be  represented 
without  such  suggestion  havmg  been 
made,  whether  he  will  state  the  reason 
for  this  change  from  the  ordinary 
composition  of  Colonial  Conferences. 

♦Sir  CHARLES  DILKB  (Gloucester- 
shire,  Forest  of  Dean) :  May  I  ask  whether, 
in  addition  to  the  representation  of  India, 
steps  will  be  taken  to  give  due  weight  to 
the  interests  of  the  Crown  Colonies  and 
other  dominions  of  His  Majesty  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  If  the  confer- 
ence of  1906  meets  before  a  dissolution  it 
will  be,  of  course,  the  conference  contem- 
plated by  the  resolution  of  the  conference 
which  met  in  1902.  This  resolution  did 
not  suggest  either  Indian  or  Crown 
Colony  representation. 

Mr.  HERBERT  SAMUEL :  Will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  say  whether,  if 
India  is  not  represented,  any  proposals 
for  colonial  preference  will  be  debated  at 
that  conference? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  do  not  know 
what  ground  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  for 
thinking  that  the  Government  mean  to 
make  proposals  to  that  conference  on 
the  subject. 

♦Sir  CHARLES  DILKE :  Is  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  not  aware  that  at  the 
laiit  conference  we  were  informed — of 
course  the  full  report  was  never  published, 
but  we  were  informed — ^that  someo^ic 
was  present  on  behalf  of  India  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  WeU,  I  have 
refreshed  my  memory  this  morning  of 
the  resolution  actuaUy  passed  at  the 
conference 

♦Sir  CHARLES  DILKE :  I  do  not 
mean  the  resolution. 
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Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  It  is  that  on    the  business  for  next  week,  and  as  pait 


which  the  Question  was  based,  and  that 
resolution  will  be  strictly  followed,  as  far 
-as  we  are  concerned,  supposing  the 
conference  meets  before  a  dissolution. 

Mb.  HERBERT  SAMUEL :  Are  we  to 
understand  that,  as  India  is  not  to  be 
represented  at  that  conference,  no 
resolutions  arrived  at  by  the  conference 
propounding  a  scheme  of  Imperial 
preference  will  form  the  basis  of  a  scheme 
to  be  submitted  to  the  electorate  at  the 
next  election  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  reallr  think 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  travelling  far 
beyond  the  Question  originally  put,  and 
I  would  suggest  to  him  ttiat  these  are 
<luestions  which  will  probably  be  debated 
on  another  occasion. 

Mr.  CHURCHILL  (Oldham):  Did  I 
understand  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
say  that  His  Majesty's  Government  would 
not  submit  any  proposals  in  regard  to 
Imperial  preference  to  the  conference 
which  will  meet  next  year,  if  it  should 
meet  before  the  dissolution? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  No,  Sir,  we 
«hall  not  make  proposals  any  more  than 
jAt  the  previous  conferences. 

Debate  on  the  Indian  Budget 

Mr.  HERBERT  ROBERTS:    I  beg 

to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
whether,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  no 
•opportunity  has  been  given  this 
session  for  the  discussion  of  Indian 
affairs,  he  will  arrange  for  the  Indian 
Budget  to  be  taken  at  an  early  date  after 
the  Wbitsuntide  recess. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  am  anxious, 
if  possible,  to  bring  on  the  Indian 
Budget  early  this  year,  and  I  have  been 
considerini;  the  matter  with  my  right 
hon.  friend  the  Secretary  for  India.  I 
cannot  give  a  pledge,  but  I  still  hope  to 
be  able  to  carry  out  some  plan  by  which 
-an  early  discussion  will  be  secured. 
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Sir  H.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
^Stirling  Burghs) :  I  have  to  ask  the 
right    hon.   Gentleman,  with   regard  to 
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of  that,  what  day  he  will  allocate  for 
the  debate  on  the  Motion  standing  in  the 
name  of  my  right  hon.  friend  the 
Member  for  Berwick. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  propose  to 
go  on  with  the  Budget  on  Monday,  and 
the  arrangements  after  that  must  in 
part  depend  upon  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man himself.  I  am  very  anxious  to  give 
him  the  day  for  which  he  has  asked ; 
but,  as  he  will  remember,  I  made  an 
appeal  to  him  when  he  first  made  his 
proposal,  to  which  appeal  he  has,  I  think, 
so  far  not  seen  his  way  to  make  any 
response.  I  think  he  will  himself  agree 
with  me  that  I  am  in  some  difficulty. 
The  substance  of  what  occurred  was  this. 
The  very  subject  of  the  vote  of  censure 
was  brought  up  at  the  right  hon.  Gentle 
man's  instance  on  a  Motion  for  the 
adjournment ;  he  was  listened  to  with 
profound  attention  and  respect  by  this 
side  of  the  House  [Cries  of  "  So  would 
you  have  been  "] ;  he  was  followed  by  a 
Member  of  the  Government  who  was  not 
allowed  to  finish,  I  think,  one  sentence 
so  that  he  could  be  heard ;  and  during 
the  whole  of  that  time  the  interruptions 
from  that  side  of  the  House  were  nc^t 
protested  against  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  Now  I  do  not  wish  to  go 
back  on  an  old  sore,  but  let  it  be 
remembered  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man proposes  that  we  should  discuss  the 
same  subject ;  and  I  propose  to  put  up 
the  same  speakers  more  or  less  in  the 
same  order.  That  is  to  say,  I  shall 
probably  ask  my  right  hon.  friend  the 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies  to  speak  early 
in  the  debate,  and  I  shall  certainly 
reserve  myself  for  some  later  stage  of  the 
proceedings.  Now,  I  think  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  feel  that  I  am 
bound,  not  only  to  my  right  hon.  friend 
but  to  the  Hou83,  to  see  that,  so  far  as  I 
am  concerned,  the  scene  which  disgraced 
us  in  the  eyes  of  the  world 

♦Mr.  JOHN  ELLIS  (Nottingham8hi;:e» 
Rushcliffe) :  It  was  a  disgrace  to  you 
primarily. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (resuming)  does 
not  recur ;  and  that  there  is  some  danger 
of  its  recurring,  Mr.  Deputy-Speaker,  is 
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quite   evident  from  the  noisy  and  dis-    less  on  such  an  occasion  as  this  when 
orderly  interruption  of  the  hon.  Gentle-    the    ordinary     practice    was   flagrantly 
man  who  was  quite  unable  to  control  him- ,  departed  from.    I  cannot  give  the  under- 
self  on  the  previous  occasion.     In  these  '  taking  he  asks  for. 
circumstances  my  appeal  is  simply  to  the  \ 

right  hon.  Gentleman  to  do  his  best  to,  ^  j  baLFOUR  :  I  am  sorry  the- 

prevent  a  recurrence  of  such  an  outrage  ,  ^^^    Gentleman,  by  the  observa- 

upon  decency  and  fair  play.  j  ^.»^^  ^^  ^^  -^^^  ^^^^^  ^^  l^i^  i^  down 

t  that  it  is  not  discourteous  to  an  hon.  or 
SiRH.CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN:I'right  hon.  Gentleman  to  keep  him. 
am  greatly  surprised  that  the  right  hon.  standing  fifty  minutes  without  aUowing. 
Gentleman  should  have  renewed  to-day  ^im  to  speak.  He  has  also  laid  it  down^ 
the  condition  or  stipulation  which  he  ^  ^hat  the  provocation  given  was  sufl&cient. 
mentioned  two  days  ago,  and  which  at  ■  ^o  justify  that  procedure.  That  is  a 
the  time  I  did  not  regard  as  of  a  serious  doctrine  which  goes  to  the  very  root  of 
character  at  all.  I  cannot  imagine  that  I  Parliamentary  business.  The  right  hon. 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  appeal  is  a  Gentleman,  to  my  intense  surprise,  has 
serious  appeal ;  in  the  first  place,  because  '  defended  his  friends  by  saying  that  I 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  aware  that  ^^g  ^rJQiating  a  rule  of  the  House  by  not 
the  Chair  alone  can  maintain  and  enforce  rising  at  once,  and  by  waiting  until  the- 
order  in  this  House,  and  if  I  were  to  give  |  whole  attack  which  was  in  contempla- 
—which  it  never  entered  into  my  mind  to  ^ion  by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  had 
do — the  undertaking  he  asks  for,  I  should 
be  so  far  usurping  the  authority  of  the 


developed,  and  until  the  person  accused, 
had  heard  all  the  accusations  that  were 


Chair ;  in  the  second  place,  because  the  |  j^^de  against  him.  That  also  is  a  new 
right  hon.  Gentleman  must  also  be  aware  '  doctrine  to  which  I  absolutely  refuse  to 
that  if  there  was  any  disorder  on  Mon-  I  subscribe.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
day  [Cries  of  "  If !"]— well,  so  far  as  there  j  i^^g  told  his  friends  that  they  would  be 
was  any  disorder  on  Monday,  it  was  ,  justified  in  pursuing  the  same  course  if 
occasioned  by  the  fact  that  the  right  hon.  |  ^^^  same  situation  were  to  aiise.    Well,. 


Gentleman  departed  from  the  invariable 
practice  when  the  peisonal  conduct  either 
o!  a  Minister   or   a   Member  is  directly 


but  the  same  situation  will  arise.  What- 
ever attacks  may  be  made  upon  me  in 
the  earher  stages  of  the  debate  for  which: 


impugned,  and  did  not  himself  rise  to  the  right  hon.l&entleman  has  asked,  and 
meet  the  charges  against  him.  The  |  ^^ich  I  am  anxious  to  give,  whatever 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  aware  that  there  I  the  charges  made  against  mc  may  be,  I 
was  no  discourtesy  intended  or  felt  to-  do  not  propose  to  rise  early  in  that 
wards  the  Colonial  Secretary ;  but  the  |  debate,  any  more  than  I  proposed  to- 
House,  or  a  large  number  of  Members  ,  ^-^^^  ^arly  in  the  debate  the  other  night, 
of    the    House,  having  experienced  for  '  j^^  those  circumstances  the  right  hon. 

weeks  and  months  past  the  greatest  diflS- 1  Gentleman,  having  given  fair  warning 

culty  in  ascertaining  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  his  view  of  his  own  opinions, 


and  finding  that  he,  when  confronted  by  j      Sir  H.   CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  r 


„   ,.  ...     ,„-^    . _    __,     ight 

breach  of  faith  on  his  part,  did  not  rise  \  be  at  all  of  the  same  chaiacter  as  the 
immediately  to  explain  the  circumstances  i  proceedings  of  last  Monday.    This  is  a 


— that  was  the  cause  of  the  disorder, 
that,  Sir,  and  that  alone.  And  if  similar 
circumstances  arose  again,  I  think  it  is 
only  natural  to  suppose  that  a  similar 
expression  of  feeling  would  be  given. 
There  has  never  been  any  desire  here  on 
the  part  o£  any  of  my  friends  to  disturb 
the  ordinary  business  of  the  House  un-    night  last  there  was  a  direct  challenge  of 


Motion  dealing  with  the  whole  question 
of  the  Colonial  Conference  and  the  policy 
to  be  submitted  to  it.  Therefore  it  is  Sr 
perfectly  reasonable  thicg  that  the 
Government  should  put  up  such  Mem- 
bers as  they  think  fit,  and  it  will  be  no 
ground   for  disorder.    But  on  Monday 


Mr.  A,  J,  Balfour.  A 


Ul7 


The  Vole  of 


{25  May  1905} 


Censure, 


las 


the  honourable  conduct  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  I  never  before  knew  a 
Member  of  Parliament,  either  an  or- 
dinary Member,  if  I  may  be  allowed  to 
use  the  term,  or  a  Front  Bench  Member, 
still  less  a  high  official  of  the  Crown,  who 
refused  or  appeared  to  evade  replying. 
[Cries  of  **  Withdraw."] '  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  appears  to 
lose  his  temper  entirely  the  moment 
any  question  of  this  sort  arises.  The 
ground  taken  on  Monday  last  was  that 
the  attack  was  a  personal  one^  to  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  alone  could 
give  a  reply.  That  would  not  be  the 
case  at  all  on  the  occasion  of  the  Motion 
which  it  is  proposed  to  bring  forward  on 
Monday,  or  whatever  day  may  be  fixed. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  think  the 
interruption  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, which  has  attained  such  pro- 
portions that  perhaps  it  might  be 
thought  to  be  an  independent  and 
self-supporting  speech,  is  really  de- 
plorable. A  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
leads  the  Opposition,  and  some  day 
may  well  lead  the  House,  puts  forward  a 
proposition  which  I  thiak  absolutely 
ruinous  to  our  proceedings.  I  have 
been  the  subject  of  as  much  direct 
personal  and  individual  attack  as  any 
man  in  this  House,  probably  of  more 
than  any  man  in  this  House.  That  is 
so  owing,  among  other  things,  to  the 
circumstance  that  I  was  Irish  Secretary 
at  a  time  when  feeling  ran  very  high  in 
Ireland,  and  naturally  enough  the  Irish 
Government  and  the  Minister  responsibly 
identified  with  the  Irish  Grovemment — 
especially  identified  wiih  it — was  subject 
to  almost  nightly  attack.  Never  have  I 
heard  it  laid  down  that  I  was  bound  to 
reply  at  once,  although  more  important 
speeches  might  come,  or  there  might  be 
reason  to  think  more  important  speeches 
might  come,  at  a  later  stage  of  the 
proceedings.  That  is  not  all.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  appears  to  think  there 
is  no  personal  element  in  this  vote  of 
censure.  lie  is  quite  wrong.  Th's 
Resolution  states  precisely  what  was 
stated  and  put  by  you.  Sir,  from  the 
Chair  as  a  matter  of  uigent  public 
importance,  namely,  the  alleged  con- 
flicting utterances  of  the  Prime  Minister 
[Opposition  cries  of  "  Ministers  "].  and  if 
the  contention«of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 


man be  accepted  it  appears  to  me  that  I 
should  be  expected  to  rise  first  on 
whatever  day  was  selected,  as  I  was 
expected  to  rise  on  Monday.  I  repudiate 
the  doctrine  absolutely,  and  nothing  will 
induce  me  to  depart  from  that  position 
in  any  way.  It  is  in  the  first  place  a 
gross  violation  of  Parliamentary  pro- 
cedure to  lay  down  that  that  is  the  rule ; 
and  if  it  were  the  rule,  the  sanction 
which  it  has  received  from  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  is  of  a  kind  which  should 
really  receive  the  severest  condemnation 
from  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  if  he 
desires,  as  I  am  sure  he  does  desire,  to 
see  that  our  debates  in  this  House  are 
conducted  fairly  and  decently.  I  should 
like  to  know  whether  I  may  gather  from 
the  risht  hon.  Gentleman,  who  presum- 
ably does  know  tlie  mind  of  his  followers, 
whether  we  are  to  receive  a  fair  hearing 
or  not. 

Sir  H.  CAMPBELLBANNERMAN 
rose  again,  but  could  not  secure  a  hearing. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  If  he  will 
inform  me  that  to  the  best  of  his  ability, 
and  so  far  as  his  knowledge  extends — 
[Cries  of  "Oh"j.  I  withdraw  the 
term  "to  the  best  of  his  ability,"  be- 
cause he  has  repudiated  any  influence 
in  this  matter  with  his  friends.  If  he 
will  tell  me  that  to  the  best  of  his  know- 
ledge the  debate  will  be  fairly  conducted 
on  Tuesday,  supposing  Tuesday  to  be 
the  day,  or  on  any  other  day  which  is 
selected,  I  shall  be  glad  to  find  an 
opportunity  for  the  right  hon.  Grentle- 
man ;  otherwise  I  cannot. 

Mr.  CHURCHILL :  WiU  you  do  th< 
same  ? 

Sir  H.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
We  had  better  know  how  we  stand.  Is 
Tuesday  to  be  given  for  this  purpose  1 

Sir  GEORGE  BARTLEY  (Islington, 
N.) :  Are  you  ^oing  to  give  the  pledge? 
[Opposition  cries  of  **  No,  no !  "J 

Mr.  BRYN  ROBERTS  (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion) :  I  think  it  is  a  piece  of 
gross  impudence  to  ask  it. 

Sir  H.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
There  is  no  reason  that  I  can  see  why 

3  0  2 
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^^j,—^    jrdinary    course    of 

debate,  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  does 
not  provoke  it  by  departing  from  it 
himself. 

Mr.  CHURCHILL  asked  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  would  himself  use  his 
influence  with  his  own  followers  to  pro- 
cure a  hearing  for  Members  speaking 
from  the  Opposition  side  of  the  House 
upon  points  of  order  or  other  matters  in 
the  course  of  the  debate. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  understand 
that,  though  in  somewhat  grudging  and 
stumbling  language,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  given  the  pledge.  In 
that  case  I  shall  be  quite  ready  to  give 
Tuesday  next. 

Mr.  BRYN  ROBERTS :  Why  did  not 
you  climb  down  at  once  ? 

Mr.  CHURCHILL  rose  again. 

Mr.  DEPUTY-SPEAKER  :  A  decision 
has  been  come  to,  and  it  seems  undesir- 
able to  prolong  this  discussion. 

Mr.  CHURCHILL :  On  a  point  of 
order,  you  have  allowed  me,  Sir,  to  put 
the  Question  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
May  I  not  ask  him  whether  he  will 
endeavour  to  secure  a  fair  hearing  ? 

Mr.  DEPUTY^PEAKER  :  The  Clerk 
will  now  proceed  to  read  the  orders  of 
the  day. 


POST  OFFICE  (TELEPHONE  AGREE- 
MENT). 

Ordered,  That  the  Minutes  of  the 
Evidence  taken  before  the  Select  Com- 
mittee on  Telephones,  in  Session  1895, 
together  with  the  Report  of  the  said 
Committee,  and  the  Minutes  of  Evidence 
taken  before  the  Select  Committee  on 
Telephones,  in  Session  1898,  together 
with  the  Report  of  the  Committee,  he 

"•^rred  to  the  Select  Committee  on  the 
''■  OflBce  (Telephone  Agreement). — 
Stuart  fFortley.) 

E.  Camphdl'Bannerfnan. 


BILL    [LORDS). 

Order  for  Second  Reading  To-morrow 
read,  and  discharged.    Bill  withdrawn. 


SUPPLY  [8th  Allotted  Day]. 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

[Mr.  Jeffreys  (Hampshire,  N.)  in 
the  Chair.] 

CIVIL   SRUVICES  AND  REVENUE   DE- 
PARTMENTS ESTIMATES,   1905-6. 

Class  II. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £13,950,  be 
granted  to  His  Majesty,  to  complete  the 
sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge 
which  will  come  in  course  of  payment 
during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day 
of  March,  1906,  for  the  Salaries  and 
Expenses  of  the  Offices  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  in  Dublin  and  London,  and  of 
the  Inspectors  of  Lunatic  Asylums." 

♦Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND   (Waterford) 
said  one  of  the  most  serious  results  of 
the  present  system  of  the  Government 
of    Ireland    was    to     be    found  in   the 
fact    that     the     discussions     of     Irish 
administration  in  Committee  of  Supply 
had  been  almost    turned  into  a  farce. 
Many    millions    of   money   were    every 
year  raised    in  Ireland,  and  by  far  the 
greater  portion  of   the  money  so  raised 
was    spent     in     Irish     administration, 
and   he   thought   it   was   the   universal 
belief  by  men  of  all  Parties  in  Ireland 
that  it    was    spent    extravagantly    and 
foolishly.    Yet  notwithstanding  that  fact 
it  was  impossible  for  Irish  Members  in 
any  quarter  of  the  House  to  obtain  time 
to  adequately  discuss  the  various  branches 
of  Irish  administration.    Under  the  new 
rules   of   procedure    twenty   days   were 
allocated  for  the  discussion  of  Supply 
for  all  parts  of  the  United  Elingdom,  and 
they   had     been   able   in  recent   years 
with    difficulty    to     obtain    sometimes 
three,  and  sometimes  four  days  for  the 
discussion   of  the  Irish  Estimates.     He 
thought  that  even  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site   who    differed    so    m^ch    from    the 
Nationalists   as    to   Irish   policy   would 
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that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  bee  a 
charmingly  candid.  He  went  the  other 
day  to  make  a  speech  at  the  dinner 
given  to  him  in  the  City  of  Dublin  by 
those  to  whose  service  in  Ireland  he  had 
devoted  bb  sword.  The  first  thing  he 
said  in  his  speech  was  that  he  waa 
ignorant  and  incompetent  to  fulfil  his 
duties.     He  said — 

"  I  have  oome  to  my  office  with  no  hope  and 
no  heUef  that  I  am  in  any  way  competent  to 
adequately  discharge  the  responsible  dutiea 
placed  upon  me." 

The    modesty    and    honesty    of    the 
right  hon.  Gentleman    almost  disarmed 
criticism.      But,   from  past    experience, 
he  was  inclined    to    believe  that  such 
honesty    and    modesty    would    not    be 
long  •  lived    in    his    administration    of 
•  Ireland.     He   asked   English   and  Scot- 
I  tish    Members   whether    they    did   not 
'  consider  this   an   awful  system  that  aa 
'  soon   as    the   Chief    Secretary  had,  by 
I  patient    work    over  in    Ireland,  begun 
to     understand    something     about    the 
country,    he    was     at    once    removed  ? 
The  truth  was,  of  course,  that  the  Chief 
Secretary    was    not    the    Governor    of 
Ireland  at  all,  and  that,  like  his  pre- 
decessors,   he   was   only    nominally   re- 
sponsible in  that  House  for  the  Govern- 
ment of  Ireland.  Ireland  was  governed  by 
forty  odd  semi-independent  boards  with 
permanent  officials  drawn  entirely  from 
one  small  section  of  the  popalation  who 
carried  on  the    Government,  of  course, 
in  sympathy  with  the  aspirations  and 
views  of  that  small  minority. 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman's  own  appoint- 
ment— and  of  course  he  would  be  the  last 
to  deny  it,  if  he  spoke  as  candidly  here 
as  elsewhere — was  a  concession  to  that 
ascendancy  faction  in  Ireland.  His  ap- 
pointment, of  course,  heralded  an  entire 
change  of  policy.  Almost  his  first  official 
act  was  to  go  over  to  Dublin  and  make 
his  vows  to  his  new  master,  and  to 
"  kiss  hands "  on  his  appointment.  In 
the  first  speech  he  delivered  on  Irish 
soil  to  the  Irish  people  he  said  to  his 
new  masters,  representing  an  insignifi- 
cant fraction  of  the  population  of  Ire- 
land— 

"  I  only  hope  I  may  not  fail  in  the  expecta- 
tions which  you,  my  Lord  Duke,  and  you,  my 
Lords  and  gentlemen,  have  been  good  enough 
to  indulge  m  with  regard  to  me.'' 


agrd^  with  him  when  he  said  that  if  they 
iv^re  to  discuss  these  Estimates  properly, 
with  a  view  to  efEect  economy  in  Irish 
administration,  Irish  Votes  alone  would 
require  for  discussion  all  the  days  that 
were   given   for   the   whole   of   Supply. 
The  great  majority  of  the  Irish  Votes 
passed   without   discussion.     The   result 
of  the  matter  was  that  at  the  end  of 
the    session    about     five-sixths    of    the 
money    voted   for   Irish    administration 
was   passed   by   the   House   under   the 
closure  without  one  single  word  oi  dis- 
cussion.    The    Vote    lor    the    salary  of 
the  Chief  Secretary  was  one  upon  which 
it   was   possible   to   discuss   almost   all 
questions   of    Irish  administration— cer- 
tainly all  questions  of  Irish  administra- 
tion   for    which    the    Irish    Executive 
represented     by    the    Chief    Secretary 
was  in  any  sense  responsible.     And  a 
general  discussion  was  not  a  satisfactory 
thing,  for  each  branch  of  Irish  administra- 
tion ought  to  be   discussed  separately. 
Irish  Members  had,  however,  no  alterna- 
tive but  to  initiate  a  general  discussion, 
because  the  time  at  their  disposal  was 
to  miserably  inadequate. 

The  Chief  Secretary  had  only  held 
his  office  for  a  few  weeks,  and  he 
presumed  that  the  natural  answer  he 
would  give  to  criticisms  from  these 
benches  would  be  that  he  was  not 
in  office  or  personally  responsible  for 
these  transactions,  and  that,  indeed,  he 
knew  practically  nothing  about  them. 
He  was,  in  this  respect,  in  the  same 
position  as  every  other  Chief  Secretary 
since  the  Union.  The  average  official  life 
of  an  Irish  Secretary  was  about  two  years, 
and  there  had  been  about  fifty-two  or 
fifty-three  Chief  Secretaries.  With  one  or 
two  exceptions  they  had  been  all  English- 
men sent  over  from  this  country  to  govern 
Ireland  without  any  knowledge,  and  in 
most  cases  not  having  put  their  foot  on 
the  shores  of  Ireland  before.  Without 
impugning  their  sincerity  and  desire  to 
do  good  for  the  country,  he  would  say 
that  the  whole  two  years  of  their  official 
existence  had  been  spent  in  trpng  to 
learn  something  about  the  country  they 
were  set  over.  The  very  moment  they 
were  beginning  to  learn  something  about 
Ireland  they  were  removed,  and  an  en- 
tirely ignorant  person  was  sent  over  to 
take  their  place.     He  was  bound  to  say 
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tt«e  mark  this  wa§  not, 
tentative  gathering  of 
ir  Unionists  of  Ireland 
ented  only  an  insigni- 
!  the  population.  One 
jm  pereonslly  he  knew 
ore  or  leas  of  an  in- 
,  but  a  well-known 
Jttdrew  Jameson — rose 
I,  and  because  he  ven- 
resaion,  very  mildly  and 
me  more  or  less  liberal 
he  was  a  Unionist 
I  Euler^he  was  howled 
I  to  say,  he  was  treated 
t  of  decency  and  want 

which  the  Prime  Minis- 
cturing  the  House  that 
nentioned  this  fact  in 
ise  his  statement  that 
entleman  went  over  to 

his  vows  of  allegiance 
if  the  Unionists  of  Ire- 
jn  in  the  past,  and  were 
>f  all  the  trouble  and 
nd.  But  having  com- 
ispering  humbleness  by 
sincere  hope  that  he 
1  fulfiUing  the  expecta- 
lim  by  the  noble  Duke 
gentlemen  present,  he 
)  explain  to  the  Irish 
this  medium,  what  his 
,  The  first  thing  he 
mounce  and  to  pour 
tempt  upon  the  idea 
land  according  to  Irish 
ef  Secretary  was,  he 
hrewd  and  adroit  man. 
these    words    to    Lord 

they  were  not  Lord 
s  at  all,  but  the  words 
if  Ireland  under  whom 
lentleman  as  his  Chief 
ipposed  to  hold  office. 
adley  made  a  remark- 
{ing  for  himself  and  the 
ell.     He  said  that — 

tha  GoverDBient  wai,  and 
klro,  tbat  the  only  way  to 
)erlf   WM  to  govern  it  in 

ef  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
ch  after  his  appoint- 
iicule  upon  the  idea 
"eland  in  accoi  dance 
He  wanted  to  know 
were.  He  said  there 
ond. 


were  1,250,000  of  anti-Home  Rulerit 
in  Ireland,  and  apparently  his  ides  of 
governing  Ireland  properly  was  to  govern 
it  in  accordance  with  the  ideas  of  the 
minority  aa  against  the  ideas  of  the 
majority.    He  aaid — 

"A  careful  pemsal  o(  Lord  Diinnien's 
BBceoh  would  show  that  he  wai  drifting  down 
that  road  which  hftd  be«a  taken  by  all  tboup 
who  had  begun  thair  downward  career  by  • 
policy  of  Burreader  to  the  forces  of  disorder." 

That  was  to  say  that  the  Chief 
Secretary  thought  that  to  govern  ac- 
cording to  Irish  ideas  was  to  surrender 
to  the  forces  of  disorder.    He  continued— 

"  Lord  Dunraven  had  played  a  difficult  and 
ungrate  lul  part.  He  was  not  the  firat  man 
who  had  cairied  on  a  campaign  of  law  and 
order  against  disor  er.  He  waa  not  the  finC 
man  who  hart  tbrown  up  the  sponge.  H«  told 
them  to  believe  in  another  policy^the  policy 
of  gnreminK  Ireland  in  accordance  with  Irish 
ideas.  What  were  .Irish  ideas  I  In  the  fint 
place  he  took  the  popuUtiou  of  Ireland. 
There  was  1, '250,000  tt  Unioniata  in  Ireland: 
and  the  remainder,  who  were  in  the  vast 
majority,  held  other  ideas." 

And  SO  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  went 
on,  in  a  long  passage,  to  pour  ridicule 
and  contempt  on  the  principle  on  which 
Lord  Dudley  had  said  that  Ireland 
could  alone  be  properly  governed — 
viz.,  that  it  should  be  governed  according 
to  the  opinions  of  the  overwhelming 
majority  of  the  people  of  Ireland.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  made  no  disguise 
of  his  real  views ;  and  he  went  on,  in 
the  most  candid  way  possible,  to  lay 
down  this  formula.  In  place  of  govern- 
ing Ireland  according  to  Irish  ideas  his 
conception  was  to  "tighten  the  chain." 
When  he  first  read  these  words  he  was 
amazed,  and  was  inclined  to  believe 
that  they  were  a  maladroit,  or  what  he 
might  call  a  somewhat  stupid  phrase 
which  had  escaped  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  But  it  had  been  pointed 
out  to  him  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  neither  a  maladroit  nor  a  stupid 
man,  and  that  he  must  have  known  the 
effect  of  the  words  which  he  used  de- 
Uberately.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
used  them  deliberately  to  please  the 
audience  he  was  addressing,  and  to 
assert  that  his  idea  of  governing  Ireland 
was  to  tight«n  up  the  chain  more  firmlv 
than  ever.     His  words  were — 

"  Here  1  l)eiicve  there  ia  room  for  reform  and 
amendment  in  the  administration  in  IrelMid. 
We  must  tighten  up  the  chain,  and  if  in  th«t 
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<3hAia    there    Is    any  weakening    it    must    be 
.strengthened." 

He  was  inclined  to  thank  the  right  hon. 
(Gentleman  for  the  candour  of  his  speech. 
At  any  rate  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
had  let  them  know  where  they  stood. 
He  did  not  think  it  would  be  possible, 
after  this  confession  of  faith  on  the  part 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  to  have  any 
-doubt  whatever  as  to  the  opinions  which 
he  held. 

He  had  some  complaints  to  make 
-with  reference  to  the  action  of  the 
xight  hon.  Gentleman  since  he  had  taken 
iup  his  present  position,  and  the  first  was 
iinth  reference  to  the  working  of  the 
Land  Act.  He  was  bound  to  admit  with 
all  honesty  that  very  largely  the  fault 
4id  not  lie  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
personally,  it  was  one  co.mected  with 
the  Administration  b  afore  he  accepted 
office.  He  would  not,  therefore,  in  the 
absence  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  fo:  Dover,  seek  to 
indict  him  or  his  policy  in  that  re- 
spect. There  were  certain  things  in 
connection  with  the  working  of  the  Land 
Act  he  must  allude  to ;  and  he  was 
l>ound  to^admit,  in  candour,  that  the 
greater  proportion  of  the  fault  rested 
not  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
personally,  because  they  were  faults  com- 
mitted before  he  came  into  office.  He 
liad  stated,  with  reference  to  the  most 
"vital  portions  of  the  Land  Act — the 
-evicted  tenants  and  the  congested 
estates,  and  also  the  position  of  the 
non-judicial  tenants — that  the  action 
of  the  Irish  Executive  had  tended  to 
the  destruction  of  all  hope  of  the  Act 
bringing  about  any  real  settlement  and 
peace  and  harmony  between  the  difEerent 
olasses  in  Ireland.  Three  Oommissioners 
were  appointed  to  administer  the  Act. 
The  largest  and  widest  powers  and  dis- 
oretion  were  given  to  them,  and  yet  they 
found  that  on  these  vital  p3rtions  of 
the  Land^Act  they  had  had  their  dis- 
«cretion  interfered  with,  they  had  had 
their  powers  cramped  and  confined,  and 
they  had  had  their  action  over-ridden 
:and  put  on  one  side  by  the  Executive. 
He  Imew  he  could  not  discuss  the  recent 
Report  of  the  Oommissioners  at  any 
length,  but  he  contended  that  they 
could  discuss  any  portion  of  that  Report 
vehich  bore  on  the  action  of  the  Irish 


Executive  in  the  control  of  those  Com- 
missioners' action  for  which  the  C.iief 
Secretary  of  the  day  was  personally 
responsible. 

It  would  be  remembered  that  when 
the  Bill  was  going  through  the 
House  they  received  a  pledge  from  the 
Member  for  Dover,  which  was  renewed 
afterwards  in  the  most  formal  way  by 
the  Attorney-General,  that  the  regula- 
tions which  were  to  be  issued  for  the 
control  and  guidance  of  the  Commissioners 
by  the  Executive  would  be  placed  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House,  or,  at  any  rate, 
that  they  would  in  some  shape  or  form 
be  published.  They  demanded  the  pub- 
lication of  these  regulations,  and  the 
Member  for  Dover  refused  again  and 
again  to  place  them  upon  the  Table, 
or  to  inform  them  as  to  their  nature. 
They  had  nothing  to  go  on  but  the 
vaguest  rumours.  They  were  refused 
that  information,  and  all  they  knew  was 
that  there  was  a  wide-spread  belief 
in  Ireland  that  the  discretion  of  the  Com- 
missioners was  being  tampered  and  inter- 
fered with  by  orders  from  DubHn  Castle  ; 
and,  notwithstanding  the  pledge,  these 
orders  were  withheld  from  them.  When 
the  present  Chief  Secretary  came  into 
office,  and  when  they  mide  this  case,  he 
answered  them  with  perfect  candour. 
He  said  he  knew  nothing  about  the  past, 
he  had  not  been  concerned  with  it ;  but 
he  thought  the  demand  made  for  the 
publication  of  the  regulations  governing 
the  Commissioners  was  a  reasonable  de- 
mand, and  he  would  at  once  see  that  they 
were  published.  He  had  not  fulfilled  to 
the  full  and  in  the  Spirit  that  pledge, 
because  what  had  he  done  ?  He  said 
there  ought  to  be  no  secrecy,  he  saw  no 
reasor  for  it,  and  he  thought  they  ought 
to  have  full  informa'^iop  as  ^o  these  orders 
and  regula^^^ions,  and  he  promised  that  his 
first  official  duty  would  be  to  look  into 
this  matter  and  see  that  they  got  the  in- 
form ition.  What  had  he  done  ?  He 
had  drafted  a  lot  of  new  regulations, 
and  it  was  those  new  toi^uiatioQS  he 
had  published,  or  at  any  rdte  promised  to 
publish  ;  but  he  had  not  published  the 
old  regulations  issued  b}*  tbe  late  Chief 
Secretary  and  which  were  in  operation  up 
to  the  other  day,  and  it  was  quite  clear 
from  the  Report  of  the  Commissioners 
that  he  did  not  intend  to  publish  them. 
Th3  dem  ind  which  they  had  a  right,  h© 
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thought,  to  make  was  that  evervthing  roii- 
nccted  with  these  regulations  or  orders 
which  had  interfered  with  the  action  of 
the  Co mmiaHi oners  for  the  last  year  and  o. 
half  should  be  published. 

What  occurred  with  reference  to 
the  evicted  tenants  1  Everyone  knew 
that,  although  the  evicted  tenants' 
question  was  in  one  sense  a  limited 
question,  in  another  sense  it  was 
probably  the  most  important  of  all  ques- 
tions in  connection  with  the  Land  Act  ; 
because  the  main  object  of  the  Act  was 
not  merely  to  transfer  the  ownership  of 
land  from  the  landlord  to  the  tenant,  but 
to  end  the  land  war  and  bring  about  some 
appeasement  of  feeling  in  Ireland  with 
happy  conse()uences,  as  they  all  believed, 
to  the  country  and  everyone  connected 
with  Ireland ;  and  so  long  as  this  evicted 
teiumts'  question  was  allowed  to  rankle 
there  and  fester  as  a  sore  this  object  could 
not  be  carried  out.  The  Commissioners 
won)  impressed  with  that  view,  and  they 
set  to  work  tn  grapple  with  the  matter. 
Considerable  correspondence  passed  with 
the  Treasury,  which  resulted  in  the  issue  of 
directions  to  the  Commissioners  last 
February  to  confine  their  inquiries  to  es- 
tates actually  for  sale  before  them.  There 
was  clear  proof  that  the  discretion  of  the 
Commissioners  was  interfered  with  by  the 
action  of  the  Executive,  and  he  thought 
the  pledge  given  that  there  should  be  no 
secrecy  and  that  they  should  know  what 
was  actually  done  in  t  he  nay  of  orders  had 
been  violated.  He  asked  the  right  hon, 
Gentleman  would  he,  in  fulfilment  of  his 
pledge,  produce  the  correspondence  that 
had  passed  with  the  Treasury  and  make 
s  clean  breast  of  the  whole  matter.  He 
might  have  a  difficulty  in  the  matter, 
because  this  took  place  before  he  came 
into  office  ;  but  he  definitely  promised 
them  in  the  House,  in  almost  the  first 
speech  he  made  as  Chief  Secretary,  that 
there  should  be  no  further  secrecy  ' 
matter,  that  they  should  know  what  was 
going  on,  that  the  regulations  and  orders 
issued  should  be  given  to  them  ;  and  he 
(the  hon.  Member)  submitted  respect- 
luUj  that  he  was  not  fulfilling  in  tht 
spirit  his  pledge  if  he  only  gave  them 
fiiture  regulations  and  withheld  all  in- 
formation as  to  the  regulations  and  other 
means  whereby  the  GoniTnissionera  were 
prevented  from  putting  the  Act  in  opcra- 
Mt.  John  Redmond. 


tion  in  a  way  likely  to  bring  about  a 
successful  issue  with  reference  to  evicted 
tenants. 

There  was  one  other  matter  con 
nected  with  this  Report  to  which  bt 
wished  to  refer,  and  that  was  tbt 
position  of  the  non-judicial  tenants,  who 
/ere  a  numerous  body.  The  Act  pro- 
ided  that  they  were  nat  to  come  witliin 
he  operation  of  what  was  called  the 
ones,  that  was  to  say,  that  in  all  cases  of 
suggested  sale  inquiry  and  investiga- 
tion should  be  instituted  by  the  Com- 
missioners into  the  security  for  the 
amount  issued  and  into  the  eqnitv 
of  the  price,  and  the  Commiseionets  in 
their  Report,  at  the  end  of  page  3,  said— 

"  Id  the  case  of  noo-judicial  holdings  m- 
apectora  vere  requirod,  in  tbe  inatructionB  iaanad 
by  the  Commisaiiuien  in  Febru&ry,  1904,  to  in 
quite  M  to  tbe  srcuritj  of  each  holding  for  tie 
|>rice  aftreeil  to.  and  as  to  the  equity  of  tbe  prin 
to  all  persoDR  interested,  including  thf  laiani 
piirchteer.  Subsequently,  the  interpretktioa 
of  the  l*w  acted  upon  wm  thkt  boUi  in  the  car 
of  Doo-judicial  and  judicial  boldingt  the  only 
c|Ue8tioDB  wbioh  arose  were  tbe  security  lo  tl^ 
State  and  the  equity  of  the  price  to  parties 
other  than  the  vendor  and  purchaser." 

He  did  not  know  whether  hon. 
Members  followed  this,  but  it  was 
really  very  simple.  Let  them  tak^ 
the  case  of  a  holding  of  a  non- 
judicial tenant  ?  The  property  in  that 
was  two-fold.  There  was  the  interest 
of  the  tenant,  and  that  portion  ol  the 
holding  was  his  property  now.  Thei« 
was  also  the  interest  of  the  landlord.  The 
tenant  proposed  to  purchase  the  interest 
of  the  landlord,  and  the  Act  provided  that 
the  Commissi  oners  were  to  make  an  in- 
quiry as  to  the  security  for  the  loan  and  as 
to  the  equity  of  the  price  ;  but  by  these 
new  orders  and  directions,  which  had  been 
issued  and  which,  he  claimed,  should  be 
published,  they  were  to  take, into  account 
the  equity  of  the  price  so  far  as  it  afiected 
everybody  except  the  tenant.  This  meant 
that,  although  the  tenant  might  pay  a 
price  which  was  really  the  price-  not  only 
of  his  own  interest  but  of  the  interest  of 
the  landlord  as  well,  that  was  not  to  be 
taken  into  account  at  all  so  long  as  the 
whole  holding  was  adequate  security  for 
the  loan.  This  was  not  the  intention  of 
the  House  of  Commons  when  the  clause- 
was  passed,  and  manifestly  a  clause  in 
that  shape  would  never  have  been  allowed 
to  pass  by  Irish  Members  sitting  on  that 
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side  of  the  House  ;  and  if  the  law  officers  necessary  to  watch  the  Unionist  Members 
of  the  Crown,  upon  whose  opinion  he  i  opposite.  Almost  immediately  after  that 
presumed  this  decision  had  been  arrived  1  communication  The  Times  began  to 
at,  thought  they  were  right,  at  any  rate  write  upon  the  subject.  The  Dublin 
they  should  have  full  information  as  to  correspondent  of  The  Times  day  after 
how  it  was  arrived  at  and  the  reasons  for  day  sent  letters,  sometimes  of  a  column 
it  given  in  order  to  press  for  such  amend-  .  m  length,  describing  alleged  outrages, 
ment  as  was  necessary  to  meet  the  case.  That  was  followed  up  in  the  Globe  and 
The  Commissioners  in  all  these  cases  were  i  the  Irish  Times,  After  a  time  they 
over-ruled,  and  he  thought  it  was  a  most .  came  down  from  generalisations  to 
unjust  thin^,  not  only  to  the  Committee  \  particular  instances,  and  most  Members 
but  to  the  Commissioners  themselves,  that  would  remember  the  sensation  created 
f  ull  *inf ormation  should  not  be  given  as  in  London  by  the  account  which  appeared 
to  the  manner  in  which  they  were  over-  in  the  papers  of  a  midnight  attack  on 
ruled,  and  as  to  the  orders  issued  by  the    the   house  of  a  Mr.  Persse,  in  Galway, 


Governnlent  for  that  purpose. 

He   passed  now   to   another   subject, 
a     subject    in    which    the     right    hon. 


by  a  body  of  armed  men  who  fired 
into  the  house  and  who  were  only  routed 
by  the  bravery  and  valour  of  Mr.  Persse 


Gentleman    was   himseH  personally   re-    *»d    a    few    friends.    That    case    was 

commented  upon,  and  he  was  not  sure 
that  it  was  not  treated  pictorially  in 
some    of    the    weekly    journals.      The 


sponsible  to  the  full  extent.  He  had  to 
make  a  charge  against  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  of  the  most  serious  character. 


He  charged  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  |  changes  were  rung  upon  it  for  a  week, 
with  deliberately  fostering  the  cry  for  |  ^^^  *^^en  it  was  mvestigated  by  the  right 
coei'cion  in  Ireland  and  doing  that  not  non.  Gentleman  and  the  police  of  Ireland, 
for  the  purpose  of  maintaining  law  and  ^^^  ^^  ^^s  ^^und  that  the  whole  story 
order,  which  were  not  threatened,  or  was  an  invention,  and  nothing  of  the  kind 
protection  of  life  and  property,  which  ^^^  occurred  at  all.  Then  there  was  a 
were  not  threatened,  but  for  the  purpose  sensational  account  of  alleged  houghing 
A  compelling  Sir  Antony  MacDonnell ,  ^^^  mutilation  of  cattle^a  crime  which 
to    resign    his    position.    That    was    a  !  ^^^^dj^®  ^e^<>^ced  as  horrible,  shocking. 


serious  charge. 


un-Christian,  and  detestable.    This  case 

was  investigated,  and  it  was  found  there 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 1  "^^  ^^^  *  s^^g^®  case  of  a  beast  being 

LAND  (Mr.  Walter  Long,  Bristol,  S.) :  '  boughed  or  mutilated.    Then  they  had 

Hear,  hear  I  "  stones    of    incendiary    fires.    He    must 

express  his  opinion  that  it  was  dastardly 
♦Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND  :  Six  or  seven  ^^r  people  either  in  the  public  Press  or 
weeks  ago,  before  anything  of  this  kind  !  ^^  **^a*  H.^^c  ^^  out  of  that  House  ta 
became  publicly  mentioned  in  the  papers,  ^^^,  P^'t  in  any  conspiracy  of  this  kind, 
he  was  informed  by  those  who  had  j  seeking  to  blacken  the  reputation  of  a 
opportunity  of  knowing— not  Sir  Antony  !  people  who,  so  far  as  outrages  and  crime 
MacDonncl!,  from  whom  he  had  heard  \  were  considered,  stood  on  a  higher 
nothing,  directly  or  indirectly  —  [Mr.  !  position  than  the  people  of  either  England 
Walter  Long  :*  Hear,  hear !]  and  who  or  Scotland.  The  hon.  Member  (Mi. 
were  behind  the  scenes  both  in  London  '  Redmond)  then  read  extracts  from  the 
and  Ireland,  that  in  ^^ew  of  the  fact  that  1  declarations  of  Judges  at  the  recent 
Sir  Antony  had  made  a  declaration  j  Spring  Assizes  m  the  counties  alleged  to 
that  he  would  not  administer  coercion,  l>e.  disturbed  to  show  that  there  was  na 
a  determination  had  been  come  to  to  I  evidence  of  an  outbreak  of  crime  and 
force  him  out  of  Dublin  Castle  by  forcing  |  disturbance  in  any  part  of  the  country, 
coercion  upon  certain  parts  of  Ireland. !  The  newly  appointed  County  Court  Judge 
He  (iVLr.  Redmond)  hardly  thought  it '  of  Roscommon,  Mr.  Wakeley,  said  the 
credible,  but  he  was  told  to  watch  The  I  other  day  there  was  a  conspiracy  in 
Tin^s,  Irish  TimeSy  the  Globes  and  the  \  England  to  misrepresent  Ireland,  and 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary,  though  he  was  a  gentleman  bitterly 
and  of  course  he  need  hardly  say  it  was  \  opposed  to  him  in  politics,  Mr.  Wakeley 
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said  he  Bhouid  always  take  the  oppoi- 
tunity  of  standing  up  for  the  Irish  people. 
Lord  Diinraven  gave  the  same  testimony 
in  his  pamphlet,  in  which  he  said  a 
•certain  section  of  Unionists  had  been  too 
busy  painting  in  too  lurid  colours  the 
<:ondition  of  Ireland.  An  isolated  case 
might  be  quoted,  but  was  that  fair  in 
dealing  with  one  country  and  another. 
Only  the  other  day  he  read  of  a 
case  of  cattle  mutilation  in  Sunder- 
land, a  case  where  a  fanner  had 
placed  some  calves  in  a  shed  over- 
night, one  of  the  calves  was  missing  in 
the  morning,  and  the  farmer  traced  it 
to  a  field  near  at  hand  where  he  found 
it  with  its  hind  legs  cut  oS.  He  was 
not  so  foolish  or  unjust  as  to  found  any 
argument  upon  that  case.  These  offences 
were  bound  to  occur  in  every  community 
now  and  then,  but  thank  God  not  often. 
But  supposing  Ireland  was  governing 
this  country  under  coercion  and  that 
trial  by  jury  could  be  suspended  at 
the  will  of  a  single  man,  would  it  be  fair 
to  ring  the  changes,  upon  the  case  and  to 
publish  it  and  then  to  say,  **  This  is  a 
horrible  condition  of  crime  in  England. " 

Questions  had  been  asked  recently 
about  a  Return  of  the  agrarian  outrages  in 
Ireland.  He  sympathised  with  his  hon. 
friend  who  asked  why  this  Return  was 
made  at  all.  For  example,  if  a  man's  hay 
was  burned,  or  something  of  that  kind, 
why  was  that  to  be  put  down  as  an 
agrarian  offence  without  evidence  ?  And 
why  should  there  be  this  Return  for 
Ireland  more  than  for  any  other  country  ? 
This  Return  for  1904  showed  there  were 
:206  agrarian  outrages  in  Ireland  during  the 
last  twelve  months.  Of  those  206  outrages 
124  were  classed  as  intimidation,  and  of 
those  105  were  cases  of  sending  threaten- 
ing letters.  Was  it  not  a  cruel  thing 
toj^charge  against  Ireland  124  cases  of 
agrarian  intimidation,  thereby  leading 
people  to  believe  that  serious  offences 
had  been  committed,  when  105  of  those 
cases  were  threatening  letters  ?  He  be- 
lieved that  this  session  he  had  received 
certainly  105  threatening  letters,  bearing 
English  postmarks.  In  fact,  he  never 
made  a  speech  in  this  House  that  he  did 
not  receive  shoals  of  letters  and  postcards 
of  a'threatening  character,  some  of  which 
didwjfnot  come  stamped.  He  received 
most  abusive  and  threatening  letters  of 

Jl'r.  John  Fedmo  id. 


all  kinds ;  threatening  not  only  eternal 
damnation,  but  all  pains  and  penal- 
ties of  this  life,  for  his  having  expressed 
opinions  and  convictions  which  wen 
not  shared  by  the  senders.  If  these  cases 
were  all  reported  to  the  police  and 
solemnly  put  into  a  Return  as  outrages 
what  a  farce  it  would  be.  Yet  it  was 
on  a  string  of  figures  like  this  that  the 
Committee  were  asked  to  j^elieve  that 
agrarian  outrages  existed  in  Ireland. 
Agrarian  crime  did  not  exist  in  Ireland. 
There  was  no  such  thing.  He  found 
further  down  in  the  Return,  under  the 
head  of  injuries  to  property,  thirteen 
cases  !  Thirteen  cases  in  twelve  months 
amongst  a  population  of  4,500,000 ! 
The  Return  showed  nothing.  If  they 
went  to  the  general  criminal  statistics, 
they  would  find  that  Ireland  stood  far 
above  either  Eujkland  and  Scotland  not 
only  in  the  matter  of  serious  crimes,  but 
of  an  crimes. 

Coming  back  to  his  charge  against 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  he  said 
that  since  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  been  made  Chief  Secretary  he  had 
pandered  to  those  who  had  endeavoured' 
to  raise  the  cry  that  Ireland  was  in  a 
state  of  disturbance  and  that  coercion 
must  be  put  into  force.  He  had  done 
so  by  his  speeches,  in  which  he  had 
never  failed  to  say  something  about  the 
necessity  of  maintaining  law  and  order. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  done  that 
in  order  to  pander  to  the  attempt  that 
was  being  made  to  force  coercion  on 
Ireland.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  done  more  than  that ;  he  had  drafted 
hundreds  of  extra  police  into  this  distri  *t 
of  county  Gal  way,  with  the  object  of  creat- 
ing the  idea  that  it  was  necessary  to  take 
some  steps  to  protect  life  and  property, 
when  he  could  not  quote  an  instance 
where  the  life  and  property  of  any  man 
in  that  district  had  been  threatened. 
What  else  had  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man done  ?  He  had  created  a  little 
reign  of  terror  there  with  these  police- 
men. Would  it  be  believed  that  the 
innocent  recreation  of  playing  a  band 
along  a  countr}^  roaa  was  forbidden  in 
this  district?  A  band  recently  had 
proceeded  a  short  way  along  a  countriv 
road  when  it  was  met  by  some  polict^ 
and  ordered  to  stop  playing  and  to  gd, 
back.    The    men    ceased    playing    and 
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turned  back  along  the  road,  and  the 
police  came  after  them  and  turned 
upon  them  and  broke  up  their  instru- 
ments, and  then  these  men  for  whom 
their  neighbours  had  subscribed  money 
to  buy  a  new  drum  and  other  instruments, 
^ere  told  if  they  brought  the  band  out 
:again,  during  the  day  or  night,  any- 
where in  that  district,  the  instruments 
i;7ould  be  broken  up  again. 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  also  employed 
-the  police  in  their  spare  time  in  making 
'domiciliary  visits  all  through  that  district. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  this  House 
recently  tried  to  turn  the  matter  off  with 
;a  laugh,  but  it  was  too  serious  a  matter. 
•Coula    anyone   imagine    anything   more 
initating,  more  maddening  to  the  people 
of  a  district  where  no  disturbance  existed 
at  the  present  moment  than  domiciUary 
'visits  being  made  at  all  hours  of  the  day 
and  night?     The  right  hon.   Gentleman 
admitted  that  some  visits  were  made  by 
night,  but  said  they  were  not  made  at  any 
hour  wher  people  ought  to  be  in  bed  ? 
What  right  had  he  to  say  at  what  hour 
the  people  should  be  in  bed.     The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  admitted  that  one 
visit  was  made  at  10.30  at  night,  hours 
after  many  of  these  people  were  in  bed. 
He   warned   the   right  hon.   Gentleman 
'that  by  proceedings  of  this  kind  he  might 
<create  in  that  part  of  Ireland  a  state  of 
things  which  he  had  assuined  had  been 
in  existence  for  some  time.    The  right 
bon.     Gentleman    had    also    instituted 
proceedings  at  law  against  certain  persons 
in   this   district.     Against  that  he   had 
nothing  to  say.     If  men  offended  against 
the   law  let  them  be   tried   fairly   and 
impartially.     In   this   country    in   cases 
of  this  kind  men  were  made  amenable 
to  the  law  by  being  summoned  before  a 
magistrate  and  sent  to   trial  in  serious 
cases,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  tried 
that  procedure  in   some  parts    of    this 
•district,  but  he  had  now  mended  his  plan. 
The    right    hon.    Gentleman    was    now 
engaged  in  a  most  provocative  course 
of  procedure,  viz.,  arresting  these  people 
in    their    homes,    taking     them    before 
magistrates,  and   then,  when  they  were 
committed  for  trial,  releasing  them  again. 
Why   was  that  done  ?    Did   the   right 
hon.  Gentleman  think  that  these  people 
were  going  to  run  away  to  America  to 
avoid   his   summonses  ?     No   such   pre- 
posterous claim  could  be  put  forward. 


Why  did  he  not  summon  these  men 
instead  of  arresting  them  and  dragging 
them  from  their  homes  ?  On  May  1st, 
between  the  hours  of  four  and  six  in 
the  morning,  thirteen  mci  were  dragged 
from  their  beds  by  the  police,  taken 
a  long  distance  to  Ballinasloe,  given 
no  food,  brought  before  a  magistrate, 
returned  for  trial,  and  then  at  once 
released.  Oould  anything  be  more 
provocative  ?  Why  were  not  these 
men  summoned  1  Or  if  it  was  neces- 
sary to  arrest  them,  whjr  should 
the  proceedings  be  carried  out  in  the 
middle  of  the  night  ?  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  allowed  his  advisers 
to  lead  him  into  courses  of  that  kind  he 
would  create  disorder.  ["That  is  what 
he  wants."]  It  was  absurd  to  imagine 
that  such  proceedings  could  be  carried 
on  without  the  most  provocative  effect 
upon  the  whole  paople. 

He  respectfully  warned  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  he  ought  not 
to  allow  himself  to  be  drawn  along 
this  road.  He  gave  that  warning 
quite  disinterestedly  as  he  had  never 
concealed  his  belief  that  the  national 
movement  in  Ireland  was  generally 
strengthened  by  coercion.  Whereever 
the  national  movement  was  some- 
what apathetic,  the  one  infallible  remedy 
to  stimulate  it  into  action  was  a  little 
of  the  salt  of  coercion.  Therefore  in 
giving  this  advice  he  was  not  thinking 
of  the  immediate  prospects  of  the  na- 
tional movement.  He  took  a  wider 
and  graver  view  of  his  responsibilities. 
He  was  one  of  those  who  looked  forward 
to  the  day  when  there  would  be  a  possi- 
bility of  reoonciUation  between  the  two 
nations,  when  the  people  of  this  country 
might  get  better  and  truer  information 
about  Ireland,  when  they  would  see  in  a 
truer  light  the  facts  of  the  Irish  situa- 
tion, and  understand  more  clearly  the 
true  meaning  of  the  forces  represented 
by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  ;  and  when, 
on  the  other  hand,  the  people  of  Ireland 
would  be  able  to  take  perhaps  a  fairer 
or  more  generous  view  of  the  nistakes 
committed  by  this  country.  He  spoke 
for  himself  m  sa}ii»g  that,  &M  it  was 
unnecessary  to  add  that  such  a  recon- 
ciliation could  take  place  only  on  con- 
ditions which  would  leave  Ireland  free 
for  the  management  of  her  own  affairs. 
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serionsnese  he  warned  the  ri^ht 
leman  that  the  road  along 
vas  being  pushed  was  a  fatal 
was  being  made  the  servant, 
Unionist  Party  in  Ireland,  but 
in  of  that  Party,  which  all' 
e  history  of  Ireland  had  the 
i — a  section  of  men  who  had 
;y  aod  no  cause,  whose 
Ell  creed  was  greed,  and  who 
e  just  the  same  as  they  were 

years  ago.  Ho  would  read 
mittee  an  extract  from  a  letter 
1792  by  Mr.  Edmund  Burke  to 
i,  Secretary  for  Ireland.  At  that 
ish  Parhament  was  beginning 

way  towards  loosening  the 
the  Catholics  of  Ireland,  the 
nancipation  Act  of  the  follow- 
as  beginoing  to  be  discussed. 

Protestant  Parliament,  and 
.s  a  whole  it  was  in  favour 
: tension  of  the  liberties  of 
there  was  a  powerful  section 
itterlj-  opposed  to  it,  and  who 

Mr.  Dundas  with  what  they 
f  the  loosening  of  the  bonds 
'holies  permitted  any  inter- 
th  their  monopoly  of  place 
.  They  were  then  strenuous 
of  the  Irish  Parliament  and 
iselves  Irish  Nationalists,  but 
Ir.  Dundas  that  if  this  policy 
hey  would  cease  to  support 
arliament  and  become  Union- 
Burke  wrote  as  follows — 
Dbart  is  Dot  Bomewhat  mietaken  in 
of  the  d  LspoBition  of  the  Council  of 
id  Commons  of  Ireland  it  ib  not 
r  advantaRe.     Rather  than  admit 

participation  in  their  privileges 
(ly  to  al>an(ioD  tliein  altogether. 
their  Parliament  House,  and  to 
)vince  of  England.  If  you  had  a 
rer  peevishness  in  kind  ynu  would 
at  the  sooner  tbey  eieeute  their 
*   better,   tliat   they   have    been 

the  ciu-Hc,  the  scoui^c.  and  the 
rish  nation,  and  that  never  having 
e  act  of  real  Icgislstion,  when  they 
□n  to  adopt  a  measure  of  justice, 
the  circamHlance?  of  Ihe  limes, 
9  an  outrage  an  attempt  to  rentier 
It  of  some  UB6  to  their  iinhappy 
ey  actually  threotcn  it  you  do  not 
'r  to  quarrel  with  their  places 
,  t',  surrender  with  dindam  iheir 
nopoly  and  to  break  up  the  great 

never  carried  on  to  its  full  per- 
n  Ireland,  of  the  whole  art  and 
bhery, 

i  Burke's  description  of  the 
n  of  the  Protestants  of  Ireland 
Rcdy.ond. 
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■ho  formed  the  ascendancy  factioa  ift 


that  day.  Their  lineal  Buccesaors  in  Irish 
politics  were  animated  by  just  the  same 
spirit,  and  if  the  right  hon.  Gentlemau 
allowed  them  to  push  him  along  the  road 
instead  of  eseTcisiDg  an  independeot 
judgment,  his  career  in  Ireland  would 
end,  as  the  career  of  so  many  of  his  pre- 
decessors had  ended,  in  ruin  for  the 
int«restB  of  law  and  order  and  good 
government,  and  probably  disgrace  to 
himself.     He    begged    to    move. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Item  A  be  reduced  by  £100,  in 
respect  of  the  Salary  of  the  Chief 
Secretory."— (Mf.  John  Redmond.) 

Mr.  WILLIAM  MOORE  (Antrim,  N.) 
joined  in  the  wish  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Waterford  that  the  time 
might  soon  come  when  the  people  of 
this  country,  by  a  wider  diffusion  of  true 
information,  would  understand  the  reil 
position  oE  afiairs  in  Ireland.  Irish 
Unionists  had  never  concealed  what  the 
true  facts  were.  At  the  time  of  the 
Home  Rule  controversies,  as  soon  as  the 
true  facts  of  the  case  were  brought 
home  to  the  people  of  Great  Britain, 
Irish  Unionists  were  able,  simply  owing 
to  the  spread  of  truth,  to  secure  a  verdict 
in  their  favour,  and  the  same  result 
would  happen  again.  While  he  regarded 
as  a  base  and  unworthy  charge  the  ac> 
cusation  that  the  Chief  Secretary  had 
manufactured  the  cases  referred  to- 
by the  hon.  Member  for  the  purpose 
of  evoking  the  special  provisions  of 
the  Crimes  Act,  he  congratulated  his^ 
right  hon.  friend  on  the  fact  that  such 
a  speech  had  been  made  against  him. 
It  was  some  time  since  charges  of  cor- 
rupt administration  had  been  brought 
against  the  chief  executive  officer  of 
the  Irish  Government,  and  the  more 
such  charges  were  made  against  the 
Chief  Secretary  the  greater  conSdence^ 
would  Irish  Unionists  feel  in  him- 
Specches  such  as  that  just  delivered 
would  do  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  a 
great  deal  of  good  in  Ireland,  and,  when, 
analysed,  no  harm  in  England. 

The  bon.  and  learned  Member  had  said 
with  truth  that  there  had  been  a  change- 
of  policy  in  Ireland.  There  had  indeecL 
been    a    most    satisfactory    change    o4 

\ 
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policy.  Owing  to  the  action  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  during  his  short 
tenure  of  ofifice  there  had  grown  up  a 
marked  feeling  of  confidence  in  those 
very  parts  of  Ireland  and  among  those 
very  classes  of  the  people  which  it  was 
the  duty  of  a  Unionist  Administration 
to  encourage.  The  object  of  Irish 
Unionists  was  to  secure  in  every  part  of 
Ireland  an  absolutely  impartial  ad- 
ministration of  the  law.  Under  a  former 
regime  there  had  been  grounds  for 
suspecting  that  the  administration  was 
not  impartial,  but  within  the  last  two 
months  a  most  marked  change  had 
come  over  the  feelings  of  those  who 
had  a  stake  in  the  country,  shopkeepers 
as  well  as  landlords  believing  that  the 
law  was  going  to  be  enforced  irrespective 
of  persons. 

He  would  ask  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Waterford  to  forgive  him 
for  not  going  into  detail  in  reference 
to  the  topics  to  which  he  had  alluded, 
but  there  were  some  other  topics  upoc 
which  he  desired  to  say  something. 
He  thought  that  when  the  matter 
came  to  be  considered  in  England 
the  gravamen  of  the  charges  which 
had  been  made  against  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary would  scarcely  bear  close  examina- 
tion. One  complaint  made  bj  the 
hop.  and  learned  Member  was  that  in 
a  certain  district  in  Galway  the  police 
made  domiciliary  visits  at  10.30  at  night. 
Was  that  a  crime  on  the  part  of  the  police 
whose  duty  it  was  to  preserve  the  peace 
of  the  district  ?  Was  it  a  crime  for  these 
men  to  knock  at  the  doors  of  certain 
houses  to  make  inquiries,  more  especially 
w^hen  this  was  done,  as  had  been  stated 
by  the  Chief  Secretary,  with  the  consent 
of  the  occupiers.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  told  them  that  if  he  found  that 
the  system  being  pursued  on  this  matter 
constituted  an  intrusion  he  would  have 
it  stopped  wherever  there  was  a  griev- 
ance Then  it  was  said  that  certain  men 
should  be  made  amenable  to  the  ordinary 
law.  It  appeared  that  in  one  case 
-some  eleven  or  twelve  men,  instead  of 
being  summoned  before  the  magistrate 
in  the  usual  way,  were  arrested  and  taken 
out  of  their  houses  early  in  the  morning. 
As  in  this  case  the  men  were  liberated 
on  bail  almost  immediately,  he  did  not 
think  there  was  very  much  of  a  grievance 


in  that.  The  explanation  of  this  case 
had  been  given  in  the  House  that  day. 
These  men  were  arrested  at  a  very  early 
hour.  In  Ireland  it  was  in  the  discretion 
of  the  magistrates  whether  a  person 
should  be  brought  up  by  arrest  or  by 
a  summons,  and  these  men  were  arrested, 
upon  the  statement  of  the  officer 
responsible  to  this  House  in  order  to 
avoid  a  tumultuous  assembly.  If  in  order 
to  avoid  a  breach  of  the  peace  it  was 
considered  necessary  to  arrest  certain 
men  he  thought  hon.  Members  would 
agree  with  him  that  there  was  nothing 
verv  serious  in  that.  Then  there  was  the 
band,  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber appeared  to  think  was  a  very  harsh 
case.  They  knew  how  innocent  some 
of  these  transactions  could  be  made  to 
look.  He  said  that  this  band  was  going 
through  an  uninhabited  part  of  the 
countr}"^.  He  thought  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  was  going  to  tell  them 
the  whole  of  the  facts  but  hq  had  omitted 
some  very  material  facts.  He  did  not 
say  where  this  band  was  going.  They 
had  announced  their  intention  of  holding 
a  musical  demonstration  at  a  farm  in 
possession  of  a  man  whom  the  United 
Irish  League  were  terrorising.  , 

Mr.  JOHN  REDMOND:  I  do  not 
accept  that  statement. 

Mr.  ROCHE  (Galway,  E.)  said  there 
was  no  meeting  on  that  occasion. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  MOORE  ;  No,  there 
was  no  meeting  because  before  the  band 
got  there  it  was  stopped  by  the  police, 
and  that  was  what  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  had  complained  of.  The  police 
acted  with  the  most  perfect  propriety. 
This  was  a  band  which  intended  to  in- 
timidate a  man  who  had  as  much  right 
to  carry  on  his  trade  without  any  in- 
timidation as  any  man  in  this  country, 
and  when  a  band  set  out,  in  defiance 
of  the  warning  and  the  proclamatio.i 
issued  by  the  police,  to  serenade  with  the 
object  of  attracting  a  crowd,  he  thought 
the  police  were  justified  in  interfering. 

There  was  another  matter  upon  which 
he  desired  to  express  his  approval  of  the 
action  of  the  Irish  Executive,  and  that 
was  in  connection  with  the  landing  of 
the  sheriff  on  Dursey  Island.    He   was 
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surprised  that  the  bon.  and  learned 
Member  bad  not  drawn  attention  to 
the  matter.  In  this  case  the  sberiff 
went  to  the  island  in  an  Admiralty 
gunboat  called  the  "Storm  Cock,"  and, 
resistance  being  offered,  he  was  pro- 
tected by  the  police,  when  be  proceeded 
to  execute  the  writ  of  the  King's  Court. 
The  duty  of  a  sheriff  was  a  very  un- 
pleasant one,  and  he  quite  agreed  that 
there  was  not  likely  to  be  anybody  in 
that  House  who  did  not  sympathise 
with  the  poor  people.  The  officers  had 
of  course  to  do  their  duty  and  obey  the 
orders  of  the  highest  Court  of  the  land. 
Nobody  could  say  that  they  were  guilty 
of  misdemeanour  in  doing  so.  What 
was  the  law  ?  Lord  Chief  -  Barou 
PaUes'  opinion  on  the  subject  was  as 
follows.  Speaking  previous  to  sen- 
tencing prisoners  found  guilty  of  wil- 
fully obstructing  the  sheriff  in  the 
execution  of  his  duty,  he  said — 

"Speaking    generftlly    for    the    purpose    of 

iiointinK  my  ohservations  to  the  nultt^r  in  hand, 
may  etate  that  upon  fach  of  these  occseiond 
when  the  sheriff  arrived  with  bia  force  for  the 
jiurpoee  of  executing  those  writs,  there  wrro 
attempts  by  his  bailifTs  to  cuecute  them,  that 
such  bailifiB  were  assaulted  in  thpir  attempted 
execution  of  thotv  writs,  and  that  that  at- 
tempted execution,  and  the  assaults  upon  the 
bailiff  consequent  upon  it,  lasted  for  a  pericd 
upon  each  occasion  ol  about  an  hour.  Durinfi 
the  entire  of  that  time  the  Rovat  Irisn  Con- 
stabulary, standing  there  under  the  orders  ol 
the  county  inspectors,  did  not  move.  No 
order  was  given  to  them  by  the  magistrate  in 
command  for  one  whole  hour,  during  which 
the  officer  of  the  Queen  was  attempting 
eiecute  Her  Majesty's  writ.  For  one  whi 
hour  breaches  o(  the  peace,  in  gross  and  open 
violation  of  the  law,  in  contempt  of  the  authority 
of  the  Queen,  and  of  her  mandate  to  the  sheriff, 
were  persisted  in,  in  the  presenceof  that  strong 
force  of  constabulary,  and  they  did  nothing. 
Upon,  as  I  understand  it,  the  conclusion  of  that 
])eriod,  orders  were  given  to  them  by  the 
resident  magistrateP,  and  the  moment  those 
orders  were  given  they  performed  their  duty, 
not  only  with  a  promptitude  and  courage 
which  cannot  be  too  highly  commended,  but 
with  a  remarkable  amount  of  patience  anil 
forbearance,  clearly  evidenced  by  the  fact 
that  of  the  several  thousands  constituting  the 
riotous  mobs  upon  the  occasions  in  question 
there  is  no  suggestion  that  injuiT  was  suffered 
by  one.  In  the  observations  I  make  I  ad- 
visedly exclude  all  reference  to  the  military. 
Their  officers  were  bound  to  wait  for  the  com- 
mand of  the  civil  authority.  I  advisedly  also 
refrain  from  referring  to  subordinate  officers, 
to  district  inspectors,  and  the  sergeants  and 
men  of  the  constabulary  who  were  under  their 
control.  They  were  bound  to  wait  for  the 
orders  of  tbi-  eonnty  inapectota.  My  obwrra- 
Mr.  WdLam  Moore. 
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tiona  are  pointed,  in  the   &rst    -"-*— ~  -   . 
two  county  inspectors    and    to   tbe  two  i?-.~ 
magistrates  then   present,      (and    only  upir  : 
hypothesis    that    they    were      &ctiii«    <r~- 
orden  and  upon  their  oim    re«poiiai%il::i 
they  actitd  upon  orders,  far    be   it  froa:  c; 
make     the     slightest     reflectiOD       upon    -^ 
because    they    were   obejring     the    dicus- 
their  superiors.     But  I  talEe  Iciave  to  cay  tii 
point  of  law,  no  illegal  order  or  unocKWtiis'.'- 
order,   given   by   an  official — -bo    he   laspn 
General,  or,  going  higher,  e-v^n  Under-SKf- 
or   Chief  Secretary   to  the     Liord    Lieut«u:.- 
can  justify  any  man  in  the    viohttioa    d  - 
Uw ;    and    howsoever    high     the       pocitnc 
these     officialn   may   be,    they    Kre      bounl 
our  Constitution  tD  obey   the  Jair  in  the  it:- 
way   as    the   humblest    main     irho    walk^  - 


That  was  what  a  Judge  of  the  H^- 
Court  had  said.  It  \ras  obviowJi 
breach  of  the  duty  of  any  official  i" 
other  person  to  disobey  the  decree  t 
the  King's  Court.  And  to  have  it  s«^ 
as  had  been  said  in  the  class  of  liter»tct 
to  which  he  had  referred,  that  in  laodai 
a  force  on  Dursey  Island  to  carrj-  os' 
the  decree  of  the  King's  Bench  tt'rtwi 
was  a  scandal^ that  was  an  absote 
misrepresentation  of  the  case. 

Mr.  swift  MACNEILL  (Donegal.  S. 
Will  the  hon.  Gentleman  tell  me  in  ff 
ference  to  that  charge  is  it  cot  a  chs^^ 
of  Chief  Baron  Palles  given  at  tie  Wiott: 
Assizes  at  Sligo  in  1887,  snd  was  not  thtt 
charge  in  condemnation  of  the  Execu»'* 
Government  of  the  time  ? 

Mr.  WILLIAM  MOORE :  Perhaps  tie 
hon.  Gentleman  would  like  to  read  it  '■ 

Mr.    swift   MACNEILL:     I   kno« 


Mb.  WILLIAM  MOORE  said  he  wouli 
now  pass  to  another  matter,  one  iTt-~ 
reference  to  the  Estates  Commisaioaen'- 
He  thought  that  the  arrival  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  in  Ireland  had  done 
a  great  deal  towards  influencing  for 
the  better  the  action  of  the  Estates 
Commissioners.  A  very  significant  fact 
with  regard  to  the  Estates  (bmmiasioner.i 
would  be  found  in  this.  As  the  A<^f 
of  1903  was  passed,  the  House  would 
remember  that  there  were  two  ways  j; 
which  a  man  could  get  rid  of  hie  lai** 
He  could  either  deal  direct  with  »j 
tenants  or  he  could  sell  to  his  tenants  &y 
selling  in  bulk  in  the  first  instance  to  tl^-j 


-I 
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Estates  Commissioners,  and  a  very  good 
clue  to  the  confidence  which  at  the  start 
of  the  Act  was  felt  by  the  general  public 
who  had  land  to  sell  was  this,  that  practi- 
cally, except  in  those  parts  of  Ireland 
where  intimidation  was  rife,  everyone 
refused  to  sell  to  the  Estates  Com- 
missioners. Nearly  everybody  pre- 
ferred to  negotiate  with  his  tenants  him  - 
self,  and  conversely  when  they  got  to 
Connaught  and  to  the  very  place  where 
intimidation  was  rife  they  found  the 
local  bodies — branches  of  the  United 
Irish  League  and  in  other  places,  Town 
Tenants'  Leagues — ^in  Tipperary  and  Cork 
cases  were  brought  to  his  knowledge — 
they  were  insisting  that  they  would  in  no 
way  deal  unless  the  sale  was  made  through 
the  Estates  Commissioners.  He  thought 
if  a  Return  were  published  the  number  of 
estates  outside  Connaught  sold  to  the 
Commissioners  would  be  limited  to  some- 
thing imder  ten.  And  unfortunately 
there  was  a  great  deal  of  idea  abroad 
that  the  Estates  Commissioners  were 
very  apt  to  lend  themselves  to  the  local 
behests  of  the  United  Irish  League.  He 
was  glad  to  say  that  that  had  been 
altered.  The  other  day  the  Estates  Com- 
missioners for  the  first  time  published  a 
circular  which  had  reference  to  the  pro- 
ceedings in  the  West  of  Ireland — a  most 
proper  circular,  and  the  only  misfortune 
was  that  it  was  not  published  twelve 
months  ago— that  where  they  found  that 
local  intimidation  was  on  foot  for  the  pur- 
pose of  forcing  the  owners  to  sell  the  land 
to  themselves  (the  Estates  Commissioners) 
they  would  absolutely  decline  to  deal. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  Was  that  a 
circular  or  a  letter  ? 

Mr.  WILLIAM  MOORE  thought  the 
hon.  Member  was  right.  It  was  a  letter 
which  appeared  in  the  papers  and  which 
was  published,  he  supposed,  by  the  Com- 
missioners or  by  the  Executive,  and  it 
appeared  in  the  whole  of  the  Irish  Press. 
With  regard  to  the  question  of  the  Estates 
Commissioners,  as  they  all  knew  they  had 
a  very  strong  power  and  he  would  like  to 
know  in  a  particular  case  which  had 
attracted  a  great  deal  of  public  attention 
how  it  was  going  to  be  exercised.  It  was 
Ap  ^  ^^^  which  had  been  brought  several 
^,  times  before  the  House  by  Question  and 
^  Answer    by     his    hon.     friends.      The 


IL 

out 


Commissioners  had  the  power  of  deciding 
what  part  of  a  landlord's  estate  was  to 
constitute  an  estate  for  the  purposes- 
of  the  Act,  and  the  importance  of  the 
decision  on  that  was  this,  that  unless  they 
declared  the  bit  which  the  landlord  was 
able  to  sell  an  estate  he  would  get  no- 
bonus  and  practically  there  would  be  na 
sale.  He"  found  that  on  an  estate  in  Cork 
— the  Amott  estate 

Mr.  DILLON  :  A  very  interesting 
point  of  order  arises  here,  and  we 
should  be  clear  upon  it.  I  perceive  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  is  going 
to  discuss  in  detail  the  action  of  the 
Estates  Commissioners.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Waterford  disoussed 
the  action  of  the  Estates  Commissioners  in 
so  far  as,  according  to  their  Report,  it  had 
been  dictated  by  the  regulations  of  the 
Executive.  The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber opposite  is  going  a  step  further,  and  i» 
discussing  the  powers  of  the  Estates 
Commissioners  and  the  action  they  have 
taken  on  their  own  responsibility. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.) :  This 
is  a  matter  which  is  sub  judice.  J  \ 

The  DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN:  If  the 
case  is  sub  judice  certainly  it  cannot  be 
discussed.  Nor  do  I  think  the  action  of 
the  Estates  Commissioners  can  be  gone 
into  in  detail  as  the  hon.  Gentleman 
proposes.  The  action  of  the  Commis- 
sioners, I  understand,  is  Hke  that  of  a 
legal  Court.  fNATiONALiST  cries  of  "  No^ 
no  I  "1 

Mr.  DILLON  :  It  is  not  in  that  sense^ 
a  legal  Court.  It  is  subject  to  the  Exe- 
cutive and  the  criticism  of  this  House. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Water- 
ford  guarded  himself  specially  and  said 
he  was  entitled  to  discuss  the  action 
of  the  Commissioners  in  so  far  as,  accord- 
ing to  their  Report,  that  action  had 
been  coerced  or  dictated  by  the  Execu- 
tive Government.  The  hon.  Member 
opposite  is  going  a  step  further  than 
that.  He  is  discussing  the  action  of 
the  Commissioners  in  so  far  as  they 
are  acting  independently  and  on  their 
own  judgment.  I  do  not  object  in  the 
least,  but  I  only  want  to  know  whether 
we  will  be  at  Uberty  to  answer  it. 
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XUf^ELL  (Tyrone,  S.) :  I 
1  give  no  decision  which 
way  tn  the  discuBsion  ot 
lere  the  Executive  have 
th  the  Eatatee  Oommis- 
eversed  their  proceedings. 
illy  diScrent  thing. 

tRNEY  -  GENERAL    for 

r.  Atkinson,  Londonderry, 
alao  sub  judice. 

EUSSELL:  In  eo  far  as 
n  administrative  operation 
hoo,  and  learned  Gentle- 
that  that  wiU  come  more 
on  the  Vote  for  the  Com- 


DN :  I  take  exception  to 
:.  of  the  Attorney-General. 

NSON:  I  mean  the  con- 
action  5  is  «u&  judice. 

tN  :  No,  Sir,  the  Executive 
has  decided  the  question, 
allowed  to  challenge  that. 

lAM  MOORE:  I  do  not 
ito  further  details  on  this 


HEALY :  Surely  it  is  not  j 
t  on  a  matter  afiecting  i 
ration  of  public  money, 
he  present  moment  before 
[lether  it  be  a  legal  or  ad- ' 
ribunal,  a  discussion  should 
r  the  purpose  of  affecting  i 
ith  reference  to  the  parti-  i 
tion  of  the  money,  | 

JN  :  This  is  an  important  I 
Ihe  Chairman  is  in  a  difficult  | 
1  asked  to  decide  upon  it,  I 
lepends  on  the  construction 
Parliament  which  we  have  ! 
f  closely  and  which  may 
itiarly  known  to  the  Chair- 1 
r  from  the  hon.  Member , 
>nth.  This  strikes  at  the  [ 
1  to  us  that  the  whole  of ' 
^  of  the  Commissioners  in  . 
ils  should  be  submitted  to  | 
and  criticism  ^f  the  House  i 
We  have  that  promised ' 
in  the  wording  of  the  Act 


and  in  the  promises  of  Ministers.  The 
proceedings  of  the  Commissioners  are 
not  those  of  a  judicial  body  in  the  sense 
that  they  are  withdrawn  from  the 
consideration  of  this  House. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  There  is  no 
difference  between  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mayo  and  myself .  I  think  we  have  aright 
to  object  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
opposite  discussing  a  particular  matter 
i  which  is  really  intended  to  prejudice 
I  the  tenants'  side  of  the  question  in  the 
I  Ainott  Estate  case. 
I 

{  Mb.  ATKINSON:  It  is  quite  true 
'  that  the  Commissioners  are  not  wholly 
j  in  the  position  of  Judges.  It  is  quite 
!  true  that  some  of  them  are  under  the 
!  control  of  the  Executive  and  some  of 
I  them  guided  by  the  regulations  but, 
at  the  time  they  are  judicial  in  this 
sense,  that  they  have  to  decide  certain 
applications  that  come  before  them 
upon  facta  that  come  before  them,  and 
while  they  are  deciding  these  applications. 
I  submit  that  they  are  in  the  same 
position  as  any  other  judicial  authority, 
I  and  that  you  should  not  discuss  the 
<  matter  of  that  application. 

Mb.  DILLO^  :  I  absolutely  protest 
against  this  interpretation  made  by 
the  Attorney-GeneriJ. 

The  DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN  :  If  the 
Commissioners  are  acting  under  the  rea- 
yrt)Dsibility  of  the  Executive,  of  course 
their  actions  can  be  discuseed.  If  the  oi^e 
is  sub  judice,  of  course  it  cannot  be  dis- 
cussed. 

Mb.  DILLOh  :  But  what  is  the 
meaning  of  sub  judice  ?  I  cannot  allow 
it  to  pass  without  protesting  against 
the  assumption  of  the  Attorney-General 
that  the  action  of  the  Commissioner,,  is 
withdrawn  from  the  discussion  of  the 
House  of  Commops, 

Me.  BLAKE  (Longford,  8  ) :  I  venture 
to  hope  that  the  hon.  Member  opposite 
will  not  carry  this  furthei.  I  think  the 
point  is  important,  and  it  requires  serious 

'  consideration    before     a    conclusion    is 

'  roBohed. 
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Mb.  WILLIAM  HOOBE  said  be  would 
not  state  anything  that  was  to  the  pre- 
judice of  the  case.  What  he  was  about  to 
bring  to  the  notice  of  the  Committee 
was  a  certain  statement  made  in  regard 
to  this  estate  that  the  Commissioners 
had  acted  in  a  particular  way.  If  the 
statement  were  true,  he  thought  it  was 
a  case  in  which  the  Executive  should 
exercise  their  control.  In  deference  to 
the  hon.  Member  he  did  not  put  it  further 
than  that. 

He     came     now      to     the     question 
of  the  constabulary.    He  thought  that 
the  feeling  in  the  force,   so  far  as  he 
could  see,  was  greatly  improved  during 
the  last  couple   of  months.     The   con- 
stables had  more  confidence  that  they 
would  be  protected — ^a  confidence  which 
unfortunately  previous  to  this  they  had 
largely  lost.    From  all  he  could  find  out — 
and  he  had  been  talking  to  some  of  them 
— ^he  believed  a  great  deal  had  been  done 
in  the  way  of  strengthening  the  esprit 
de  corps  between  the  officers  and  men, 
and   the    belief   was   now   much    more 
general  than  it  was  formerly  that  they 
would  be  protected  in  the  discharge  of 
their  duty.    He  saw  the  other  day  at 
Limerick  an  application  was  made  in 
the  matter  of  some  malicious  incendiarism, 
and   the   application   was   tried   before 
County    Court    Judge-    Adams.     Judge 
Adams  they  all  knew,  and  he  did  not 
suggest  that  he  had  any  prejudices  or 
sympathies.     If  he  had,   hon.  Members 
opposite  would  agree  that  they  rather  lay 
with     the     Nationalist      Members.      A 
police  sergeant  went  before  the  Judge 
and     stated     that     he      believed     the 
application     was     a     bogus     one.     If 
the  Judge  had  acted  on  that  evidence 
there   would   not   be   another  word   to 
say,  but  the  Judge  said  he  had  no  doubt 
malice  had  been  proved  and  injury  had 
taken  place,  but  he  held  there  was  not 
a  tittle  of  evidence  to  support  the  con- 
stable's  statement.     That    was   an    ex- 
traordinary thing  to  happen,  coming  as 
the  statement  did  from  a  constable  who 
was    supposed    to    know    the    district. 
It  was  a  matter  that  should  be  investi- 
gated,   and    if    any    investigation    had 
taken    place    he    should    be    very   glad ' 
to  know  the  result.     The  Chief  Secretary 
had  behind  him  the  fullest  approval  of 
those  who  wished  to  see  the  law  enforced, 
particularly  in  regard  to  public  meetings 
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in  those  districts  in  the  West  of  Ireland 
where  unfortunately  intimidation  pre- 
vailed. He  did  not  wish  to  see  the  right 
of  public  meeting  prevented,  ;^but  it  had 
been  properly  prevented  where,  in  the 
judgment  of  those  responsible  «^f or  the 
peace  of  the  country,  it  would  lead  to  a 
breach  of  the  peace.  He  had  no^doubt 
that  a  great  many  of  the  constituents 
of  Members  opposite]|who  wanted  security 
for  themselves  woiud  also  support  the 
Chief  Secretary  in  this  matter.  It  was 
also  satisfactory  to  find  district  inspectors 
and  county  inspectors  and  the  force 
generally  were  not  intimidated  by  the 
fact  that  a  gentleman,  knowing  what  he 
was  about,  had  committed  a  breach  of  the 
law,  from  doing  their  duty.  So  long  as 
that  course  was  pursued,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  have  the  support^  of 
the  Members  from  Ireland  who  sat  ^  on 
those  benches. 

There  was  a  case    also    where   local 
justices  refused  to  attest  a  recruit  for 
service  in  the  Army.      The   men  who 
did  that  were  not  fit  to  hold  the  com- 
mission of  the  peace.     It  was  clearly  a 
matter  which  ought  to  receive  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Chief  Secretary.     There  were 
also  cases  in  which  justices  were  very  apt 
to  act,  and  especially  ex-officio  justices, 
in  defiance  of  evidence.     He  knew  it  was 
a  delicate  subject  to  touch,  but  there  were 
cases  which  were  too  plain.     He  referred 
to  one  case  where  the  defendant  admitted 
he  committed  the  ofience,  and  yet  the 
magistrates  ordered  his  acquittal.     There 
was  a  case  at  Westport.     A  Bible-reader 
met  a  Roman  Catholic  clergyman  and 
assaulted  him,  as  he  admitted.     The  case 
came  before   the   magistrates,   three  in 
number.     They    unanimously    acquitted 
the  prisoner,  although  he  said  he  assaulted 
the  man  and  would  do  so  again.     That 
carried    the    law    into    contempt.     He 
noticed  in  the  same  week  a  priest  was 
assaulted  in  the  street  in  Belfast,   the 
defendant  holding  a  Bible  close  to  the 
priest's  nose,  saying  he  was  in  need  of  it. 
Although  he  had  not  laid  a  hand  upon 
the  priest  he  was  fined  40s.  or  a  month's 
imprisonment   with   hard   labour.     This 
showed  that  the  law  was  administered 
in  one  way  at  Westport  and  in  another 
way  at  Belfast.     Where  there  was  open 
disregard  of  evidence  in  law  the  Lord- 
Chancellor  should  take  action  and  remove 
these  gentlemen  from  the  administration 
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of  iustdce.  Ait«i  all,  the  administration 
of  local  justice  went  to  the  security  and 
oontentment  of  Ireland. 

TT.  ._  J  i.:jfj,jgjjjg  heartily  approved  of 
icy  that  had  been  carried  out 
asteix  weeks.  The  first  con- 
>r  the  country  was  the  obserT- 
iforcement  of  the  law  of  the 
t  was  successfully  asserted,  he 
bt  the  Chief  Secretary  would 
0  the  full  the  policy  which, 
present,  they  had  earnestly 
right  hou.  Gentleman  would 
imely,  the  industrial  side, 
so  far  as  the  Bann  was 
;hey  had  had  an  offer  from 


month  of  FehrnaTy ;  and  that  was 
supplemented  afterwards  by  saying  that 
he  had  never  heard  a  word  about  the 
case  until  Febraaty.  Whatever  that 
right  hon.  Qent'eraan's  respoi^ibility 
might  be  itwas  limited  till  alter  February. 
Who,  then,  did  deal  with  Constable 
Anderson  ?  It  was  the  Under-SeoreUry 
and  the  Inspector-General.  What  were 
the  facts '  This  man  was  dismissed  in 
December.  On  January  2nd  a  letter  was 
written  by  hia  solicitor  enclonog  a 
medioal  certificate  which  was  received  in 
Dublin  Castle  on  January  3{d.  It  was 
tbia  medical  certificate  which  induced 
the  right  hon.   Member  for  Dover   to 

-  _     .,  ^  reinstate   Anderson.    According  to   the 

Ml.  Gentleman  to  reorganise    ^^^^^^j     ^f     ^^      .^j    ^o^_     ^^^_ 

-'^'?^*^.!!!^J!?„l^!l*.^u■!ber  for  Dover  the  police  records  of 
Anderson  were  for  seventeen  and 
a-half  years  perfectly  clear. 


say  that  that  was  very  much, 

ly    rate,  if  the   Nationalists 

paralysing    the    executive 

the     ChrowD    by    acting   in 

the  forces  of  law  and  order  in 

,  it  was   obvious   that   they 

IS  the  industrial  developmunt 

The  hon.  Member  for  Mayo 

od  enough  to  give  him  notice 

nded  to  attack  him  in  regard 

had  said  about  Sir  Anton> 

What  he  said  and  what  he 

tbout   the  Under-Secretary's 

regard     to     the     unhappy 

tse  was  this, — parenthetically 

,y  that  he  did  not  think  it 

aeful  to  the  Under-Secretary 

ase  should  be  m>  constantly 

He  maintained  that  every- 


Mr.  DILLON  said  he  did  not  dispute 
that  the  late  Chief  Secretary  said  that 
Anderson's  record  was  perfectly  clear  ; 
but  he  knew  that  it  was  not. 


Mr.  WILLIAM  MOORE  said  he  thought 
that  was  hardly  a  generous  way  of  dealing 
with  this  matter.  The  late  Chief  Secretary 
said  that  the  man's  record  was  perfectly 
clear,  and  he  reinstated  him  on  the 
medical  certificate  after  consultation  with 
the  law  officers  of  the  Crown,  who  revised 
the  case,  and  who  advised  him  that  on 
the  evidence  the  man  should  not  have 
u  V  J  M  —  1.  1  *  I  been  convicted.  Why  did  not  the  Under- 
h.  M  «.d  »..  .tal.Wy  g.,„t.ry  consult  the  kw  office,,!  Up 
to  the  dismissal  of  Anderson  the  Undei 


,    Secretary  could  only  have  communicated 
wanted    ^-^^^  ^■^^^  ^^^  jj^  O'Hara.     What  com- 


LON  said  that  all 

,hat  the  truth  prevailed.  munications   passed    between   the    Rev. 

Mr.  O'Hara  and  the  Under-Secretary  ! 
.LIAM  MOORE  said  he  also  j  He  was  privately  informed  that  in  spite 
:.  What  he  had  stated  was  I  of  this  man's  record  every  effort  was 
Inder -Secretary  was  directly  i  made  to  rake  up  scandals  against  him 
for  the  dismissal  of  Constable  until  January  23rd,  when  it  was  stated 
I  that  the  medical  certificate  on  which  the 
)  turned  had  no  bearing  on  it 
and  that  the  dismissal  accordingly  stood. 
That  letter  was  drafted  by  the  Inspector- 
General  and  submitted  for  approval  to 
Sir  Antony  MacDonnell.  That  proved 
the  whole  case  to  the  hilt.  He  hiiaself 
felt  BO  much  approval  of  the  change 
which  had  taken  place  in  affairs  in 
[  Ireland  that  he  regretted  he  was  not  able 


I  the   identical  evidence  ( 
dan  was  afterwards  reinstated.  [  whole 
de  was  aware  that  the  Chief 
iras,    in   constitutional    law, 
for  the  acts  of  his  subord.n- 

dealing  with  that  charge  he 
;  with  actual  responsibiUty. 
ith  the  late  Chief  Secretary 

for  Dover  said  that  he  was 
int  of  the  matter  in  the 
am  Moore, 
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to  vote  for  the  salary  of  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary. If  it  were  only  a  personal  matter 
he  would  vote  with  a  heart  and  a-half, 
but  voting  would  involve  an  expression 
of  confidence  in  the  Irish  Administration, 
all  the  members  of  which  were  not 
responsible  to  this  House.  The  Lord- 
Lieutenant  was  a  most  generous  and 
lavish  entertainer,  but  they  had  no 
confidence  in  bis  political  opinion.  Then 
there  was  Sir  Horace  Plunkett,  and  he  did 
not  know  what  the  present  opinion  of 
Sir  Horace  Plunkett  might  be,  but  at 
one  time  he  was  in  open  sympathy 
with  the  Lord-Lieutenant  and  Lord 
Dunraven.  Further,  the  Under-Secre- 
tary was  the  actual  draftsman  of  the 
devolution  scheme.  All  these  excellent 
officials  were  opposed  to  Unionist  policy. 
In  these  circumstances,  it  would  be 
impossible  for  Ulster  Unionist  Members 
to  vote  for  the  Chief  Secretary's  salary. 

♦Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  said  in 
days  long  gone  by  he  once  heard 
Mr.  Disraeli  remind  the  Members 
sitting  behind  him  that  this  country 
was  not  governed  by  logic.  He  thought 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  after 
listening  to  the  hon.  and  learned  'Mem- 
ber for  North  Antrim,  would  be  in- 
clined to  believe  in  that  statement ;  for, 
that  he  should  be  deprived  of  his  salary 
because  of  certain  views  of  Lord 
Dudley,  whose  salary  was  not  involved, 
Sir  Horace  Plunkett,  whose  salary  was 
not  involved,  and  Sir  Antony  Mac- 
Donnell,  whose  salary  was  not  involved, 
was  certainly  one  of  the  most  illogical 
things  ever  submitted  to  the  House 
of  Commons.  Truly,  the  official 
Unionists  of  Ulster  were  fearfully  and 
wonderfully  made,  and  had  their  own 
ideas  of  logic,  no  doubt.  He  agreed  in 
one  thing,  and  that  only,  with  the  hon. 
Member.  He  said  that  a  great  change 
had  come  over  Irish  policy.  It  was 
true.  He  noticed,  however,  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  never  sug- 
gested any  change  until  the  Land  Act 
was  passed,  and  he  got  thirty -one  years 
purchase  for  land  he  had  ofEered  for 
twenty  before  it  was  passed. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  MOOBE :  The  hon. 
Member  has  told  the  story  so  often  that 
he  believes  it,  but  it  is  not  the  case. 
He  has  been  misinformed. 


♦Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL;  I  have  the 
hon.  Member's  letters.  I  say  we  never 
heard  a  whisper  of  new  policy  until  the 
Irish  landlords,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  included,  got  their  purses  weU 
lined.  They  spoke  out  when  the  new 
policy  involved  justice  to  other  parties. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  MOORE  :  How  about 
the  thii-ty-one  years  1  Do  you  withdraw 
thati 

♦Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL :  I  have  the 

letters. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  MOORE :  I  defy  him 
to  produce  the  letters.  I  am  prepared  to 
go  into  the  whole  hi3tor5'  of  my  estate ; 
every  tenant  was  satisfied,  and  I  have 
forty-two. 

♦Mr.  t.  W.  RUSSELL :  If  I  have  made 
an  error  in  thirty-one  instead  of  thirty— — 

The  DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN:  If  a 
charge  is  made  against  an  hon.  Member 
which  he  repudiates  it  is  usual  to  accept 
his  statemsnt. 

♦Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  said  he  with- 
drew his  statement  so  far  as  the  thirty- 
one  years  was  concerned.  If  the  hon. 
Member  had  any  refuge  behind  that  he 
miffht  take  it.  His  case  was  this,  and  it 
included  every  Irish  landlord  who  was 
now  to  the  front  of  this  new  policy, 
they  never  complained  of  the  old  policy 
until  the  Land  Act  was  passed  which 
filled  their  pockets  out  of  the  funds  of 
this  country.  It  recalled  the  time  when 
Lord  Cornwallis  wrote  to  the  Duke  of 
Portland  with  regard  to  the  negotiations 
for  the  Act  of  Union. — 

**  You  cannot  belieyo  how  I  loathe  the  men 
with  whom  I  have  to  treat,  and  how  1  should 
like  to  kick  them.'* 

The  leopard  had  not  changed  his  spots. 
The  hon.  Member  made  a  side  attack  on 
the  Estates  Commissioners.  He  did  not 
take  a  reasonable  view  of  their  explana- 
tion or  what  would  be  their  explana- 
tion. He  said  the  general  public  dis- 
trusted the  Eistates  Commissioners,  and 
that  practically  no  land  had  been  sold  .to 
them  as  the  Act  authorised  and  pro  /ided. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  MOORE ;  I  said,  in 
,  those  districts  free  from  intimidation. 

3  D  2 
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♦Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL :  Why  did  the 
landlords  prefer  to  sell  direct  to  the 
tenant?  There  were  great  inducements 
given  for  sales  to  the  Commissioners. 
A  great  deal  of  the  expense  was  borne 
by  the  Commissioners.  Why  did  not  the 
landlords  deal  with  them.  They  knew 
the  Commissioners  inquired  into  the 
value  of  land  before  they  purchased. 
They  knew  they  would  not  get  the  price 
out  of  the  Commissioners  which  they 
could  wring  out  of  the  tenants. 
That  was  the  reason  why  the  landlords 
had  set  aside  that  portion  of  the  Act. 

The  hon.  and  learned  Member,  in  his 
long  speech,  had  gone  over  a  large  number 
of  items.  Let  him  say  this  to  the  House. 
He  had  been  a  Member  for  twenty  year?. 
He  had  heard  debates  on  the  Chief 
Secretary's  salary  which  were  debates 
indeed.  He  had  lived  through  times  of 
outrage  and  crime  in  Lreland,  and 
intimidation  that  could  be  called  such. 
But  what  was  the  case  now  ?  Contrast 
past  times  to  this.  Contrast  the  debates 
of  old  and  horrors  of  old  with  what  they 
had  heard  that  day.  Was  it  not  ludicrou  ? 
The  Judges  were  going  thiough  Ireland 
receiving  white  gloves,  and  declaring  the 
country  practically  crimeless.  There 
was  one  spot  in  which  it  was  alleged  there 
had  been  intimidation.  The  whole  of 
the  country  except  that  spot  was 
perfectly  peaceable  and  perfectly  quiet. 
What  did  this  reorganisation  of  the 
Unionist  forces  in  Ireland  mean  ?  There 
was  a  perfectly  plain  alld  clear  meaning 
to  everyone  who  chose  to  go  beneath 
the  surface.  He  was  a  somewhat  old 
electioneerer.  He  had  been  in  a  good 
many  battles  and  he  could  tell  the  House 
what  it  all  meant.  He  would  tell  the 
House  what  this  conspiracy  to  libel  a 
country  which  was  perfectly  crimeless 
and  clear  from  outrage  meant. 
Those  Gentlemen  were  politically  played 
out  and  they  knew  it.  When  they  were 
down  in  their  luck  electorally  they  tried 
Home  Rule.  They  raised  the  Home 
Rule  bogey.  That  was  the  way  to 
frighten  Englishmen.  They  did  not 
care  about  other  things.  They  had 
broken  their  pledges — they  were  played 
out,  and  being  so  they  raised  the  Home 
Rule  bogey.  '*  Let  us,"  they  said, 
"take  that  through  England.  Let  us 
send   the    Member    for   North    Antrim 


through  England  with  the  Anderson  case 
or  with  the  Ballinasloe  doctor's  case." 
He  had  been  more  through  England  than 
ever  the  hon.  Member  had.  -  He  had 
fought  a  good  many  more  battles  than 
he  had  fought  or  ever  would  fight.  The 
English  people  would  not  be  deceived 
by  him  now  as  they  were  in  1886.  They 
would  not  be  deceived  by  these  bogus 
charges — by  this  new  election  conspiracy 
which  had  been  got  up  for  political 
pu  I  poses.  It  was  a  scandal  that  a 
country  should  be  libelled  and  defamed 
by  newspapers  and  politicians  without 
the  slightest  cause. 

Now  he  rose  for  the  purpose  of 
asking  two  Questions  of  the  Chief 
Secretary.  He  wanted  to  put  down 
cases  to  him  very  explicitly,  and  he 
asked  for  a  plain  answer.  The  Chief 
Secretary  had  been  at  Dublin,  and  he 
(Mr.  Russell)  had  noticed  the  company 
that  surrounded  him — landlords  and 
agents  and  men  connected  with  Irish 
land.  That  was  the  company  he  had 
got  into.  It  WPS  the  beginning  of  the 
Chief  Secretary's  term  of  office,  and  he 
had  no  right  to  give  him  advice.  He 
had  'known  him  for  a  long  time  and  he 
wished  to  say  frankly  that  he  had  no 
desire  to  obstruct  him  in  his  work,  and 
he  had  no  sympathy  with  bigotry  and 
outrage.  He  had  voted  against  these 
things  all  his  life  and  he  was  as  bitterly 
hostile  to  them  to-day  as  ever  he  was. 
From  him  the  Chief  Secretary  would  find 
no  difficulties  in  these  matters.  He 
himself  admitted  that,  as  administrator 
of  the  law  in  Ireland,  the  Chief  Secretary 
was  bound  by  the  law.  He,  however, 
wanted  to  be  frank  and  fair  with  the 
other  side.  The  Chief  Secretary  would 
admit,  he  thought,  that  it  was  of  the 
utmost  importance  that  at  this  juncture 
in  Irish  affairs  he  should  strive  to  steer 
an  even  keel. 

The  first  Question  he  desired  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  a  Question  re- 
garding the  action  of  the  Executive  in 
reference  to  the  alteration  of  the  Commis- 
sioners findings  in  regard  to  Section  5  of 
the  Land  Act.  It  the  House  would  permit 
him  for  a  few  moments  he  would  like  to 
make  the  case  clear.  When  the  Land 
Act  was  debated  in  Committee  in  1903,  a 
clause    stood  which  placed  all  renta  of 
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whatever  kind  under  tlie  zones.    Three 
nights  were  spent  in  the  House  endea- 
vouring to  alter  the  zones.    They  failed 
to  alter  them.    But  the  Chief  Secretary  on 
the  third  night  made  a  great  concession. 
He  declined  to  alter  the  zones,  but  on  an 
Amendment   of   his   (Mr.   Russell's)   he 
agreed  to  strike  out  from  the  zones  all 
the  non- judicial  tenants.      Their  cas3 
was  that  these  non-judicial  tenants  who 
had  nover  had  rents  fixed  ought  not  to 
come  under  the  zones  because  their  rents 
were  too  high,  and  that  they  ought  not 
to  be  treated   on   the   same  plane    as 
judicial  tenants.     The  Chief  Sicretary 
gave  way  on  that,  and  he  exempted  from 
the  zones  all  non- judicial  tenants  and 
promised  to  treat  them  in  a  different  way. 
What  took  place  was  this :  a  new  clause 
was  brought  up  and  that  clause  now 
stood    as    Section  5  of   the   Act.    The 
Estates  Commissioners  in  their  Report 
gave  a  fair  rendering    of    that  clause. 
The  inspectors  went  to  work  on  that 
clause,  but  they  had  not  been  long  at 
work  when  the  Executive  interfered.    His 
first  point  was  what  right  had  the  Execu- 
tive Gro  \''emment  to  interfere  in  a  matter 
like  this.    The  Act  stated  that  all  ques- 
tions of  law  Were   to  be  referred  to  a 
Judge,  who  was  appointed  for  that  pur- 
pose.   Yet  the  Executive  on  their  own 
Motion,  after  thes3  instructions  had  been 
in  operation  for  some  time,  absolutely 
reversed  the  instructions  and  told   the 
Commissioners  that  the  equities  of  the 
tenants   were    not    to    be    taken    into 
account,  but  that   all  that  was  to  be 
considered    was     what     was     the     fair 
value  so  far  as  the   incumbrancer   and 
remainderman    were     concerned.      Was 
there  ever  a  more  monstrous  interference  1 
But  half  of  this  had  not  been  disclosed, 
because  the  Commissioners  in  this  Report 
said  that  there  was  one  set  of  instructions 
issued    in     which  the    equities    of    the 
tenant-s  were  to  be  taken  into  account. 
But  the  Executive  reversed  that,  and  the 
question  of   law   thus  raised  as  to  the 
meaning  of  **  equitable  "  under  Section  5 
had  been  referred  to  the  Judicial  Com- 
missioner under   Section  23  of  the  Act. 
Did  anyone  ever  hear  the  like  of  that  ? 
Why  did  they  not  refer  it  to  the  Judicial 
Commissioner  at  once  1     Why  did  they 
presume  to  alter  what  was  considered  to 
be  the  law,  and  after  they  had  made  the 
alterations,  if  they  were  not  sure  about 


them,  why  did  they  agree  to  send  the 
matter  to  the  Judicial  Commissioner,  why 
did  the  Executive  step  into  the  shoes  of 
the  Land  Judge  ?  He  thought  that  of  all 
methods  of  doing  business  this  was  the 
funniest  he  had  ever  heard.  What  did 
it  all  mean  ?  It  meant,  and  the  sooner 
the  House  of  Commons  knew  it  the 
better,  that  they  might  pass  whatever 
Act  of  Parliament  thev  liked  for  Ireland, 
but  the  moment  ^e  Act  went  across  to 
Dublin  and  into  the  hands  of  the  law  . 
officers  of  the  Crown  and  the  Executive 
generally,  that  moment  it  was  twisted  and 
perverted  in  favour  of  a  class.  That 
was  the  position  in  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  tind  himself 
before  he  was  much  older.  The 
right  hon.  (Jentleman  was  bound  to  tell 
the  House  how,  in  face  of  the  conces- 
sions the  right  hon.  Member  for  Dover 
made  in  1903,  these  non-judicial  tenants 
came  to  be  treated  in  this  way. 

Let     the    House     understand     what 
had  been  done.     He  took   one  case  of 
the   70,000   future   tenants  of    Ireland. 
The  estate  was  being  sold.     The  man's 
holding  was  not  a  judicial  rent;  there- 
fore it  could  not  come  under  the  zones. 
The  Estates  Commissioners   sent  down 
an  inspector.     Under  the  first  rule  the 
inspector  would  have  been  entitled  to 
report  whether  the  price   agreed  upon 
between  the  tenant  and  1ai>dlorJ  was  a 
fair  price  or  not.     But  under  the  new  rule, 
what  he  was  told  in  his  instructions  was 
to  value  the  farm  as  it  stood — landlords 
property  and  tenants'  property — and  if  the 
two  combined  were  security  for  the  ad- 
vance, then  that  was  all  that  was  wanted, 
and  he  had  no  right  to  enter  into  the 
question  whether  the  price  was  a  fair 
one  or  not.     Did  the  Attorney-General 
dispute    that  advances    had  not    been 
made  under  the  old  Acts   because  the 
security  was  not  sufficient  ? 

Mb.  ATKINSON  said  there  was  not  a 
line  to  that  effect  in  any  Ac!)  of  Parlia- 
ment. The  security  given  was  the 
property  of  the  landlord  and  tenant  com- 
bined. 

♦Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  contended  that 
what  was  sold  under  the  Ashbourne  Act 
y/as  the  landlord's  interest.     But  what 
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was  sold  now  under  the  new  directions  to  |  Lieutenant,  who  acted  on  his  advice  and 
the  Commissioners i  directed  the  Estates  Commissioners 


Mb.  ATKINSON :  The  hon.  Member 
has  no  right  to  sav  that.  It  is  absolutely 
false! 

♦Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL :  Has  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  any  right  to 
say  that  to  me  ?    I  appeal  to  the  Chair. 

Mb.  ATKINSON  •.•I  mean  that  it  is 
unfounded;  not  that  the  hon.  Member 
made  a  deliberately  false  statement. 

♦Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  said  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Grentleman  had  better 
say  what  he  meant,  and  not  bandy  words 
like  these  across  the  floor  of  the  House. 
What  happened  on  these  holdings  ?  The 
inspectors  simply  found  out  whether  the 
property  of  the  tenant  and  the  landlord 
was  security  for  the  advance,  and  that 
was  taking  all  the  equities  into  account. 
The  tenant  might,  and  very  frequently 
would  be,  buying  his  own  improve- 
ments. The  old  Act  prevented  that, 
because  the  Commissioners  would  not 
advance  the  money.  These  70,000 
future  tenants  were  tied  up  :  they  could 
not  get  their  rents  fixed ;  if  they  pur- 
chased they  would  be  at  the  mercy  of  the 
landlords ;  and  the  Executive  by  a  mere 
act  of  its  own  stopped  the  inspector  from 
reporting  on  the  equity  of  the  bargains, 
and  then  referred  them  to  the  Judicial 
Commissioner  for  decision  as  to  whether 
they  were  right  or  wrong.  That  was  the 
way  Ireland  was  governed !  These  were 
the  only  people  fit  to  govern  the  country ! 
Who  authorised  these  instructions  ?  In 
reply  to  the  Question  whether  the  law 
officers  of  the  Crown  had  given  any 
advice  to  the  Estates  Commissioners  on 
the  administration  of  the  Act,  the  reply 
was  given  the  other  day  to  this  effect : 
**  No ;  the  law  officers  advise  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant."  Of  course  they  did,  and 
the  Lord-Lieutenant  acted  on  their 
advice.    Was  that  so  ? 

Mr.  ATKINSON  indicated  his  assent. 

♦Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  asked  whether 
it  was  fair  or  reasonable  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  should  deny  that  he  had 
ever  advised  the  Estates  Commissioners 
when  what  he  did  was  to  advise  the  Lord- 
Mr.  T.  W.  Russell, 


Mr.  ATKINSON  (interrupting)  was 
understood  to  say  that  he  had  never 
given  any  advice.  When  he  was  asked 
a  Question  he  had  to  reply.  He  could 
not  state  what  advice  he  had  given  the 
Chief  Secretary  or  the  Lord-Lieutenant. 
The  Estates  Commissioners  were  not  to 
take  any  law  from  him  at  all, 
and  he  had  always  disclaimed  any 
attempt  in  that  direction. 

♦Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  asked  whether 
anyone  could  say  how  the  alteration  had 
been  made,  and  by  whose  authority  ? 
The  Chief  Secretary  said  it  was  done  by 
order  of  the  Executive.  The  Executive 
was  Lord  Dudley.  Did  Lord  Dudley 
give  these  instructions  off  his  own  bat  or 
on  his  own  idea  ?  Was  that  governing 
Ireland  according  to  Irish  ideas  ?  No ! 
they  all  knew  how  these  things  were 
done.  The  Executive  acted  on  the  ad- 
vice of  the  law  officers.  Lord  Dudley 
gave  these  instructions  on  the  advice  of 
the  law  officers,  and  they  ought  to  st-ate 
to  the  Committee  what  their  grounds 
were  for  giving  that  advice.  The 
Attorney-General  had  said  that  he  had 
nothing  to  do  with  the  intentions  of 
Parliament :  he  had  only  to  deal  with  the 
Act  of  Parliament  as  it  stood.  That 
was  so,  but  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  knew  what  the 
intentions  of  Parliament  were,  and 
if  the  section  did  not  carry  out  those 
intentions  it  was  the  fault  of  the  At- 
torney-General. He  was  not  paid  £5,000 
a  year  for  doing  nothing.  It  was  part  of 
his  duty  to  see  that  Bills  in  their  passage 
through  Parliament  carried  out  the 
intentions  of  their  promoters. 

There  was  only  one  other  ques- 
tion with  which  he  intended  to 
deal.  He  desired  to  call  in  question 
the  action  of  the  .Crown  Solicitor 
of  the  county  of  Tyrone  and  the  Solicitor- 
General  for  Ireland  in  appearing  in 
Court  in  a  case  in  which  the  Judge 
pronounced  his  decision  that  the  man 
was  guilty  of  conspiring  to  boycott.  He 
did  not  doubt  that  it  would  be  said  that 
that  was  a  civil  case,  and  that  that  fact 
differentiated  it  from  a  case  of  criminal 
conspiracy.  That  was  a  lawyer's  subter- 
fuge which  he  cou  Id  not  appreciate.    Was 
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83andal  of  the  law  officers  of  the  Crown 
standing  up  to  defend  a  boy  cotter  in  the 
North  of  Ireland.  With  what  face  could 
the  Government  denounce  boycotting  in 
the  West  of  Ireland  now  when  their  own 
Ministers  stood  in  Court  to  defend  it? 
Did  they  think  that  people  would  believe 
in  I  their  sincerity  ?  Not  a  bit  of  it. 
They  would  believe  as  much  in  *  their 
sincerity  in  this  case  as  they  would  in 
their  new  cry  of  Home  Rule,  which 
they  Were  dragging  as  a  red  herring 
across  other  electoral  issues.  He  had 
said  enough  to  convince  the  public 
that  a  grave  dereliction  of  duty  had 
taken  place  and  that  the  Executive 
should  interfere  to  prevent  its  occurring 
again. 


not  the  *  Tallow"  case  a  civil  action? 
That  was  one  of  the  worat  cases  of 
boycotting  which  ever  took  place  in 
Ireland.  What  would  have  been  thought 
if  the  Crown  Solicitor  of  Waterford  and 
the  Solicitor-General  had  gone  down  and 
taken  briefs  for  the  leading  boycotter  in 
the  Tallow  case  ?  What  had  made  the 
Tyrone  case  a  civil  case  ?  There  was  no 
doubt  about  the  facts. 

Mr.  GORDON  (Londonderry,  S.)  asked 
whether,  having  regard  to  the  Answer 
given  by  the  Chief  Secretary  that  there 
was  an  appeal  pending  in  the  T3nx)ne 
case,  it  would  be  in  order  to  discuss  the 
matter  ? 

The  depute -chairman  :  If  an 
appeal  is  pending,  of  course  there  must 
be  no  discussion  of  the  matter. 

♦Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (continuing),  said 
he  did  not  propose  in  the  remotest  degree 
to  touch  the  question  itself.  He  was 
dealing  with  the  question  of  the  law 
officers  of  the  Crown  taking  up  such 
a  case  with  a  view  to  preventing  their 
appearing  in  it  should  there  be  an 
appeal. 

Mr.  GORDON  said  that  as  he  under- 
stood the  case  the  question  was  whether 
there  was  a  conspiracy  to  boycott,  and  j 
the  hon.  Member  wished  to  raise  the 
point  whether  the  Solicitor-General  should 
appear  in  that  case,  when  the  question 
was  still  pending  as  to  whether  or  not  a 
man  was  liable  for  damages  for  criminal 
conspiracy. 

♦Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  thought  the  hon. 
Gentleman  entirely  misapprehended  his 
object.  He  dismissed  altogether  the  case 
as  far  as  its  merits  were  concerned.  His 
point  was  that  it  was  unseemly  for 
Government  officials  to  stand  up  to 
defend  a  man  whom  the  Judge  had  pro- 
nounced guilty  of  boycotting. 

The  deputy -CHAIRMAN:  The 
matter  is  out  of  order  on  this  Vote,  as 
there  is  no  mention  in  it  of  the  law 
officers  of  the  Crown. 

♦Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  said  he  had  got  out 
all  he  desired.  He  had  managed  to  call 
attention  to  what  he  ventured  to  call  the 


He  would  tell^  the  Chief  Secretary 
frankly  that  he  was  beginning  a  very 
perilous  march.  He  could  see  what  was 
going  on  in  Ireland  as  well  as  most 
people.  He  had  been  long  familiar  with 
every  part  of  that  country  and  he  knew 
many  people  on  both  sides  of  politics. 
He  would  tell  the  House  of  Commons 
perfectly  frankly  that  they  would  not 
ultimately  succeed  in  keeping  the  two 
sections  of  the  Irish  people  apart.  That 
was  the  basis  of  the  whole  policy  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.  Anything  that 
would  bring  Catholics  and  Protestants  to- 
gether was  anathema  maranatha  to  them. 
Their  two  objects  were  to  keep  the  Irish 
people  at  each  other's  throats  and  to  get 
place  and  pension  for  themselves.  That 
was  their  idea  of  politics.  He  regretted 
the  new  policy  mainly  for  one  reason. 
For  four  years  there  had  been  something 
like  daylight  in  Ireland.  They  had  had 
a  gradual  appeasement.  He  had  noticed 
it  in  Ulster.  There  he  had  seen  sights 
that  had  never  been  seen  for  over  forty 
or  fifty  years — thousands  of  Catholics 
and  Protestants  marching  to  the  same 
polling  booth  to  vote  for  the  same  man. 
He  had  seen  it  in  Orange  Fermanagh,  in 
Antrim,  in  East  Down,  and  they  would 
see  it  all  over  Ulster  at  the  general 
election.  That  was  the  cause  of  all  the 
trouble.  The  idea  that  Irishmen  had 
a  common  country,  common  interests, 
and  that  it  did  not  so  much  matter 
where  men  worshipped  or  at  what  shrine 
they  knelt  so  that  they  united  for  the 
good  of  their  conmion  country  was 
making  its  way  all  through  the  country. 
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ilicv    was    designed    to       *Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  I  waa  opposed 
ftnip  it  out.     Members   by  both  NatinnalialB  and  landlords  in  a 
It  tbe  moment  tbe  Iiisb  :  ttki«e-cornered  fight, 
bbfiir    rule  most  cease. ' 

!  Chiel  Secretary  by  the  !  Mb.  CHARLES  CRAIG  said  at  the 
id  were  endeavouring  to  '  next  election  the  ton.  Member  hoped  to 
ann  us  a  Mad  ol  bogev-  get  in  b>  the  half  of  the  three  thousand 
they  would  not  succeed,  i  majority. 

in  health  and  streDsth 

nan'e  part  in  preventing,  The  D  EPUTY- CHAIRMAN :  Ordw. 
,  He  thought  it  was  a  order !  The*e  are  personal  matters.  I 
sr  four  years  of  peace  :  ought,  perhaps,  to  have  stopped  thehon. 
ark  cloud  should  ajain  I  Member  for  South  Tyrone.  They  have 
face  of  the  country,  nothing  to  do  with  the  Cbief  Secretary's 
action  of  half-a-dozen  I  Vote, 
not    represent    Ulster 

not  get  fifty  men   to       Me.  CHARLES  CRAIG  said  of  course 
when  they  held  them. '  te  bowed  to  the  Chair,  but  it  was  rather 
ipOBture  the  Press  was   hard  to  hear  oneself  attacked  in  a  most 
rhe  Unionist  Preaa  was  I  personal  manner. 
the  Unionist  Members.  I 

rophe  for  Ireland  that  |     •Mb.    T.    W.    RUSSELL :    I    never 
old  be  allowed,   bat  he  :  attacked  yon. 
■a  some    Members  from  | 

benches  opposite  who  I  Ms.CHARLES  CRAIG  :  Yos.youdid, 
ras  at  the  bottom  of  the  j  iu  a  most  personal  and  almost  insulting 
and  would  rafuse  to  !  manner.  Continuing,  he  said  if  he  was 
ling  of  hon.  Gentlemen  I  not  permitted  to  reply  he  would  conliuc 
i  himself  to  aome  remarks  which  the 
I  hon.  Member  made  with  respect  to  the 
S  CRAIG  {Antrim,  S.)  I  Party  to  which  hij  once  belonged,  but 
'e  they  were  ail  much  ;  from  which,  he  was  glad  to  say,  he 
)n.  Member  for  his  very  had  now  parted.  He  wished  Members 
\  moderate  speech.  on    the    oppssite   side    of    the    HouB^ 

joy  of  their  new  acquisition,  and  he 
could  assure  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone  that  the  attacks  he  made  upon 
the  Irish  Unionist  Members,  so  far 
from  doing  them  barm,  would  do  them 
g'lod  in  their  constituencies.  In  one  of 
tinning,  he  said  the  hon.  |  his  most  violent  attacks  the  hon.  Mem- 
eld  up  a  picture  of !  ber  for  South  Tyrone  pointed  the  finger 
tholics  and  Protestants  |  of  acorn  and  said,  "That  is  the  Unionist 
polls  together.  He  did  I  policy  in  Irel.ind."  Thsy  had  been  try- 
they  would  do  so  in  bis  tng  to  pin  him  to  a  definite  statement 
'  of  South  Tyrone.  I  that  he    had  loft  the   Unionist    Party. 

I  For  some  time  he  found  it  very  difficult 
lUSSELL :  I  think  they  to  vacate  his  seat  on  the  Unionist  side 
of  the  House.  They  were  glad  he 
'  had  done  so,  and  that  he  had  now 
J  CRAIG  said  time  would  declared  himself  in  such  a  way  that  they 
Dumstances  of  the  hon.  |  would  know  how  to  deal  with  him  when 
ituency  were  peculiar.  '  the  election  came.  He  had  accused 
B  over  6,000  voters  there,  ;'  Unionists  of  a  change  of  polic}. 
rere  NationaUsts  and  a  I 

were  Unionists.  At  the  ;  *Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL :  I  said  that  I 
Russell  got  in  by  the  agreed  with  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
lionists.  j  ber  for  Nortb  Antrim  that  there  had  been 


RUSSELL:   It  was    as 
yours, 

iS    CKAIG:     You    bad 
ar  it  before  you  express 
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a  change  of   policy.     I  did  not  accuse 
him  of  it. 

Mr.  CHARLES  CRAIG  said  the  hon. 
Member  stated  that  their  policy  had  been 
changed  because  some  of  them  who  were 
landlords  had  had  their  pockets  lined 
under  the  Land  Act.  He  thought  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Tyrone  was  the  last 
man  in  the  world  who  ought  to  throw  out  a 
taunt  to  anybody  of  having  changed  their 
policy,  because  he  had  changed  his  own 
no  less  than  six  times.  Probably  the 
hon.  Member  began  to  change  his  policy 
before  he  (Mr.  Craig)  was  bom. 

♦Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL :  You  had  better 
not  give  an  opinion  upon  that. 

The  DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN  said  he 
could  not  allow  these  personal  matters 
to  be  discussed. 

Mr.  CHARLES  CRAIQ  said  he  had 
tried  to  avoid  personal  matters,  but  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone  had  been  directed  solely  against 
himself.  He  said  that  the  Irish  Unionists 
as  a  Party  were  played  out  politically,  and 
that  was  a  personal  remark.  He  ven- 
tured to  predict  that  the  political  career 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  South  T3rrone 
would  end  within  the  next  two  years. 

The  DEPUTY .  chairman  again 
cautioned  the  hon.  Member  in  regard  to 
his  remarks  not  being  relevant. 

Mr.  CHARLES  CRAIG  said  he  was 
sorry  to  say  that  if  he  was  stopped 
upon  this  subject  he  had  very  little 
more  to  say,  because  having  addressed 
the  House  at  very  great  length  on  the 
previous  day  he  did  not  intend  to 
inflict  another  speech  on  the  House  that 
day.  The  personal  remarks,  however,  of 
the  hon.  Member  opposite  had  drawn 
him  to  his  feet,  although  by  the  ruling 
which  had  just  been  given  his  remarks 
would  be  considerably  curtailed. 

The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Waterford  had  proved,  no  doubt  to 
his  own  satisfaction,  that  Ireland  was 
in  a  perfectly  peaceful  condition  and 
that  there  was  no  more  necessity  for 
the    application    of    force    than    there 


had  been  during  the  last  two  years. 
Deahng  ^ith  the  county  of  Galway  the 
Member  for  Waterford  instanced  two 
cases  out  of  many  whioh  had  been  re- 
ported to  show  that  the  complaint  made 
that  the  county  was  in  a  disturbsd  con- 
dition was  bogey.  He  was  glad  to  hear 
that  the  attack  in  one  of  those  two  cases 
had  proved  to  be  much  less  serious  than 
was  at  first  reported,  but  was  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  opposite  prepared 
to  say^o  the  House  that  in  the  case  of 
Patrick  Costello  there  had  not  been  very 
serious  intimidation.  This  was  one  of 
the  first  cases  in  which  this  new  form  of 
intimidation,  namely,  the  pulling  down  of 
walls  around  the  farms  and  rendering 
them  useless  as  grazing  farms,  had  been 
committed.  In  this  case  over  600  yards  of 
solid  stone  wall  were  pulled  down  in  one 
night.  When  it  was  remembered  that 
this  was  a  grazing  farm  it  would  at 
once  be  seen  that  this  conduct  was 
one  of  the  must  ruthless  forms  of  in* 
timidation  that  could  be  indulged  in. 
Costello  then  put  up  600  yards  of  wire 
fencing,  but  three  days  later  that  was 
demolished,  and  then,  to  add  injury 
to  injury,  Costello  was  summoned  five 
times  because  his  cattle  had  strayed  on 
to  neighbours'  lands.  It  was  a  most 
horrible  system  of  intimidation.  Then 
there  was  the  case  of  a  man  named 
Dooley.  He  had  the  lease  of  a  farm 
which  he  wanted  to  buy.  But  the 
United  Irish  League,  who  up  to  the 
advent  of  the  present  Chief  Secretary 
were  the  absolute  lawgivers  in  the 
district,  wanted  this  farm  to  split  up 
amongst  the  small  holders  round  about, 
and  on  8th  April  the  walk  surrounding 
that  man's  farm  were  pulled  down. 
Could  it  be  contended  that  a  county  in 
which  such  things  went  on  was  in  a 
peaceful  condition  1  It  had  been  stated 
that  the  policy  of  the  Act  of  1903  was 
that  large  grazing  farms  should  be 
divided  amongst  small  holders.  There 
was  no  doubt  that  was  one  object  of  the 
Act,  but  did  Members  opposite  uphold 
the  methods  used  by  the  people  in 
Galway  to  carry  out  that  policy.  Did 
the  Act  say  that  if  a  grazier  refused  to  sell 
his  farm  it  was  legal  or  justifiable  to  put 
such  pressure  upon  him  as  to  make  it 
impossible  for  him  to  live  in  the  country  ? 
Every  Unionist,  nay,  every  fair-minded 
man    in    Ireland,   and  the    Nationalist 
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Members  also,  if  the^  believed  his  state- 
ment  of  the  statf*  of  afiairs  existirg 
there,  mast  think  that  it  was  a  perfectly 
disastrous  state  of  things  that  the  law 
should  have  been  allowed  to  be  set 
aside  and  that  an  evil  policy  of  that 
sort  should  have  gonei  unchecked  for 
the  time  it  had.  He  was  glad  to 
say  that  since  the  present  Chief  Secre- 
tary had  been  in  office  there  was 
every  appearance  that  that  policy  would 
be  checked.  An  hon.  Member  t^e  other 
day  accused  him  and  his  colleagues  of 
glorying  in  the  coercion  of  his  fellow- 
countrymen.  To-day  he  might  tell  him, 
as  he  told  him  then,  that  that  was  abso- 
lutely fabe,  but  that  if  iij  was  necessary 
and  if  the  state  of  a&irs  which  existed 
continued  or  grew  worse,  then  it  was  the 
duty  of  the  Chief  Secretary  to  do  every- 
thing he  could,  and  if  necessary  to  put 
the  Crimea  Act  into  force. 

Mr.  HAVILAND  BURKE  (King's 
County,  Tullamore)  said  the  only  fact  he 
regretted  in  connection  with  the  speeches 
ojE  the  Lon.  and  learned  Member  for 
North  Antrim  and  his  colleague  who  had 
just  sat  down,  was  that  every  English, 
Scotch,  and  Welsh  Member  of  the  House 
was  not  piesent  to  listen  to  them.  He 
believed  that  if  a  few  thousand  ordinary 
level-headed  Englishmen,  Scotchmen,  and 
Welshmen  were  doomed  to  hear  Orange- 
men talk  for  an  hour  once  a  week  for 
twelve  months  the  Irish  question  would 
be  solved,  and  Home  Rule  secured  at 
the  end  of  that  period.  On  this  occasion, 
and  on  the  occasion  of  the  debate  on 
the  Address,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  North  Antrim,  with  terrific 
solemnity,  rose  to  indict  a  nation  and 
to  impeach  the  Government  on  the  score 
of  its  suspected  toleration  of  the  majority 
of  the  nation  in  question.  What  did 
his  speech  on  the  Address,  and  even  his 
speech  that  afternoon,  amount  to  ?  One 
would  have  thought  that  after  all  his 
"sound  and  fury  signifying  nothing  "  he 
had  some  dark  and  fearful  secret  in  the 
background,  some  real  iniquity  to  reveal, 
some  plot  to  unravel ;  but  his  grievance  on 
the  last  occasion  amounted  to  a  twopenny- 
halfpenny  complfiint  as  to  the  action  of 
a  rate  collector  under  a  Nationalist 
county  council,  and  to-da>  they  had  the 
Constable  Anderson  case.  Constable 
Anderson  occupied  in  the  mind  of  the 

Mr,  Charles  Craig, 


hon,  and  learned  Member  for  North 
Antrim  the  same  place  tnat  King 
Charles's  head  occupied  in  the  mind  of 
Mr.  Dick  when  drafting  his  famous 
memorial.  He  was  an  absolute  maniac 
on  the  subject  of  Catholicism  and 
Catholics,  and  his  judgment  on  any  matter 
where  the  anti-Catholic  question  could 
by  any  possibility  be  brought  in  abso- 
lutely precluded  him  from  presenting  a 
reasoned  argument  or  drawing  a  reason- 
able conclusion.  He  challenged  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  North  Antrim  to 
say  whether  what  he  had  done  that 
afternoon — and  he  was  possibly  a  future 
resident  magistrate  or  County  Couit 
Judge 

The  DEPUT Y-CHAIRMA  N  hoped  the 
hon.  Oentleman  would  not  transgress  by 
making  personal  remarks. 

Mr.  DILLON  said  his  hon.  friend  was 
perfectly  in  order.  He  was  entitled  to 
reply  to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  North  Antrim,  and 
his  personal  remarks  arose  out  of  that 
speech. 

The  DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN :  What  I 
heard  was  that  the  hon.  Member  was  said 
to  be  looking  forward  to  bring  made  a 
resident  magistrate  or  a  County  Court 
Judge. 

Mr.  HAVILAND  BURKE  said  he  was 
about  to  siy,  when  called  to  order,  tbat 
the  hon.  Member  for  North  Antrim 
rebuked  the  Nationalist  Members  for 
undermining  the  foundations  of  society 
in  Ireland,  though  he  himself,  possibly  a 
future  administrator  of  justice  in  Ireland, 
came  down  there  that  afternoon  and  made 
a  deliberate  attempt  to  ruin  the  pro- 
fessional career  and  future  of  a  head 
constable  in  Limerick,  who  had  the 
courage  to  stand  up  in  Court  and  say 
that  the  outrage  of  the  incendiary  fire 
had  been  the  work  of  some  malicious 
tramp  and  not  the  result  of  any 
agrarian  agitation  in  the  district.  This 
was  the  respect  for  law  and  order 
which  they  were  invited  to  copy. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  came 
there  deliberately  to  make  a  public  appeal  i 
to  the  Chief  Secretary  to  black-  mark  a  * 
head  constable  in  Limerick  because  h^ 
had  the  manhood  and  the  courage  to  say  '^ 
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that  an  incendiary  fire  was  not  a  malicious 
or  an  agrarian  outrage,  but  the  action 
of  a  tramp  who  was  revengeful  on 
account  of  not  getting  relief. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  MOORE  said  the 
constable  did  not  say  it  was  an  accident. 
He  said  that  the  man  had  done  it  him- 
self. The  Judge  said  he  did  not  believe 
the  constable,  and  that  was  his  reason 
for  mentioning  the  matter. 

Mr.  HAVILAND  BURKE  said  if  the 
hon.  Member  insisted  that  the  oath  of  a 
head  constable  in  Ireland  was  not  to  be 
believed  he  would  dose  with  the  bargain 
and  accept  the  statement.  The  whole 
gist  of  the  hon.  Member's  complaint  was 
that  the  head  constable  swore  in  Oourt 
that  the  National  League  had  nothing 
whatever  to  do  with  it.  If  that  was  not 
intimidation,  he  did  not  know  what 
intimidation  was.  Another  small  com- 
plaint of  the  hon.  Member  was  in  regard 
to  a  Bible  reader  who  got  into  conflict 
with  the  local  priest.  The  priest  ad- 
mitted that  he  lost  his  temper,  and  that 
he  struck  or  hustled  the  Bible  reader. 
Speaking  as  a  Protestant,  he  said  that 
anybody  who  knew  at  all  about  Ireland 
knew  perfectly  well  that  the  visits  of 
these  so-called  Bible-readers  were  neither 
welcome  nor  wanted  by  more  than  one 
out  of  every  500  Protestant  curates  or 
rectors  in  the  West  of  Ireland.  [An  Hon. 
Member:  That's  no  re^ison  for  assault.] 
The  question  of  assault  was  a  dangerous 
one  to  raise,  because  the  trivial  assaults 
made  on  Irish  Church  Society  Mission 
men,  the  presumptuous  youths  who 
called  themselves  Bible-readers  and  went 
about  the  South  and  West  of  Ireland, 
were  insignificant  when  compared  with 
those  committed  on  the  Salvation  Army 
in  an  old  cathedral  town,  or  by  mobs  in 
places  in  England. 

He  sincerely  regretted  that  the  Chief 
Secretary  should  have  allowed  himself, 
the  moment  he  crossed  the  water,  to 
be  "collared"  by  the  Orange  gang 
in  Ireland.  He  repudiated  the  right 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  North  Antrim  to  speak 
for  the  mass  of  the  Protestants  of 
Ireland.  There  were  tens  of  thousands 
of  Protestants  in  Ireland  who  would  no 
more  be  seen  in  an  Orange  procession 
than  in  one  of  Dr.  Dowie's  tabernacles. 
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The  wretched  Protestant  versuf  Catholic 
question  only  flourished  and  provoked 
riot  and  bloodshed  in  those  districts 
where  Orangeism  flourished.  In  King's 
County  Protestants  formed  a  strong  and 
influential  minority  of  the  population 
and  such  a  thing  as  the  Protestant  versus 
Catholic  question  did  not  exist  in  Tulla* 
more.  The  Catholic  and  Protestant 
clergy  were  on  the  best  of  terms  with 
one  another,  but  if  an  Orange  lodge  were 
imported  this  good  feeling  would  be  at 
an  end.  They  would  have  bogus  outrages 
and  bogus  prosecutions.  Whiett  were  the 
Orangemen  doing  at  the  present 
moment  ?  The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  North  Antrim  talked  about 
**  my  country,"  and  yet  he  engaged  in 
the  ignoble  work  of  defaming  that 
country!  He  put  it  to  Englishmen, 
Scotsmen,  and  Welshmen,  no  matter  on 
which  side  of  the  House  they  sat,  what 
would  they  think  of  a  Member  who 
went  through  the  London  weekly  papers 
every  Sunday,  made  an  abstract  of  all 
the  murders,  incendiary  fires,  assaults 
on  women  and  children,  etc.,  and  then 
put  on  the  Notice  Paper  of  the  House 
Questions  as  to  why  the  police  were  not 
taking  more  stringent  measures  to 
suppress  these.  Yet  that  was  what  the 
hon.  Members  opposit-e  were  doing 
assiduously;  and  they  were  aided  in 
their  work  by  a  gang  of  journalistic 
scavengers  in  Ireland.  What  did  these 
Unionist  scavengers  do  in  the  difEerent 
towns  of  the  country  ?  A  rumour,  perhaps, 
got  afloat  that  a  shot  had  been  &red  into 
a  country  house,  and  it  was  published  with 
great  head-lines  in  the  Irish  Times  and 
the  Daily  Express,  A  few  days  after- 
wards it  had  to  be  confessed  that  it  was 
all  a  mistake  ;  that,  at  most,  only  a  stone 
had  been  thrown.  [Ministerial  ironical 
laughter.]  Hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
railed^  but  everybody  knew  that  if  a  lie 
got  twenty- four  hours  start,  it  could  never 
be  caught  up,. 

Mr.  CHARLES  CRAIG  said  the 
rumour  was  denied  within  twenty-four 
hours. 

Mr.  HAVILAND  BURKE  Baid  that 
he  had  never  known  a  case  in  which 
hon.  Members  opposite,  belonging  to 
that  particular  group,  had  pat  a  Question 
relating  to  an  outrage  in  Ireland  which 
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was  subsequently  proved  not  to  have 
happened — he  had  never  board  one 
of  them  stand  up  and  say  that 
he  was  sorry  he  had  put  the 
Question. 

As  regarded  the  suppression  of  public 
meetings  he  thought  it  would  be  very 
interesting  to  have  a  Return  of  the 
number  of  public  meetings  which 
had  been  interfered  with  in  England 
during  the  last  fifty  years.  He  was  sure 
it  would  compare  in  a  very  startling  way 
with  the  number  of  meetings  which  had 
been  interfered  with  in  Ireland  within 
the  last  two  years.  He  wanted  to  speak 
coolly  and  impartially  to  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary. The  peculiar  folly  of  proclaiming 
public  meetings  in  Ireland  was  that  it 
could  do  no  good ;  it  could  only  do 
harm.  He  had  been  at  a  good  many 
proclaimed  meetings,  and  never  at  one 
which  they  did  not  succeed  in  holding  in 
the  long  run.  He  could  not  imagine 
any  possible  reason  for  proclaiming  a 
meeting,  even  if  it  were  intended  to  cause 
harm  to  or  increase  bitterness  against 
some  local  man.  By  proclaiming  the 
meeting  it  made  the  harm  and  the  bitter- 
ness all  the  more  certain.  Surely  the 
police,  who  were  always  in  overwhelming 
force  and  armed  to  the  teeth,  could  pre- 
vent any  outrageous  attack  on  a  particu- 
lar man.  To  drag  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment about  like  common  felons  when 
they  went  to  visit  their  constituents,  and 
to  inflict  cruel  injuries  on  unarmed 
people  with  baton  and  musket-butt,  did 
not  enhance  the  respect  for  the  law. 
They  heard  a  great  deal  about  respect 
for  the  law;  but  he  did  not  think  the 
law  in  Ireland  deserved  to  be  respected. 
Repect  for  the  law  rested  on  the  general 
moral  sense  of  the  community.  There 
was  respect  for  the  law  in  England, 
because  there  was  a  widespread  public 
belief  that  the  men  who  administered  the 
law  did  so  without  fear  or  favour,  and 
without  any  thought  as  to  whether  their 
decisions  would  be  acceptable  or  other- 
wise to  a  section  of  the  community.  In 
Ireland  they  had  no  such  belief.  The 
public  sentiment  was  very  much  to  the 
contrary. 

He  believed  that  the  Chief  Secretary 
had  made  his  initial  mistake  by 
pandering  to  this  little  pushing,  noisy, 
bullying     Orange    faction    which     was 

Mr.  Hawland  Burke. 


playing  the  same  game  to-day  as 
they  had  done  a  hundred '  years  ago. 
No  better  illustration  of  that  bullying 
game  could  be  found  than  the  Question 
put  on  the  Notice  Paper  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  North  Antrim 
who  complained  of  the  fact  that  when 
Sir  Antony  MacDonnell,  at  the  sug- 
gestion of  the  Congested  Districts  Board. 
visited  Galway  to  arrange  a  local  dis- 
pute, he  was  guilty  of  the  infamy  of 
oaUing  on  Mr.  Higgins,  the  chairman 
of  the  local  branch  of  the  Land  League, 
a  man  of  considerable  local  importance, 
a  magistrate,  and  one  universally 
respected.  The  whole  Orange  virus  was 
concentrated  in  that  Question.  Let  the 
Committee  observe  the  bullying  audacity 
of  the  contention.  This  was  what  the 
Chief  Secretary  would  have  to  guard 
himself  against.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  have  to  understand  that  the 
ascendency  men  were  not  Irishmen,  any 
more  than  they  were  Scotsmen  or  Welsh- 
men. They  had  arrogated  to  themselves 
the  title  of  the  garrison  in  Ireland ;  and 
their  only  grievance,  at  the  present 
moment,  was  that  they  had  only  80  per 
oent.  or  90  per  cent,  of  the  rich  places 
in  the  administration  of  the  country. 
Their  only  objection  to  Sir  Antony 
MacDonneU  was  that  he  was  a  Catholic, 
and  was  suspected  of  Nationalist  tenden- 
cies. That  was  the  castM  belli.  It  com- 
menced when  Mr.  Gill  was  appointed 
secretary  to  the  Board  of  Agriculture. 
Then  the  Dublin  Unionists  were  prepared 
to  tear  the  Union  Jack  into  tatters  in 
order  to  punish  Sir  Horace  Plunkett  lor 
appointing  Mr.  Gill,  who,  after  being  a 
member  of  the  Irish  Party,  had  not 
donned  the  penitential  sheet  and  lit  the 
penitential  candle.  The  whole  matter 
was  that  latterly  Catholics  and  National- 
ists were  to  a  small  extent  having  a  part 
in  the  administration  of  Ireland.  That 
was  the  frightful  grievance  which  the 
Orangemen  brought  before  Parliament. 
The  Chief  Secretary  was  on  the  wrong 
tack.  He  could  not  satisfy  an  appetite 
that  was  msatiable ;  and  the.  right  hon. 
Gentleman  could  no  more  change  the 
ascendency  man  from  what  he  was  a 
hundred  years  ago  than  he  could  change 
wrong  into  right.  He  was  still  thinking 
of  the  gallant  days  when  he  lived  on  the 
fat  of  the  land ;  and  when  the  Catholic 
was  only  a  hewer  of  wood  and  drawer  of 
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water.  His  helau  ideal  would  be  the 
revival  of  the  penal  laws.  He,  himself, 
did  not  impute  conscious  inaccuracy  as 
regarded  hon.  Qentlemen  opposite ;  but 
he  believe  i  their  dominant  feeling  was 
that  Ireland  should  be  governed  apart 
from  the  opinion  of  the  overwhelming 
majority  of  the  inhabitants  of  that 
country.  A  very  superficial  examination 
of  the  history  of  Ireland  would  teach  the 
Chief  Secretary  that  to  throw  himself 
into  the  arms  of  the  Orange  gang  would 
mean  ruin  to  any  poUtical  reputation  to 
which  he  might  aspire. 

Mr.  T.  L.  CORBETT  (Down,  N.)  said 
they  could  afiord  to  take  compliments 
of    the  kind  paid  them   by   the    hon. 
Membar  who  had  just  spoken  when  they 
remembarei     that     they     represented 
1,250,000  of  the  people  of  Ireland ;  and 
not  the   least  respectable  and  loyal  of 
those  people.    They  had  been  taunted 
with  living  in  an  atmosphers  of  unjust 
and  unfair  suspicion.     Ulster  Members 
and  the  Press  were  so  spoken  of  by  the 
Prime  Minister.     They  had  indeed  been 
living   more  or  less   during  these  past 
years  in  an  atmosphere  of  suspicion  and 
distrust,  but  he  denied  it  had  been  either 
unfair  or   unjust.      Recent  events  had 
proved  up  to  the  hilt  the  need  of  that 
suspicion  and  that  vigilance  on  the  part 
of  the  Ulste-  Member.^.     The  rapresenta- 
tive.)  of  Ulster  had  always  been  the  most 
loyal   supporters  of  the  Unionist  caCise. 
It  would  be  strange  indeed  if  that  were 
not  so,  because  the  Unionist  cause  meant 
to  them  not  a  mere  item  in  a  political 
programme,  but  a  question  absolutely 
vital  to  them  and  the  constituencies  they 
represented.     In  the  feeling  of  mistrust 
and  suspicion  they  hjid  not  been  alone  in 
the  House,  and  they  had  also  been  backed, 
he  was  thankful  and  grateful  to  say,  by  a 
very    large    section     of    the    Unionist 
Peers  in    England.      He    believed   the 
Prime      Minister      did    not      make     a 
practice    of    reading    the    newspapers. 
If  he  had  read  the  newspapers  he  would 
have  been  surpriaed  by  the  warning  of 
journals,  usually  his  hearty  and  enthu- 
siastic supporters.     He  would  take  the 
opportunity  of  thanking  the  Press  and  his 
Unionist  colleagues  in  the  House  for  the 
support  receiv'ed  in  bringing  home  the 
reasons  for  this  suspicion  and  distrust. 
Ukter  Members  might  be  few  in  numbers, 


but  they  represented  the  province  which 
was  the  very  corner-stone  upon  which  the 
Unionist  Party  was  built,  and  their  in- 
fluence had  been  recognised  by  all  who 
realised  their  true  position  in  the  Unionist 
Party.  He  had  spoken  of  suspicion  and 
distrust,  but  he  was  very  glad  to  be  able 
to  say  and  he  thought  he  spoke  on 
behalf  of  a  great  many  of  his  colleagues 
from  Ulster — ^that  that  suspicion  and  dis- 
trust had  been  so  far  removed  that  they 
felt  they  were  in  a  position  to  vote  against 
the  Amendment,  and  to  vote  with  the 
Government  for  the  first '  time  for  some 
time  past  on  questions  affecting  Ireland. 
[A  Nationalist  :  Moore  did  not.]  He 
was  speaking  for  himsalf  and  possibly  for 
some  others. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Ulster  is  divided. 

Mr.  T.  L.  CORBETT  said  they  would 
see  when  the  division  took  place.  He  was 
undivided  in  his  allegiance  to  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  the  splendid  work  he  had 
done  for  Ireland,  and  in  recruiting  the 
Ukionist  Party  since  he  took  office.  The 
Chief  Secretary  was  not  one  of  those  who 
would  indulj^e  in  idle  dreams,  like 
those  entertained  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Tyrone  and  those  sitting  by 
him,  of  an  ideal  IrelanI  which  could  never 
be.  He  was  a  strong  man,  determined 
to  master  his  own  Department,  and  to 
deal  with  facts  as  he  found  them,  and  he, 
while  seeking  to  improve  the  material 
condition  of  the  people  of  Ireland,  would 
not  allow  any  criminal  conspiracy  of  any 
league  or  any  Church  to  interfere  with 
the  carr^'^ing  out  of  the  law  which  it  was 
his  first  duty  to  enforce.  They  believed  he 
had  the  two  great  qualities  most  needed 
in  Ireland,  the  most  respected  in  Ireland 
in  the  end,  the  qualities  of  courage 
and  sympathy.  He  heartily  congratulated 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  the  begin- 
ning of  his  career  as  Chief  Secietary. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  undertook  the 
office  with  great  coura.s;e  and  self-sacrifice, 
and  he  had  great  pleasure  on  behalf  of  his 
constituents  in  heartily  supporting  him.  ; 

Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.)  expressed  his 
regret  that  the  Chief  Secietary  had 
surrendered  so  easily  and  so  quickly 
to  the  miserable  forces  of  bigotry 
and  reaction.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  already  shown  that  he  had  a 
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blind    confidence    in    tlie    oflScial   gang 
and  an  absolute  distrust  of  the  people. 
JjtkYi  and  order  were  not  imperilled  even 
in  Galway.     Where  was  the  contempt  for 
law   and  the    disregard    for  property? 
What  justification  had  the  right   hon. 
Gentleman  for  delivering  such  lectures  ? 
Great  political  capital  had  been  made  out 
of  a  few  disturbances  in  Galway.    But 
one  of  the  main  purposes  of  the  Purchase 
Act    of    1903  was  to  divide  the  vast 
grazing  lands  amongst  the  people.     All 
sections  of  the  House  were  united  in  the 
hope  that  these  unfortunate  people  would 
be  placed  upon  the  rich  lands  to  work 
out  their  salvation  under  circumstances 
of   eomfort     and    possibly    prosperity. 
There  was  no  more  cruel  and  tantalising 
state  of  afEairs  in  any  civilised  country 
of  the  world  than  that  which   presented 
itself  in  (ralway  and  Roscommon,  where 
there  were  these  vast  grazing  ranches  on 
the  one  hand  and  people  anxious  and 
willing  to  work  on  the  other,  and  yet  an 
unnatural,    anomalous,   and   deplorable 
condition  of  things  kept  the  population 
and  the  land  apart.    Orderly  meetings 
were  held  to  demand  that  the  law  should 
be  carried  into  effect;  representations 
were  sent  to  the  Estates  Commissioners 
to  deal  with   the  matter;   but  all  the 
forces  of  so-called  law  and  Oider  were 
ingeniously  worked  against  the  people. 
Where  was  the  wiong  if  they  called  upon 
the  men  who  held  the  land,  and  practised 
neither  violence  nor  outrage  ?    Did  hon. 
Members  opposite  believe  that  the  House 
would  {have  consented  to  the  passage  of 
the  Act  of  1903  if  it  had  been  thought  that 
these  people  would  have  been  excluded 
for  ever  from  the  arable  lands  of  the 
country  ?    Even  the    hon.  Member  for 
South  Antrim  would  not  deny  that  that 
was  a  laudable  and  praiseworthy  object, 
good  for  the  people  and  good    for  the 
common  weal.    The  atrocious  crime  of 
these  people  was  that  they  held  meetings 
and  petitioned  the  Estates  Commissioners, 
and  because  they  did  not  conduct  their 
debates^ with  the  moderation  of  the  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  Front  benches  thev 
were  to  be  visited  with  the  pains  and 
penalties  of  the  Coercion  Act.     Feelings 
of  indignation  could  not  be  coped  with 
by  the  importation    of    thousands    of 
policemen. 

The  Chief  Secretary  was  not  to   be 
commended  for  the   manner    in  which 

Mr,  Fl^n, 


he  replied  to  Questions  of  hon.  Meknbers 
whose  only  object  was  to  defame  the 
character    of    their    fellow-countrymen. 
The  history  of  representative  institutions 
afforded  no  precedent  or  parallel  for  a 
body  of  representatives  being  constantly 
engas^ed  in  defaming  the  character  of  the 
people  of  the  country  from  which  they 
came.    It  was  reserved  for  hon.  Members 
opposite    to    devote    their    energies  to 
fouling  their  own  nest.    Attention  had 
recently  been  called  to  the  total  of  205 
agrarian  outrages  during  the  year,  and 
the  Chief  Secretary,  to  keep  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  in  a  good  temper,  gave  the 
congenial  Answer  that  the  immunity  from 
pun.shment  was  due  to  the  fact  that  the 
people  who  were  victimised  were  a&aid 
to  come  forward.  'But   124  out  of  the 
205  cases  were  only  cases  of  intimida- 
tion, and     of    these     the    bulk    were 
threatening    letters    and    notices.    Did 
anybody  believe  that  the  majority  of 
those  letters  were  not  written  or  caused 
to  be  written  by  the  people  themselves ! 
How   could   anything  of  that  kind  be 
proved  to  be  a  threatening  letter.     He 
had  always  believed,  and  he  still  beUeved, 
that  it  was  quite  within  the  power  of  an 
unscrupulous    policeman,     panting    for 
promotion,  to  keep  his  finger  on  the  valve 
of  crime  and  outrage,  make  the  register 
rise  or  fall,  and  to  increase  or  decrease  the 
number  of  threatening  notices  and  letters 
and  even  the  atrocious  crime  of  cattle  muti- 
lation and  outrage.      Had   the    House 
forgotten    the    Sergeant    Sheridan,    the 
Constable  Sullivan,  and  the  Mulroonev 
cases  ?    Were  not    Sergeant  Sheridan's 
colleagues   capable  of  doing   the    same 
thing  to-day  ?      Surely   they  were  not 
going  to  accept  these  figures  of  205  simply 
upon  constabulnry  authority.    The  Chief 
Secretary  accepted  this  statement  with- 
out examination  and  analysis,  and  then 
proceeded  to  lecture  the  Irish  people  as 
a  whdle  and  the  Irish  Members  without 
discretion  or  discrimination. 

« 

They  had  observed  with  what  levity  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman   had  treated   the 
sacred  right  of  public  meeting  and   fre 
speech.     An  hon.  friend  of  his  attended 
a  public  meeting  in  Ireland  at  which  he 
was  subjected  to  personal  violence  by  the 
police   aild  where   he    saw  one  of   bis 
colleagues  attacked  by  the  poUoe.     And 
1  what   did    the    Chief   Secretary    bring 
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forward  in  reply  to  a  Question  upon  this 
subject  ?  Simply  the  bare  statement  of 
those  who  were  on  their  defence  in  this 
matter.  But  for  the  ruling  of  the  Chair 
his  hon.  friend  would  have  been  de- 
nounced as  guilty  of  falsehood,  although 
he  was  speaking  of  what  he  saw,  because 
he  was  looking  on  and  saw  the  occurrence 
himself.  The  Chief  Secretary,  without 
investigation,  was  always  ready  to  accept 
the  statements  of  constables,  and  he 
waived  aside  the  testimony  of  his  hon. 
friend.  That  was  not  treating  Members 
of  the  House  of  Commons  with  proper 
courtesy.  He  disputed  the  doctrine  of 
the  Chief  Secretary  that  the  police  had 
a  legal  right  on  their  own  mere  ipse  dixit 
to  prohibit  a  public  meeting  in  Ireland. 
They  knew  how  all  this  was  worked. 
The  right,  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  the 
police  had  the  power  to  stop  a  lawfully 
convened  public  meeting  on  their  own 
responsibility.  The  Russian  police  at  the 
present  time  claimed  no  more  than  tha.t. 
When  they  saw  the  right  hon.  Gentlemin 
addressing  a  meeting  of  his  political  friends 
in  Dublin  accompanied  by  all  the  forces  of 
bigotry  and  ascendenc}  in  Ireland,  and 
laying  down  all  the  old  doctrines,  the 
Irish  people  were  apt  to  take  such  action 
as  the  prelude  and  forerunner  of  a  course 
of  coercion,  and  naturally  their  suspicions 
were  aroused.  He  warned  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  against  taking  a  course  of 
that  kind.  AH  they  could  do  in  the 
matter  now  was  to  remonstate.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  might  consider  it  to  be  his 
duty  to  do  what  other  Chief  Secretaries 
had  done,  but  his  efEotrs  would  end  in 
failure  in  the  same  way  as  the  same  policy 
adopted  by  his  predecessors  had  failed. 

*Mr.  SLOAN  (Belfast,  S.)  twitted  the 
Nat'onalists  with  having  during  the  pist 
three  hours  devoted  themselves  to 
personal  recriminatiiu  insteidof  the  dis- 
cussion of  Irish  ad  minis  ration.  The  hon. 
Member  for  King's  County  had  said  that 
he  spoke  as  a  Protestant.  He  deprecated 
references  to  tlje  religious  beliefs  of  hon. 
Members,  although  he  quite  believed 
that  if  he  were  to  cross  the  floor  and 
declare  that  he  was  a  converted  Orange- 
man the  Nationalist  Members  would  not 
only  accept  him  but  even  find  a  con- 
stituency for  him  in  order  to  point  out 
the  great  salvation  there  was  within 
their  fold.     He    protested   against    the 


unscrupulous  attempts  which  were  made 
to  misrepresent  the  position  ol  Ulster 
Membdrs,  and  complained  that  the 
Nationalists  in  their  criticisms  did  not 
give  other  people  credit  for  the  honesty 
they  claimed  for  themselves.  The  hon. 
Member  for  King's  County  had  referred 
to  the  treatment  which  the  Salvation 
Army  received  from  English  mobs  in  a 
cathedral  town.  He  could  not  help 
recalling  that  when  in  Dublin  on  one 
occasion  he  saw  a  little  bit  of  Irish 
administration  in  regard  to  the  Salvation 
Army.  Walking  along  the  street  one 
evening  he  heard  a  great  noisi,  and  on 
going  to  the  scene  he  found  300  or  400 
people  not  disguising  the  fact  that  they 
were  Nationalists.  They  were  gathered 
around  two  or  three  Salvation  Army 
lasses,  and  were  cursing  and  swearing  at 
them  while  there  was  breath  in  their 
bodies.  On  that  occasion  they  were 
tolerated  by  the  police,  and  in  the 
interests  of  law  and  order  it  was  found 
necessary  to  pat  them  on  the  shoulder 
and  say,  "  Now  boys,  keep  quiet."  His 
idea  of  Irish  administration  would  have 
been  to  lock  them  up,  but  he  knew  that 
would  be  repulsive  to  people  whose 
tolerance  in  the  case  of  Dr.  Long  of 
Limerick  took  the  form  of  refusing  a 
conveyance  to  drive  him  to  a  patient. 
Yet  they  found  hon.  Members  represent- 
ing Nationalist  constituencies  getting 
up,  without  blush  or  shame,  and  making 
certain  charges  against  Members  from 
the  North  of  Ireland.  These  personal 
attacks  were  a  waste  of  the  time  of  the 

H0US3. 

His  hon.  and  learned  friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  North  Antrim  had  referred 
to  the  notorious  case  of  Constable 
Anderson.  Hs,  himself,  had  been  waiting 
with  anxiety  to  hear  a  demand  from  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  for  the 
public  inquiry  in  regard  to  which  he  had 
put  a  Question  on  the  Paper  the  other 
day.  He  did  not  object  to  the  efEort  on 
the  part  of  the  hon.  Member  to  enable 
the  Rev.  Mr.  O'Hara  to  clear  his  position, 
but  that  should  not  be  made  at  the 
expense  of  the  character  that  had  already 
been  indicated,  and  it  should  not  be 
made  in  order  to  bring  further  base 
insinuations  against  a  man  who  had  been 
tried  once  and  acquitted,  tried  again 
and  found  guilty,  and  tried  a  third  time, 
by  the  head  of  the  Irish  Administration 
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1  with  full  pay  for  the  time  i  granted  to  His  Majesty,  to  complete  the 
tS.  That  man  had  had  the  aum  iiecessary  to  de&ay  the  Charee 
1  the  estimation  of  some,  to  which  will  Rome  in  conrse  of  payment 
1  to  a  (pri  who  happened  to  during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slat  day 
,  Catholic.  He  had  been  of  March,  1906,  for  the  Salaries  and 
9  memory  regarding  what  Expenses  of  the  Offices  of  the  Chief 
e  Hou«e  when  the  subieit .  Secretary  in  Dublin  and  London,  and  of 
and  he  foand  that  tbe  late  '  the  Inspector)  of  Lunatic  Asylnmfi." 
rydid  not  attempt  to  justify 

ra's  action  with  regard  to  j  *Mr.  SLOAN  (continuing  his  speech) 
this  transaction.  He  <tnd  j  atid  he  did  not  see  why  Nationalists 
d  no  objection  to  an  inquiry  I  should  take  exception  to  the  Chief 
nothing  to  fear.  But  he  Secretary  accepting  an  invitation  to  a 
hon.  Members  opposite  |  banquet  under  the  auspices  of  a  Unionist 
Ls  their  intention  or  desire  organisation,  seeing  that  Sir  Antony 
MacDonnell  had  accepted  an  address 
from  his  political  friends  at  Coatiebar. 
The  Member  lor  North  Antrim  referred 
to  a  case  in  Be'fast,  and  lest  the  House 
should  he  misled  he  would  like  to 
supplement  what  had  been  said.  That 
man  did  not  take  exception  to  a  Roman 
Catholic  clergyman  as  such.  He  was  some- 
what eccentric  and  denounced  theolergyof 
ail  denominations  :  he  was  6ned  40^.  for 
what  he  did.  And  in  contrast  to  that  he 
pointed  out  that  at  Westport  a  prieat 
who  had  kicked  a  man  because  he 
disagreed  with  what  he  was  doing  was 
dismissed  by  a  majority  of  the  bench, 
and  was  presented  with  a  purse  of 
sovereigns  and  an  address  by  the  people 
of  the  district  as  marks  of  their  approval 
of  his  action.  What  an  uproar  there 
would  have,  been  from  the  Nationalist 
Benches  if  that  individual  had  been  a 
Protestant  clergyman.  He  then  referred 
to  the  matter  of  the  auxiliary  asylum  at 
Voughal,  where  350  simples  were  con- 
fined in  an  unused  industrial  school  with-  , 
out  any  resident  medical  superintendent, 
and  he  wished  to  know  whether  it  was 
the  intention  of  the  Irish  Oovemment  to 
give  the  capitation  grant.  A  few  day« 
ago  an  inquest  was  h''ld  with  reference 
to  the  de:ith  of  one  of  the  inmates,  and 
the  jury  distinctly  stated  that  these 
individuals  ought  not  to  be  kept  in  that 
place,  but  ought  to  be  in  hospital  The 
Inspector  of  Lunatics  had  protested 
against  the  arrangement  and  Sir  Antony  "M 
MacDonnell  had  done  likewise.  He 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  how  long  was 
this  mate  of  things  to  be  permitted  to 
continue.  He  protested  against  the  ( 
allpgations  of  the  Nationalists  that  the 
ie,  and  Question  proposed,  j  hen.  Members  for  Ulster  brought  forward 
not  exceeding  £13,950,  be  j  nothing  but  bogus  grievances. 


Man,  who  had  become  thi 
tabk  Anderson,  should  go 
unpleasant  ordeal  again. 
^r  bad  been  vindicated 
te,  and  was  she  to  b:  held 
public  gHES  for  the  grati- 
ine  man.  He  rpgretted 
had  been  brought  up  agiin, 
lit  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
lotne  consideration  for  the 
eople  who  had  been  in  a 
ortunate  than  themselves. 

ing  half  past  Seven  of  the 
ha'rman  left  the  Chair  to 
lort  to  the  House. 

It  the  Table  informed  the 
unavoidable  absence  of  the 
Ways  and  Means  from  the 
this  day':!  Sittings. 

Mr.  Jeffreys,  the  Deputy- 
lok  the  Chair  as  Deputy- 
iiant  to  tbe  Standing  Order. 

report  Progress ;  to  sit 
aing. 


NING  SITTING. 

r  (8th  Allotted  Day). 
in  Committee, 
the  Committee.) 
SYS  (HaropsWre,  N.)  i 
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A  NATIONALIST  MEMBER:  You 
liave  a  grievance  against  the  Carlton 
Club. 

*Mr.  SLOAN  said  it  did  not  mattsr  to 
iiim  whether  it  was  against  the  Carlton 
Cllub  or  anybody  else :  he  would  give  voice 
to  any  grievance  he    might   have.     He 
<iid  not  take  any  m^re  partisan  view  of 
ills  respo  isibility  as  a  Member  of  Parlia- 
ment.    He   was  born  in  Belfast  and  he 
was  not  ashamed  of  being  an  Irishm%n, 
and  any    measure  which    promised    to 
better  the  condition  of    the  people   of 
Ireland — whether  Protestants  or  Roman 
Catholics — would  have  bis  support  and 
he  should  not  be  ashamed  to  give  an 
account  of  his  stewardship  to  the  people 
who  sent  him  to  the  House  of  Commons. 
He  could    not    think    the    Nationalists 
seriously  meant  to  assert  that  there  was 
A  Party  in  the  North  of  Ireland  who  de- 
-sired  to  crush  everybody  in  order  to  get 
an  ascendency.     He  hated  ascendency, 
:and  he  believed  the  people  shou'd  be  free 
and  unfettered.     He  believed  the  present 
Chief  Secretary  was  doing  his  best,  and 
although  he  regretted  that  coercion  should 
ihave  to  be  resorted  to  he  was  not  in  a 
position  to  dictate  to  the  Administration 
when  special  measures  should  or  should 
not  be  applied.    The  real  justification 
for  any  measures  of  that  kind  was  the 
conduct      of     the      people.      He     was 
sure  that  in  regard   to  the   effort    be- 
ing    made     to     better     the     country, 
honesty  would   be    observed    by  those 
representing    Ulster     constituencies    as 
^ell  as  by  those  in  the  South  and  West. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  urged  that  the 
House  ought  to  have  something  like 
A  statement  of  the  policy  of  the  new 
Chief  Secretary  on  the  initiation  of  his 
Teign  in  Ireland.  The  silence  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  maintained  for 
so  long  was  the  more  remarkable  because 
!he  had  been  accused,  or  complimented, 
as  the  case  might  be,  of  being  the  re- 
presentative, if  not  the  author,  of  a  new 
policy  in  Ireland.  The  Nationalists  in 
that  House  were  entitled  to  know  what 
that  new  policy  was.  It  could  not  be  a 
new  policy  for  one  part  of  the  country, 
because  the  Ulster  people  had  declared 
that  they  were  content  with  the  British 
Government.  It  must  be,  therefore,  a 
mew  policy  with  regard  to  the  discontented 
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portion  of  the  country;  and  they  wer3 
entitled  in  that  House  to  a  first  statement 
as   regarded   that  policy,  such   as  was 
given  by  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
or  the  representative  of  the  Admiralty. 
For  some  reason  or  another  it  had  seemed 
good  to  the  Conservatives  of  Ireland  to 
discount;  the  official  statement  by  holding 
a  dinner  in  Dublin  in  order  to  decant  the 
right  hon.   Gentleman's  opinions  there. 
Certainly  the  result  of  that  decantation, 
if  he  might  use  the  word,  had  bean  the 
most  extraordinary  statemsnt    he    had 
ever  kaown  an  official  to  make.     It  was 
all  very  well  for  a  gentleman  to  proclaim 
bis  unworthiness    and    unfitness    for   a 
position.     When  he  cried  nolo  episcopari- 
one  generally  expected  him  to  lay  down 
the  crozier  and  the  mitre.    If  an  Irish 
Member  were  inducted  into  the  office  of 
Home  Secretary  for  England,  it  woald 
be  an  extraordinary  thing  for  him  at  a 
banquet  at  the  Holborn  Restaurant  to 
say  that  he  was  utterly  unfit  for  the 
office,  that  he  would  not  know  England 
on  the  map,  that  he  did  not  kaow  one 
county  in  England,   that   he    did    not 
know  Holborn  from  the  Strand,  that  he 
was  in  ignorance  of  the  situation  here, 
and  that  his  only  claim  to  the  position 
was  that  he  had  assumed  it  at  the  call 
of  duty  to  his  chief.    Let  any  one  iancy 
a  man  taking  charge  of  a  man-of-war, 
having  been  a  bricklayer  or  a'.carpenter ; 
or  taking  command  of  an  army,  having 
been  a  shoemaker  or  clerk,  and  boasting 
of  it,  and  claiming  consideration  from 
his  opponents  on  the  ground  that   he 
was  absolutely  unfitted  for  the  position. 
It  made  one  ashamed  of  being  an  Irish- 
man to  think  that  an  English  Minister 
could  boast  that  his  chief  claim  to  the 
consideration  of  that  country  was  that 
he  knew  absolutsly  nothing  about  it. 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  denied  that 
Ireland  had  been  neglected  by  the  Par- 
liament of  England,  because,  he  said, 
forty-one  statutes  had  been  passed  by 
the  Tory  Party  in  this  country  for 
Ireland  in  the  last  ten  or  twelve  years. 
How  many  statutes  hai  been  passed  for 
England  and  Scotland  in  that  time  ? 
They  were  passed  every  year  by  the 
hundred.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
considered  that  the  Government  wera 
entitled  to  boast  because  they  had  passe  i 
as   many    statutes  for   Ireland   in  te  i 
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ye^TS  AS  the   humWest  IriA  Aaflcmbly 
which    conU    he   constituted    in    th^t 
country  oouW    pas*  in  a  sin«k  teaBoo- 
The  richt  hon.  Gentleman  watered  the 
wild  Unioniain   in   Dublin  with  an  an- 
nouncement that  did  not  Mem  to  have 
been  entirely  palatable  to  the  noble  anny 
of   Dukes  and    others  gathered    at  the 
leatrntiea.     He  stated    that   there  were 
still     wanting     varioa-*      rfforms     and 
amendments  in  the  'uw  whi«  h  it  was  the 
duty  of  the  united  Parliament  to  make. 
Why  had  they  not  his  statement  as  to 
what  they  were  ?     The  present  Govern- 
ment had   not   loii^  to  run.     Was  the 
right  hon-  Gentleman  content  to  remain 
in  office  for  whatever    lees  and   dregs 
might   remain  and   to  do   nothing  but 
ordinary  acts  of  administration?     That 
would    be   an    ignoble    position    lor    a 
statesman  to   assume.     However  inter- 
esting these  small  matters  that  had  been 
raised  on  the  other   side  of  the  House 
might  be,  it  was  almost  degrading  to  hear 
them  being    discussed*  when    Irishman 
were  concerned  in  so  much  larger  ques- 
tions.    Both  sides  lost  by  allowing  them- 
selves to  be  enmeshed  in  these  smaller 
questions,    because     Ulsternien    needed 
measures  of  progress  for  themselves  as 
much  as  people  in  other  parts   of  Ire- 
lanrl   did.     England  had   the  benefit  of 
Irish    troops    and    Irish    seamen;    and 
again   he  asked   where   was  the    value 
for  the   money  which  the  Irish  people 
paid  ? 


Re  maidtained  that  Ireland  should 
insist,  every  year  ^hen  the  Chief 
Hecrotary's  salary  came  up,  on  a  state- 
pout  from  him,  just  as  the  House 
insiHted  on  a  statement  with  regard 
^'^  the  great  Indian  dependency,  or 
colonies  -like  the  Leeward  or  Wind- 
J^*«*d  Islands.  Let  the  right  hon. 
'*«ntloman  give  them  some  information 
n  V  V^®^^  country  and  as  to  what  the 
Vvi        .  Qovornnaent  was  doing  with  it. 

"1*'*  >t  was  squandering  their  revenues 
^M  appointing  their  officials,  what  had 

LUZ^  ^  "^y  ^^'  i^*^^*'  ^^^  a  mass  of 
r,;  7*"g  discontent  in  the  North  and  the 

Si  *^^  *^«  ^®«^ ^  The  right  hon. 
hail  ^'"^^  was  entitled  to  claim  that  he 
f  tm  ^^  J*^P'«««»itative  gathering  in  Dublin 

'ih^Vt^^  "^B*^^'  ^^*  ^^^*  ^«'«  the  facts  ? 

'jivlior^^f  .J^r^y  .^^  Dublin  took   a 
''*"  agamst  givmg  him  a  dinner  at 

^^-  T.  M\Hedy.     . 


alL    While  Ae  ri^t  kon.  < 
*1»  support  of   tbe  greftt 
the  Doke  ol  Al>er«om  *nd  a11  :i'  i 
gentlemnn  w1m>    were  wcfl  of  :.  i 
what  GoremnMnt   wan   in  p^^^' 
was  a  democratic  Fartj  wkcn  r 
from     Liverpool     at     the     isR  tl 
election  ami  compelled  him  to: 
lowBT  down  in    the    country    = 
obUged  by  this   very  Orange  s-^  j 
quit  hia  oim  conatitnency  on  tiierJ 
difficulty.    He,  himselt  took  & 
in  that  qnestioii ;    but  what  i^f? 
When  the  queation  of  the  inviti^ 
the  light  hon.  Gentleman  can» ::  J 
this  great    council    of   Oranr'- 
more  than  thirty  of  the  entire  :>: 
present   and    fourteen    of    tirr=:  ^ 
against     giving       him      any    '^ 
whatsoever.     The  Unionist  Jier.c: 
not  speak  of  these   things  ia  ^^ 
before  the   Nationalists.     "They  :-| 
want  to  let  the    Philistines  re:^    J 
meet  an  Orangeman  or  a  Prottffc^-' 
where  in  Ireland,  unless  he  W »H 
and  he   was   as     bitter    and  ^ 
against  the  methods  of  Bnteft^ 
ment    in   Ireland    as    the   "S^^f 
:  Therefore  he  said    thev  were  eni^ 
ask  what  the  British  GovemmeL> 
.  doing  with  their  ten  miBions f,^ J^ 
He  believed  that  the  notion  ottVt 
of  gold  which  was  for  ever  fioin^^ 
their  poor  Uttle  impoverished  a^^ 
enrich  this  great  and  "^^^^f^^ 
even  yet  appeal  to  Irishmen  of  m 
'  In  London  they  saw  milUoDB  e^ 
on  new  buildings  for  th«    *T'^ 
Army,    and     other     Departmei^- 
when  a  sniall  expenditure  ^^^ 
DubUn  Castle  the  money  coiua 
got.     The  time  would  come  «^w 
men   on   both    sides   in  the   ^^^ 
I  Commons  would  have  to  t*^jf.  ,1^. 
Public  Accounts  Committee,  ^^^^^ 
trace  Irish  revenue  from  **^y^/ 
Ireland  to  its  place  oi  expefldif^^.  / 
and  see  what  they  got  in  teta^  ,, 
got    nothing    but    hroken-do^ 
Secretaries. 

Those  of  them  who  vcw  jj^^' 
in  the  real  business  of  P^  ^^^^ 
not  in  recrimination  or  ^^^,^^' 
were  sent  there  to  proD^^*^*.,.  I 
cause  than  that  ^^^  .  i  oi  ^* 
Gentlemen    on    the  other  8»|f    > 

House.     The  right  hoc-  ^^^ 
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7  .  wf  been  inducted  into  his  office  and  he 
r.  old  therefore  ask  him,  had  he  a  policy  ; 
,  at  was  it ;  where  was  it  invented  ; 
/ 1  it  differ  from  the  policy  of  the  right 
^^  a.  Member  for  Dover ;  and  how  was  it 
f  .ginated  ?  Did  he  sit  in  the  Cabinet 
■  four  years  with  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
r  for  Dover  and  approve  of  his  acts  ? 
e  right  hon.  Member  passed  the  Land 
' '  t  and  made  \  arious  speeches  on  the 
■  liversity  question.  Did  the  Chief 
^  ^  cretary  approve  of  those  statements, 
*  d  if  he  differed  from  him  had  his  so- 
«•"  lied  new  pohcy  the  sanction  of  the 
'  .binet  ?  Did  he  differ  from  his  Lord- 
euteiiant,  and,  if  so,  were  the  Irish 
ople  to  look  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
-"  r  a  statement  of  policy,  or  to  one  who 
-'  IS,  nominally  at  least,  his  subordinate 
.  ficer?  They  were  induced  two  years 
;o  to  support  the  Purchase  Act  and 
-  pecially  the  bonus  of  £12,000,000  to  the 
ndlords  upon  the  suggestion  that  they 
■ere  entering  upon  something  like  a  new 
'a  of  conciliation.  It  the  right  hon. 
.•entleman  had  a  different  policy  from 
lat  of  the  Member  for  Dover,  the  Irish 
*  J  ,  indlords  had  been  getting  the  money 
.'  ,nder  false  pretences.  What  business 
'ad  the  landlords  of  Ireland  to  press 
\.  ound  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and 
,  .  isinuate  new  policies  in  his  ear  which 
.'hey  did  not  declare  when  the  Bill  of 
.  903  was  going  through  the  House  of 
Jommons  ?  Great  fault  was  found  now 
'  ^ith  the  unfortunate  Connaught  peasants 
:)ecstuse  it  was  said  that  they  were 
•  '*•  greedy  of  land  and  wanted  to  drive  the 
:  -  y  "^^  graziers  off  their  farms ;  but  who  first 
..  '^'  j;ave  official  encouragement  to  these 
.::  ^  \poor  cotters?  The  most  Socialistic  and 
-  -:?' revolutionary  proposals  on  this  subject 
,./  -  '  were  to  be  found  in  the  statutes  that  the 
., -J:' *^- Imperial  Parliament  had  passed;  but 
^'because  these  sections  of  compulsory 
^purchase  were  directed,  not  against  the 
'r  -^  landlords,  but  against  fhe  tenants, 
\  f:/  'Socialism  and  Communism  received 
legislative  sanction.  The  third  Section 
of  the  Act  of  1903  enabled  the  Congested 
Districts  Board  to  resume,  which  meant 
annex,  a  holding  in  order  to  distribute  it 
amongst  the  surrounding  tenants.  But 
if  the  Board  might  seize  his  little  farm, 
which  he  held  under  a  judicial  tenancy, 
why  were  not  the  branches  of  the 
National  League,  containing  gentlemen 
just  as  respectable  and  honourable  as  the 
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members  of  the  Board,  to  pass  resolu- 
tions on  the  subject  ?  He  would  again 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  what  his 
new  policy  was. 

Mr.  GORDON  said  he  wished  t^ 
reprobate  the  doctrine  contained  in 
the  concluding  part  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member's  speech.  This  was 
not  a  question  which  ought  to  be 
determined  in  a  debate  of  thrs  kind. 
The  violence  of  language  used  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  towards  Unionists 
:  ought  to  be  an  object-lesson  as  to  what 
they  would  have  to  suffer  if  they  had  a 
Parliament  in  Ireland.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man argued  that  because  the  Legislature 
had  provided  a  means  under  the  law  of 
dividing  up  the  grass  lands  of  Connaught* 
and  because  that  was  not  being  carried 
out  as  rapidly  as  the  people  wished,  they 
were  entitled  to  intimidate  the  owners  of 
property.  That  was  against  not  only 
every  principle  of  law,  but  of  every 
principle  of  morality;  and  he  was 
surprised  that  a  Member  of  the  legal 
faculty  should  stand  up  for  such  a 
doctrine.  Why  should  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  justify  outrages  and 
crimes  which  ought  to  be  suppressed  ? 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Water- 
ford  brushed  aside  the  Return  of  outrages 
and  said,  "Oh,  that  is  nothing."  In 
Munster  and  Connaught  there  were  all 
these  serious  agrarian  crimes  which 
brought  terror  and  misery  to  innocent 
householders.  Were  firing  into  houses 
and  maiming  cattle  of  no  account  ?  Was 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  was  re- 
sponsible for  the  preservation  of  law 
and  order  in  Ireland  to  be  condemned 
because  he  said  in  public  and  in  the 
presence  of  the  Press  that  he  intended 
so  far  as  he  could  to  preserve  law  and 
order  in  Ireland  ?  The  suggestion  was 
always  made  that  these  outrages  were 
provoked  by  the  police,  because  one 
black  sheep  had  been  found  in  the 
police.  It  was  an  unworthy  suggestion. 
There  were  eleven  cases  of  killing  and 
maiming  cattle  in  the  two  provinces  of 
Munster  and  Connaught  Were  these 
outrages  not  to  be  put  down  %  Did  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  defend  these  crimes  ? 

Mb.  FLAVIN  (Kerry.  N.) :  We  have 
always  condemned  them  and  we  always 
shall. 

3  E  2 
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years  as  the   humblest  Irish  Assembly 
which    could    be    constituted    in    that 
country  could    pass  in  a  single  session. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  watered  the 
wild  Unionism   in   Dublin  with  an  an- 
nouncement that  did  not  seem  to  have 
been  entirely  palatable  to  the  noble  army 
of  Dukes  and    others  gathered   at  the 
festivities.     He  stated   that  there  were 
still     wanting     various     reforms     and 
amendinents  in  the  law  which  it  was  the 
duty  of  the  united  Parliament  to  make. 
Why  had  they  not  his  statement  as  to 
what  they  were  1     The  present  Govern- 
ment had   not  long  to  run.     Was  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  content  to  remain 
in  office  for  whatever    lees  and   dregs 
might  remain  and   to  do  nothing  but 
ordinary  acts  of  administration  1     That 
would    be   an    ignoble    position    for    a 
statesman  to   assume.     However  inter- 
esting these  small  matters  that  had  been 
raised  on  the  other   side  of  the  House 
might  be,  it  was  almost  degrading  to  hear 
them  being    discussed,  when    Irishmen 
were  concerned  in  so  much  larger  ques- 
tions.    Both  sides  lost  by  allowing  them- 
selves to  be  enmeshed  in  these  smaller 
questions,    because     Ulster  men    needed 
measures  of  progress  for  themselves  as 
much  as  people  in  other  parts   of  Ire- 
land did.     England  had   the  benefit  of 
Irish    troops    and    Irish    seamen;    and 
again   he  asked   where   was  the    value 
for  the   money  which  the  Irish   people 
paid? 

He  maintained  that  Ireland  should 
insist,  every  year  ^hen  the  Ohief 
Secretary's  salary  came  up,  on  a  state- 
ment from  him,  just  as  the  House 
insisted  on  a  statement  with  regard 
to  the  great  Indian  dependency,  or 
colonies  like  the  Leeward  or  Wind- 
ward Islands.  Let  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  give  them  some  information 
about  their  country  and  as  to  what  the 
British  Government  was  doing  with  it. 
When  it  was  squandering  their  revenues 
and  appointing  their  officials,  what  had 
it  got  to  say  for  itself,  with  a  mass  of 
seething  discontent  in  the  North  and  the 
South  and  the  West?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  entitled  to  claim  that  he 
had  a  representative  gathering  in  Dublin 
the  other  night,  but  what  were  the  facts? 
The  Orange  Party  in  Dublin  took  a 
division  fagainst  giving  him  a  dinner  at  I 

Mr.  T.  MJJBealy.     , 


all.  While  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
%e  support  of  the  great  landlords'Iike- 
the  Duke  of  Abercorn  and  all  the  worthy 
gentleman  who  were  well  ofE  no  matter 
what  Government  was  in  power,  there 
was  a  democratic  Party  which  drove  him 
from  Liverpool  at  the  last  general 
election  and  compelled  him  to  get  a  seat 
low^r  down  in  the  country.  He  was. 
obliged  by  this  very  Orange  section  to 
quit  his  own  constituency  on  the  religious, 
difficulty.  He,  himself,  took  no  interest 
in  that  question ;  but  what  happened  ? 
When  the  question  of  the  invitation  tc 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  came  up  before- 
this  great  council  of  Orangemen  not 
more  than  thirty  of  the  entire  body  were- 
present  and  fourteen  of  them  voted 
against  giving  him  any  reception 
whatsoever.  The  Unionist  Members  did 
not  speak  of  these  things  in  the  House: 
before  the  Nationalists.  They  did  not 
want  to  let  the  Philistines  rejoice,  but 
meet  an  Orangeman  or  a  Protestant  any- 
where in  Ireland,  unless  he  had  a  salary, 
and  he  was  as  bitter  and  indignant- 
against  the  methods  of  British  Gk)vem- 
ment  in  Ireland  as  the  Nationalists. 
Therefore  he  said  they  were  entitled  to 
ask  what  the  British  Government  were 
doing  with  their  ten  millions  of  money. 
He  believed  that  the  notion  of  this  river 
of  gold  which  was  for  ever  flowing  from 
their  poor  little  impoverished  country  ta 
enrich  this  great  and  wealthy  land  would 
even  yet  appeal  to  Irishmen  of  all  classes^ 
In  London  they  saw  millions  expended 
on  new  buildings  for  the  yavy,  for  the 
Army,  and  other  Departments,  but 
when  a  small  expenditure  was  asked  for 
Dublin  Castle  the  money  could  not  be- 
got. The  time  would  come  when  Irish- 
men  on  both  sides  in  the  House  of 
Commons  would  have  to  have  a  sort  of 
Public  Accoimts  Committee,  which  should 
trace  Irish  revenue  from  its  source  in 
Ireland  to  its  place  of  expenditure  here 
and  see  what  they  got  in  return.  They 
got  nothing  but  broken-down  Chief 
Secretaries. 

Those  of  them  who  were  engaged 
in  the  real  business  of  politics,  and 
not  in  recrimination  or  idle  chatter,, 
were  sent  there  to  promote  a  far  higher 
cause  than  that  raised  by  hon^ 
Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  ther 
House.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
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now  been  inducted  into  his  office  and  he 
would  therefore  ask  him,  had  he  a  policy  ; 
what  was  it ;  where  was  it  invented  ; 
did  it  difier  from  the  policy  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Dover ;  and  how  was  it 
originated  ?  Did  he  sit  in  the  Cabinet 
for  four  years  with  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Dover  and  approve  of  his  acts  ? 
The  right  hon.  Member  passed  the  Land 
Act  and  made  \  arious  speeches  on  the 
University  question.  Did  the  Chief 
Secretary  approve  of  those  statements, 
and  if  he  differed  from  him  had  his  so- 
called  new  poUcy  the  sanction  of  the 
Cabinet  ?  Did  he  differ  from  his  Lord- 
Lieutenant,  and,  if  so,  were  the  Irish 
people  to  look  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
for  a  statement  of  policy,  or  to  one  who 
was,  nominally  at  least,  his  subordinate 
officer?  They  were  induced  two  years 
ago  to  support  the  Purchase  Act  and 
especially  the  bonus  of  £12,000,000  to  the 
landlords  upon  the  suggestion  that  they 
were  entering  upon  something  like  a  new 
era  of  conciliation.  It  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  a  different  policy  from 
that  of  the  Member  for  Dover,  the  Irish 
landlords  had  been  getting  the  money 
under  false  pretences.  What  business 
had  the  landlords  of  Ireland  to  press 
round  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and 
insinuate  new  policies  in  his  ear  which 
they  did  not  declare  when  the  Bill  of 
1903  was  going  through  the  House  of 
Commons  ?  Great  fault  was  found  now 
with  the  unfortunate  Connaught  peasants 
becstnse  it  was  said  that  they  were 
greedy  of  land  and  wanted  to  drive  the 
graziers  off  their  farms;  but  who  first 
gave  official  encouragement  to  these 
poor  cotters?  The  most  Socialistic  and 
revolutionary  proposals  on  this  subject 
were  to  be  found  in  the  statutes  that  the 
Imperial  Parliament  had  passed;  but 
because  these  sections  of  compulsory 
purchase  were  directed,  not  against  the 
landlords,  but  against  €he  tenants, 
Socialism  and  Communism  received 
legislative  sanction.  The  third  Section 
of  the  Act  of  1903  enabled  the  Congested 
Districts  Board  to  resume,  which  meant 
annex,  a  holding  in  order  to  distribute  it 
amongst  the  surrounding  tenants.  But 
if  the  Board  might  seize  his  little  farm, 
which  he  held  under  a  judicial  tenancy, 
why  were  not  the  branches  of  the 
National  League,  containing  gentlemen 
just  as  respectable  and  honourable  as  the 


members  of  the  Board,  to  pass  resolu- 
tions on  the  subject  ?  He  would  again 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  what  his 
new  policy  was. 

Mr.  GORDON  said  he  wished  t^ 
reprobate  the  doctrine  contained  in 
the  concluding  part  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member's  speech.  This  was 
not  a  question  which  ought  to  be 
determined  in  a  debate  of  this  kind. 
The  violence  of  language  used  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  towards  Unionists 
ought  to  be  an  object-lesson  as  to  what 
they  would  have  to  suffer  if  they  had  a 
Parliament  in  Ireland.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man argued  that  because  the  Legislature 
had  provided  a  means  under  the  law  of 
dividing  up  the  grass  lands  of  Connaught, 
and  because  that  was  not  being  carried 
out  as  rapidly  as  the  people  wished,  they 
were  entitled  to  intimidate  the  owners  of 
property.  That  was  against  not  only 
every  principle  of  law,  but  of  every 
principle  of  morality;  and  he  was 
surprised  that  a  Member  of  the  legal 
faculty  should  stand  up  for  such  a 
doctrine.  Why  should  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  justify  outrages  and 
crimes  which  ought  to  be  suppressed  ? 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Water- 
ford  brushed  aside  the  Return  of  outrages 
and  said,  "Oh,  that  is  nothing."  In 
Munster  and  Connaught  there  were  all 
these  serious  agrarian  crimes  which 
brought  terror  and  misery  to  innocent 
householders.  Were  firing  into  houses 
and  maiming  cattle  of  no  account  ?  Was 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  was  re- 
sponsible for  the  preservation  of  law 
and  order  in  Ireland  to  be  condemned 
because  he  said  in  public  and  in  the 
presence  of  the  Press  that  he  intended 
so  far  as  he  could  to  preserve  law  and 
order  in  Ireland  ?  The  suggestion  was 
always  made  that  these  outrages  were 
provoked  by  the  police,  because  one 
black  sheep  had  been  found  in  the 
police.  It  was  an  unworthy  suggestion. 
There  were  eleven  cases  of  killing  and 
maiming  cattle  in  the  two  provinces  of 
Munster  and  Connaught  Were  these 
outrages  not  to  be  put  down  ?  Did  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  defend  these  crimes  ? 

Mr.  FLAVIN  (Kerry.  N.) :  We  have 
always  condemned  them  and  we  always 
shall. 

3  E  2 
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ON  said  that  he  did  Dot 
Dn.   Membeis  opposite  had 

em.  The  hon  and  learned 
''ateiford  had  Bpoken  of  the 
reatening  letters  which  he 

He  should  like  to  see  these 
c  mpare  them  with  the 
tters  sent  to  innocent  hou^e- 
ening  to  injure  iheir  pro- 
make  fami  y  life  unbearable. 
[  Secretary  to  be  denounced 
Id  that  he  would  try  us  well 
«  see  thit  law  and  oider 
led  and  that  such  crimes 
end  to  f  It  was  the  ficst 
sry  Oov^inment  'o  give 
:e  and  property,  and  to  .=ee 

was  obeyed.  They  were 
ythngthe  Unionist  M';ra- 
and  Slid  must  be  wrong, 
e^nted  a  certain  section  ol 
ty,  just  as  much  a^  hon. 
ipposite  lepresentcd  their 
B  Unionist  Memberi  repre- 
ection  of  the  community 
0' thirds  ol  the  industries  of 
taid  more  than  half  of  the 
ted  from  the  whole  popula- 
d.  He  thought,  therefore, 
le  House  heard  statements 
i  Nationalist  Members  of 
fereuce  to  the  small  body 
ted  the  Unionist  Party  in 
ht  to  bear  in  mind  that  that 
r  small,  represented  practi- 
rd  of  the  population  of 
nore  than  one-half  of  the 
;  industriea  of  the  country, 
leal  more  than  one-hslf  of 
tvenue  that  was  paid  by 
he  Imperial  Exchequer, 
ough  their  numbers  were 
id  the  right  to  have  their 
views  put  before  the  House 
e  as  the  Hembers  for  the 
^cst  of  Ireland.  Law  and 
to  be  equally  administered 
of  the  country  and  to  every 
>untry  irrespective  of  class 
Let  every  iiiaTi  be  treated 
[ual  terms.  Let  the  Chief 
ninister  the  law  in  that 
would  earn  the  praise,  not 
all  right-minded  men. 

)rised  that  the  hon.  Member 
one  could  not  avo'd  attack- 
g  at  which  the  Chief  Secre- 


tary was  welcomed  to  Ireland.  Was  it  sug- 
gested that  the  Unionists  of  Ireland  were 
not  justified  m  extending  their  hospitality 
to  the  Chief  Secretary  t  If  the  Radicals 
were  in  power  and  sent  over  a  Ohief 
Secretary  he  would  probably  be  enter- 
tained by  the  Radicals  in  Ireland,  but 
it  would  not  be  a  very  big  entertainment. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL :  Did  you  ever 
entertain  the  late  Chief  Secretary  t 

Mr.  GORDON :  The  hon.  Hembei  for 
South  Tyrone  had  described  the  gentle- 
men at  the  meeting  as  "old  pals"  of 
his.  He  rounded  on  his  old  pals  occa- 
sionally, and  whoever  were  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Tyrone's  pals  now 
they  would  find  that  he  would  round 
on  them  some  day.  But  there  were 
about  200  at  that  dinner,  and  they  repre- 
sented the  trade,  commerce,  and  industry 
of  Ireland,  with  a  few  Peers  who  were 
Irishmen  liv  ng  in  Ireland.  Was  it  a 
great  charge  against  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  he  went  to  such  »n 
entertainment  as  that  and  that  he  made 
a  speech  which  was  reported  in  every 
newspaper  in  Ireland,  and  of  which  the 
only  parts  that  coukl  be  attacked  in 
the  House  of  Commons  were  those  in 
which  he  declared  his  determination  to 
preserve  law  and  order.  If  there  had 
been  anything  in  his  speeches  at  Belfast 
and  Dublin  that  could  have  been  laid 
hold  of  by  the  Nationalists  they  would 
have  set  it  out  in  detail  in  the  House 
of  Commons.  They  had  had  from  the 
Nationalists  a  hollow  pretence  of  an 
attack.  It  must  be  made  on  every 
Chief  SecretBr}>,  whether  they  agreed 
with  him  or  not.  It  had  been  made 
in  the  same  terms,  in  the  same  form, 
and  chiefly  by  the  same  speakers  often 
bfifore,  and  they  might  expect  it  to  be 
made  so  long  as  a  Unionist  Government 
was  at  the  bead  of  aSairs.  And  even 
when  the  Opposition  came  into  ofGce 
they  would  not  escape,  because  it 
would  be  impossible  for  any  man  who 
tried  to  preserve  law  and  order  in 
Ireland  to  »void  those  attaeks. 

Thpy  had  been  called  the  Ascendancy 
Party,  He  thought  there  was  very  little  of 
the  qual'ty  of  the  Ascendancy  Party 
amongst  them,  Th 
plain,  hard-working  n 
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their  living  in  Ireland,  and  who  were 
capable  of  lorming  an  opinion  as  to  what 
they  believed  woald  be  to  the  best  in- 
terests of  Ireland.  It  was  not  a  question 
of  landlords.  The  Nationalists  were 
always  talking  about  landlords.  What- 
ever the  Nationalists  said  about  them,  the 
men  who  represented  the  Unionists  of 
Ireland  were  trying  to  voice  the  views  of 
their  constituents,  and  trying  as  far  as 
thpy  could  to  get  even-handed  justice  in 
Ireland,  and  to  see  that  law  and 
order  were  preserved  there. 

Mr.  DILLON  said  the  hon.  Member 
opposite  had  been  giving  the  Nation- 
alist Party  a  lecture,  and  his  speech 
was  full  of  recrimination  from  begin- 
ning to  end.  He  wished  to  call 
attention  to  a  new  departure,  not  in 
policy,  but  in  the  procedure,  made  by  the 
Chief  Secretary  from  the  custom  which 
h"  d  ruled  Ireland  in  recent  years.  The 
present  Chief  Secreta  y  had  imprudently 
broken  a  custom  according  to  which  the 
responsible  Minister  for  Ireland  avoided 
Party  meetings  in  that  country.  It  was 
even  more  necessary  to  avoid  Party 
meetings  when  the  Chief  Secretary 
happened  to  represent  a  Government 
which  was  in  sympathy  with  the 
minority  in  Ireland.  The  post  of  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  was  not  analagous 
to  the  po.sition  of  any  other  British 
Minister  because  there  was  only  nne 
Minister  who  governed  Irelind.  Some- 
times it  was  the  Lord-Lieutenant  and 
sometimes  the  Chief  Secretary,  and  he 
was  absolute  in  all  departments  of  the 
State  in  Ireland.  It  should  be  remem- 
bered that  when  a  coercion  Government 
was  in  power  the  British  Minister  for 
Ii  eland  governed  that  country  against 
the  opinion  of  the  overwhelming  majority 
of  the  Irish  people.  That  was  unfortun- 
ate, but  it  nevertheless  threw  upon  the 
Chief  Secretary  an  additional  buiden  of 
responsibility  not  to  identify  himself 
with  any  Party  in  Ireland  by  attending 
Party  meetings.  What  would  be  said  by 
the  hon.  Members  of  the  small  Unionist 
Parcy  opposite  if,  when  a  Radical  caaie 
into  power,  the  Irish  Secretary  were  to 

inaugurate  his  tenure  of  office  by  attend- 
ing a  mass  meeting  in  the  Rotunda  under 
the  auspices  of  the  United  Irish  League. 
That  was  just  as  lawful  a  body  as  the 


Dublin    and  Belfast    Unionist   Associa- 
tions and   it   represented  the  majority 
of    the  Insh  people;    consequently    it 
would     be,     constitutionally,    a    mucli 
more  decent  proceeding  than  what  the 
Chief  Secretary  did  in  Belfast.    Such  a 
proceeding    would   have  been  received 
with  howls  [Ministerial  criea  of  "Oh, 
oh  ! "]    Ye3,  it  would  have  been  received 
with  howls,  and  the  first  man  to  howl 
would     be    the     Solicitor-General     for 
1 1  eland.     It    was    an     imprudent  thin<^^ 
for  the  Irish  Secretary  to  have  identifi-  d 
himself  in  such  a  prominent   way  with 
the  Irish  Unionist  Party.    This  was  tho 
more  unfortunate  when  he  went  over  to 
reverse  the  policy  of  governing  Ireland 
according  to  Irish  ideas.     His  policy  was 
to  govern   Ireland  against  Irish  ideas. 
In    the    speech   he    recently    m-de    ho 
studiously    avoided     mentioning     Lord 
Dudley's     no  me,    and     put    up     Lord 
Dunraven  as  a  kind  of  Aunt  Sally  to  aim 
his    blows  at;  but  the  whole  of    that 
speech  was  directed  against  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant,    and    poured    ridicule    and 
contempt  on  an  address  he  had  delivered 
by  and  with  the  authority  of  the  Cabinet. 
They  did  not  need  to  fisk  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  for  his  policy,  because  they 
had  got  it.     His  policy  WiS  to  govern 
Ireland  in  accor fiance  with  the  wishes  of 
the  loyali  t  section  of  the  Irish  people. 
The  Chief  Secretary's  masters  were  the 
three  gentlemen  sitting  beside  him — the 
EngUsh  Solicitor- General  and  the  Irish 
law  officers.     He  would  le  allowed   to 
remain  in  offie  so  long  as  he   obeyed 
them,  and  not  an  hour  longer. 

If  it  were  possible  he  would  much  prefer 
that  they  should  confine  this  debate  to 
the  broad  general  questions  afEecting  the 
general  poUcy  of  Ireland,  but  under  the 
present  circumstances  it  was  idle  to  do 
that,  because  by  doing  it  they  would  b ) 
simply  beating  the  air  and  keeping  aloof 
from  the  actual  position  of  things  ia 
Ireland.  They  had  to  utilise  such 
opportunities  as  were  offered  to  them  to 
expos3  and  criticise  the  conduct  o!  the 
Executive  Government  in  Ireland.  Three 
topics  on  which  he  desired  to  address  the 
Conmiittee  were  the  Anderson  case,  the 
disastrous  interference  of  the  Executive 
in  the  administration  of  the  Lan  i  Act,  \Txi 
the  deliberate  conspiracy,  encouraged  by 
the  -Chief    Secretary^^   to    manufacturo 
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>g?s  ia  Older  to  juBtify 
he  Anderson  case  was 
ue,  because  it  illustrated  the 
which  the  Orange  Party 
theii  oainpaign  against 
^on]moIl  honesty  in  Ireland, 
:  when  brought  to  bcok  in 
burke  discQasJon  and  to  run 
had  endeavoured  again  and 
fuUstatementof  the  facta  in 
lis  case,  because  the  Ulster 
need  it  in  the  most  un- 
id  cruel  way  to  hound  down 
e  month  was  closed,  but 
fere  brought  to  book  upon 
un  away  on  every  occasion, 
d  done  all  they  could  to 
ion  and  suppress  the  facts. 


[AM  MOORE  said  the  only 
got   was  last  session,    and 


ON  said  that  on  the  8th  of 
B  subject  was  introduced, 
a  Anderson  case  was  raised, 
the  Unionist  Party  rose 
up  another  subject  in  spite 
id  protests  of  the  hon.  and 
>er  for  Waterford. 


[AM  MOORE  said  the  hon. 

referring  to  an  attempt 
ne  the  Anderson  case  to  a 
:ween,the  hours  of  nine  and 
>  hon.  Member  apparently 

the  facta. 


ON  Slid  that  what  he  had 
iBolutely  correct. 


[AM  MOORE:  No,  it  is 


ON  said  that  later  on  the 
u  brought  forward  by  the 
Ulat3r  Party,  the  hon.  and 
\>ei  for  North  Armagh,  and 
lion  took  place.  The  hon. 
nemb.:r  moved  a  reduction 
ecretary'a  salary,  anri  then 
out  by  a  MJmLer  of  the 


Mb.  WILLIAM  MOORE :  The  charge 
that  we  had  it  talked  out  is  abaolutclv 
unfounded.  An  hon.  Member  got  up 
and  talked  it  out,  and  he  waa  censured 
by  Our  Party  for  doing  so. 

Mn.  DILLON  aaid  it  was  absolutely 
true  that  they  censured  the  hon.  Member 
for  Belfast,  but  he  had  had  his  say,  aod 
he  had  since  explained  that  it  wat 
arranged  that  an  English  Member  should 
talk  it  out. 

An  HON.  MEMBER:  Did  the  hon. 
Member  impute  that  they  made  anysuch 
arrangement  with  an  English  Member. 
II  he  did  it  was  absolutely  untrue. 

Ma.  UlLLON  said  the  hon.  Member 
for  Belfast  said  at  a  public  meeting  that 
he  regretted  the  censure  passed  npon 
him  because  it  was  necesaary  to  keep 
up  appearances,  but  he  said  everybody 
knew  that  arrangements  had  been  made 
that  an  English  Member  should  talk  it 
out,  and  that  it  waa  not  to  be  allowed 
to  go  to  a  division.  He  further  atAted 
that  the  reason  he  rose  to  talk  it  out 
waa  that  the  English  Member  who  should 
have  talked  it  out  wao  not  aufficiently 
alert  in  getting  up  to  speak.  In  the 
course  of  that  discussion  he  urged  that 
a  full  inquiry  into  the  case  should  be 
held,  and  that  all  the  documents  should 
be  produced,  and  what  did  hon.  Member:! 
opposite  dol  Not  one  of  them  backed 
up  that  demand.  The  hon.  Member 
for  North  Antrim  had  written  a  letter  to 
him  saying  that  he  waj  strongly  opposed 
to  any  further  inquiry  into  this  case. 


Mr.   WILLIAM   MOORE:     Will    the 
hon.  Member  read  my  letter  ? 

Mk.  DILLON :   No. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  MOORR:  I  said  that, 

as  regards  the  Constable  Anderson  case, 
I  thought  three  in;|uiries  and  a  debate 
in  this  House  were  qu  to  sufficient  with- 
out inflicling  ano.her  upon  us.  I  said 
that  if  the  Lluder-SLc  etary  believed  what 
the  hon.  Member  htd  stated,  th.it  he  Iiad 
not  been  adequate  y  defended,  it.  was 
open  to  him  to  resign  and  defend  himself. 
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Mr.  DILLON  said  there  was  a  most 
Temarkable  anxiety  amongst  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  that  the  facts  of  this  case 
«hoald  not  be  made  public.  ["  Oh,  oh ! "] 
A  more  cruel,  baseless,  and  abominable 
<^lumn7    was    never  uttered  against  a 


Mr.  DILLON :  I  say  so  on  my  owi 
responsibility.  That  is  a  cowarily  ob- 
servation to  make. 


The  deputy-chairman  :    Order, 


public  servant  or  a  clergyman  than  that    ^^^^^J  J^^'K'"'  ""^^  ^'^  expression  that 

l)rought  against  Sir  Antony  MacDonnell  j  *^^^^^  ^®  ^^^^• 

and  the  priest  concerned  in  connection  ! 

-with  the  Constable  Anderson  case.    The  I      Mr.  DILLON :  It  was  used  to  me  two 

whole  thing  was  a  lying  invention,  and,    or  three  times  recently,  but  you  did  not 

although  hon.  Members  from  Ulster  con-    call  my  assailant  to  order. 

tinned  to  deM^ribe  it  as  '*  the  Anderson  , 

<)rime  and  abomination,"  the  true  facts 

were  atiU  withheld,  and  hon.  Gentlemen       The  DEPUTY-CHATRMAN  :   I    did 

opposite   made  no  effort  to  have  them  i  ^ot  hear  the  expression  used,  or  I  should 

-elicited.    He  wished  to  remind  the  Chief    ^^ve  called  for  its  withdrawal 

Secretarv    of    what    occurred     in    the 

House  of  Lords.      On  July  12th  Lord       ^      x^TTrrkXT  x*.  j  4.1.     r*      4. 

Cadogan    made  an   application   in    the'     ".*•  ^^^Y^^  regretted  the   Deputy- 

Housl  of  Lords  that  all  the  Papers  in  I  ChMrm»n    h»d    noi    taken     the    same 

«)nnection  with  the  Anderson  case  should  |  T®'^ -j'  **  .  I  ^v^'  x.  ^^  J"^' 
be  Uid  on  the  Table.  If  that  had  I  '^^  <^^  °?*  "*"  */»  ^?''-  ^fP"^'  » 
not  been  a  proper  thin?  to  do  Lord ,  °<"^"^ /  ^\^}^  the  obser/ation  was 
OWogan    would    not     have     done    it.  '  ""'^"dly-     Although  he  withdrew  the 

Lord  Ashbourne  said  h3  would  inquire  I  ?^T'°°'An\  °"^  ,V  ''"'  ^^'JtfK 
into  the  matter  and  sse  whether  Papers  i  '"^  «^4««'-  ^"  ^^  7°*^'^  ^y  **i  *^t 
could  be  laid.  Lord  Spencer,  another  ,  Z^  »™P'0P«^  '"^^  ™f  "^  J«^*\«  ^''^^ 
«T-Lord-Lifeutenant.  abo  urged  that '  ^«f ''^  *S  ^?>  ''P  .f*^  ■*/  iT^"*'  *  *I 
Papers  should  be  produced,  and  when /°*°'^y  ^J^Pf'f^  T^i*^  ^!  .^'"i.'"'* 
asked  what  Papers,  reolied-  ,  P~Pf '^  defended.     Did  not  the  hon. 

I  Member  know  enough  of  public  life  to 
"I  can  only  spaak  from  experience  in  theje  ,  ^  ^^at  Sir  Antony  MaoDonnell's 

matters.     There   was  a  time  when  matters  of  i  ,.  i  j    •      xi.'  xj.  j   i. 

this  sort  entirely  came  before  me  when  I  was  !  ^ips  Were  sealed  m  thu  matter,  and  he 
Lord-Lieutenant,  and  in  my  idea  there  must  was  absolutely  defenceless.  That  in  it- 
1)6  minutes  relating  to  the  Court  of  inquiry  and  self  was  a  reason  why  his  s  iperiors  should 
'^r«^i  H^?^  """"t^  show  how  the, primary  ^^  j^-  ^^j^  '^^^  generosity  aad 
aid  final  decisions  were  amved  at."  i  ,        .  _  .^   a  %'  -P     m  i  i_    j 

I  loyalty.     Even  the  Solicitor- General  had 

Those  were  the  minutes' which  should  ,  hounded  on  the  Orange  gang  against  him, 
l)e  produced.  Not  a  single  reasDu  had  and  denounced  his  own  colleague  and  a 
l)3en  given  for  their  non- production,  and  ,  subordinate  of  his  own  Government  in  a 

yet  for  months  a  great  servant   of  the  [  ^^y  never 

Crown  had   been    allowed   to   be   most  \ 

shamefaUv  assailed,  and  down  to  that 

hour  Sir  "Antony  MacDonnell  had   not;      The    SOLICITOR  -  GE>JERAL    (Sir 

been  honestly  defended  in  the  House.    Edward    Carson.    Dubhn    University) 

If  he  was  to  blame  in  this  matter  he  was  \  8*id  he  had  never  deiounced  his  own 

not  fit  to  hold  his  position,  but  he  ought '  colleigae.      What    he    said    was     that 

to  have  ordinary  justice.    The  commonest '  ^is  colleague  had   disavowed  a  certain 


criminal  would  not  be  allowed  to  be  s^ 
treated.     If  Sir  Antonv  MacDonnell  had 


scheme,    and     that    if     a    subordinate 
was  connected  with  a  scheme  which  his 


ajioned  let  him  suffer,  but  if  he  hid  not ;  superior  had  disavowed  he  was  guilty  of 
sinned,  let  his  reputation  be  completely    misconduct  towards  the  Government, 
cleared. 

'      Mr.  DILLON  said  the  right  hon.  and 

Mr.  WILLIAM  MOORE  :  Does  he  say,  I  leam3d  Gentleman  must  be  aware  that 

or  do  you,  that  he  has  not  been  properly  I  from  the  surrounding  circumstances  of 

defended  ?  that  speech  he  bad  laid  himself  open  to 
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the  imputation  of  having  used  private  tions  from  the  Executive  Governmeiit 
information  obtained  as  a  member  cf  the  having  a  binding  or  directing  effect  on 
Government.  the  operations    of    the    CommissioneiB. 

But  what  had  been  done  ?  It  was* 
evident  from  the  Report  issued  by  the 
biR  EDAVARI)  CARSON  said  he  had  no  Commissioners  that  they  had  been  con- 
private  information.  It  was  alleged  that  trolled,  and  in  some  instances  controUed 
an  official  at  the  Castle  was  connected  with  against  their  opinion,  by  instructions 
the  bringing  forward  of  this  devolution  iggued  by  the  Executive  Government, 
scheme,  and  all  he  said  was  that,  if  so,  it  and  though  the  Act  bad  been  in  opera- 
wa3  miFconduct.  .,  tion  for  a  year  and  a-half  the  country 

was  still  in  ignorance  of  the  nature  ot 

.  Mr.  DILLON :  Before  you  made  that   }^T.  ^'^*'"^/'»°«:    T^«     Government 
statement  did  you  ask  W  Dudlev  or   ^*'*  **.^<?  ,^*"8«.  '\  ^^l  «tni<»«l»>«"T 

the  Irish  Secretary  as  to  what  the  cir-    P^"*,  *»*  ^^'^  H"''^*^«T! 
cumstances  were  ?  relations  under  Sub-section  8^  but  con- 

fidentiai      commumcations     from     one 

department  to    another.    That   was   & 

Sir  EDWABD  CARSON:    Certainly    subterfuge  which    would  enable    them 

not.  completely  to  evade  their  pledge  and  to 

give  the  public  no  information  whatever 
about  these    instructions.     It  was    the- 
Mb.  DILLON  said  he  would  pass  from    grossest  breach  of  faith    he  had    ever 
the  Anderson  case,  as  he  thought  he  had    i^own  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
said  enough  to  convince  any  fair-minded 
man  that  Sir  Antony  MacDonnell  had 

been  treated  in  a  very  scurvy  manner.  Mr.  WALTER  LONG :  I  have  stated 
The  importance  of  he  case  lay  in  the  quite  distinctly  what  is  my  position 
fact  that  it  was  an  illustration  of  the  in  the  matter.  I  can  only  deal 
means  and  methods  y  which  Govern-  with  the  futuie.  I  have  stated  quite 
ment  was  carried  on  in  Ireland.  explicitly    that    I   am     responsible    for 

-,,  ^      ■  . ,      J    •     1  ^^^  regulations,    which    will   be  issued. 

The  next  point  he  desired  o  raise  was  tj^^  regulations  which  are  now  in  draft 
the  interferetcebv  the  Executive  Govern-  ^^^  ^^  ^e  issued  as  soon  as  I  am  able 
ment  with  the  opeiations  of  the  Estates  ^o  lay  them  on  the  Table,  are  all  the 
Commissioners.  In  this  connection  he  regulations  which  will  be  issued  to  th^ 
would  inake  a  direct  charge  of  gross  Estates  Commissioners,  and  I  have  atated 
breach  of  faith  against  the  Government,  ^hat  if  it  should  be  necessary  to  add  t.> 
teted-  Estates  Commissioners  '  ^,  ^i^^  ^hem,  so  far  as  I  am  responsible, 

stated  those  alterations  or  additions  shall  also 

•*  All    p  oceedings  under    this   section  have    be  placed  upon  the  Table, 
pines  been  regulated  by  the  Act  of  Parliament, 
provisional  rules,  and  the  instructions  received  ' 
irom   time  to  time  from    His  Excellency  the  ' 
Lord-Lieutenant.**  Mr.  DILLON  said  that  if   that   were 

A  most  distinct  pledge  was  given  dur- '  ^'"^^  *ould  there  be  all  this  con- 
ing the  discussions  on  the  Bill  that  all  ^^f  l^/^t.^th  regard  to  the  instruction* 
regulations    issued    by    the    Lord-Lieu-    *^'''*?^  ^iven  and  in  operation     Where 

teiint  should  be  communicated  to  the  ''*'  *5*  •JffT'*  •,  V  *^t  ''"*'-f«*>°" 
jjQ^gg  was  admitoed  to  apply  to  all  regulations 

given  in  the  future,  had  it  not  the  same 

efficacy    with    regard     to     instructions. 

Mr.  ATKINSON :  Future  regulations,    given  in  the  past  ?     Why  should  there 

be  all  tids   mystery?     The  House  waa 

driven  to  the  conclusion  that  there  waa 

Mr.  DILLON  said  he  was  referring  to    something  in  those  instructions  of  which 

the  discussions  during  the  passage  of  the    the  Government  Was  ashamed  and  which 

Bill.     It  was   generally  understood  that   they  did  not  dare  publish  to  the  world. 

that  expression  included  all  communica-    [Mr.  Walter  Long  :    No.]    Then    why 

Mr.  BUlon. 


\ 
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not  publish  them  and  so  end  the  whole 
controversy?  Never  had  so  absurd  a 
position  been  taken  up  by  a  Government. 
The  Commissioners  stated  that,  under 
the  instructions  to  inspectors,  provisional 
agreements  between  landlords  and 
t3nants  were  indicated  as  one  of  the 
means  by  which  the  price  which  the 
tenants  would  be  willing  to  pay  could 
be  ascertained,  but  that  subsequently 
they  were  regarded  as  conclusive  evidence 
of  the  tenanrs'  willingness  to  buy  at  the 
price.  Why  were  they  taken  as  con- 
clusive evidence  ?  Thousands  of  such 
agreements  were  signed  under  duress  of 
threats  to  proceed  for  arrears  of  rent, 
and  they  were  signed  by  tenants  in  the 
confident  belief  that  when  inauired  into 
by  the  inspector  they  would  oe  broken. 
The  original  instructions  laid  it  down 
that  such  agreements  were  to  be  coa- 
sidered  only  as  one  element  in  determining 
what  the  tenants  were  willing  to  pay, 
but  now  under  some  compelling  force 
they  were  to  be  taken  as  final  evidence, 
and  the  inspectors  were  not  allowed  to 
inquire  whetber  there  had  been  duress 
exercised  or  not. 

Then  there  was  the  question  of  the 
reinstatement  of  evicted  tenants,  the 
provisions  in  regard  to  which  had  been 
a  dismal  failure.  The  Commissioners 
stated — 

*'  Considerahle  correspondenoj  p&ssed  with 
th3  TreMury  which  resulted  ia  the  issue  of 
directions." 

Who  authorised  the  issue  of  those 
directions  ? 


Mr.  ATKINSON:  1  know  no  more 
about  them  than  the  hon.  Member 
himself.  I  never  heard  of  any  such 
instructions. 


Mr.     DILLON     said     the 
deepened.    Where  in  the  name 
did  thev  come  from  ?  Who  had 
to  issue  them  ?    Did  the  right 
learned    Gentleman    suggest 
Commissioners  made  a  false 
in  their  Report  ? 


mystery 
of  Heaven 
authority 
hon.  and 
that  the 
statement 


Mr.  ATKINSON  :  I  have  had  matters 
attributed  to  me  of  which  I  know  nothing 


whatever,  and  with  which  I  am  in  no^ 
way  concerned.  I  never  saw  the  ins  true 
tions  or  gave  any  opinion  upon  them. 
I  know  nothing  whatever  about  th3m. 

Mr.  DILLON:  said  the  Committee- 
had  been  inform  3d  that  the  Attorney- 
General  always  gave  his  legal  advice  ta 
the  Castle  when  asked  to  do  so,  and 
he  assumed • 


Mr.  ATKINSON :  You  have  no  right 
to  assume  it,  because  it  is  not  true.  L 
said  I  gave  advice  when  I  was  askei  for 
it,  but  that  does  not  justify  the  hon. 
Membei  in  assuming  that  I  was  disked  for 
and  gave  advice  in  this  matter. 


Mr.  DILLON  asked  whether  it  would 
not  be  better  to  publish  the  whole  of  th& 
instructions  and  thus  clear  up  the  entire 
business.  There  was  evidently  some  ugly 
mystery,  and  the  Attorney -General 
appeared  to  be  particularly  anxious  to* 
wash  his  hands  of  all  responsibility. 
The  instructions  must  have  come  from, 
somebody.  The  Treasury  had  no  right 
to  issue  directions.  Whence  did  they 
come  ?  Directions  had  been  issued  which 
had  paralysed  the  operations  of  the  Land 
Act  in  one  of  ita  most  important  depart- 
m^nts;  nobody  was  responsible,  and 
nobody  knew  whence  they  came,  but 
they  had  done  their  work,  with  the  result 
that  the  promises  held  out  by  the  Mem- 
ber for  Dover  had  been  completely  nulli- 
fied. No  wonder  the  people  were  exasper 
aled  and  disappointed. 

Another  respect  in  which  the  action 
of  the  Act  had  been  pailalysed  wa^> 
with  regard  to  congestion.  When  the 
Act  was  introduced  they  were  told 
that  its  primary  object  was  to  rescue 
the  unhappy  population  of  the  West  of 
Ireland  from  their  hideous  condition; 
now  by  some  malign  influence  that  por- 
tion of  the  Act  had  also  been  rendered  a 
nullity,  and  while  the  Duke  of  Leinster 
added  £4,000  or  £5,000  a  year  to  his 
income,  and  other  relations  of  Ministera 
also  got  their  twenty -five  years  purchase 
at  the  expense  of  the  English  taxpayer, 
these  unhappy  peasants  of  the  West  were 
left  in  the  misery  from  which  this  Act 
was   specially   passed   to   rescue    them* 
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It  was  a  disgrace  and  a  scandal,  and 
the  Committee  ought  to  use  every 
means  in  its  power  to  draw  aside  the 
curtain  whicli  cloaked  the  operations 
which  had  destroyed  the  eflScacy  of  the 
Act  as  a  remedial  and  assuaging  measure. 

Then  there  were  the  alleged  outrages  in 
the  West  of  Ireland,  and  the  conspiracy 
ior  the  manufacture  of  bogus  outrages, 
a  shameful  conspiracy  got  up  by  Lord 
Ashtown  and  others,  and  shamelessly 
carried  on  in  the  House  by  a  handful  of 
Irishmen  who  ought  to  be  ashamed  of 
their  conduct  in  seeking  to  blacken  their 
country  in  the  eyes  of  the  world.  Being 
£Ln  opponent  of  dynamite,  he  was  shocked 
when  the  London  Press,  including  The 
Times,  were  rather  inclined  to  justify  the 
gentlemen  who  threw  bombs  in  St.  Peters- 
burg and  Warsaw.  He  wai  not  there 
to  advocate  the  rule  of  Rus  ia,  but  under 
that  rule,  whatever  might  be  said  of  it, 
Warsaw  had  doubled  in  population  and 
quadrupled  in  wealth,  and  both  Finland 
•and  Poland  had  increased  in  wealth  and 
population,  while  under  English  rule  Ire- 
land had  dwindled  away  in  both  those 
respects.  Who,  then,  would  condemn 
the  peasants  of  Galway  if  they  went  out 
with  bands  of  music  and  pulled  down  stone 
walls  ? 

He  would  refer  for  a  moment  to 
a  remarkable  Return  issued  by  the 
Chief  Secretary  yeaterday  showing  the 
number  and  nature  of  the  outrages 
and  other  offences  of  an  indictable  char- 
acter reported  by  the  police  in  ea?h 
county  of  Ireland  from  December  1st, 
1904,  to  April  19th,  1905.  There  were 
«ight  cases  of  murder  in  the  whole  of  Ire- 
land, of  which  two  were  in  Ulster ;  four  of 
homicide  and  manslaughter,  of  which 
three  were  in  Ulster;  six  of  firing  at 
the  person,  of  which  three  were  in  Ulster. 
With  regard  to  the  offence  of  procuring 
or  attempting  to  procure  abortion,  this 
heading  was  absolutely  blank  for  the. 
whole  of  Ireland.  Could  they  show  such 
a  record  in  this  respect  in  England  ? 

Mr.  DUlon, 


This  was  the  country  which  they  were 
going  to  place  under  a  Crimes  Act 
because  a  stone  wall  had  been  pulled 
down.  The  same  Return  showed  that 
there  had  been  115  cases  of  burglary  and 
house-breaking  in  Ireland,  sixty-one  of 
which  were  in  Ulster ;  seventv-four  cases 
of  robbery,  and  thirty-four  of  them  in 
Ulster ;  coining  and  uttering  base  coin, 
seven  cases,  and  four  of  them  in  Ulster. 
In  regard  to  disgraceful  crimes,  Ulster 
stood,  he  would  not  say  at  the  top  of 
the  list,  but  in  a  worse  position  than  the 
whole  ot  the  other  three  provinces  com- 
bined. And  it  was  the  representatives 
of  this  province  who  had  the  audacity 
and  insolence  to  comedown  to  the  House 
and,  night  after  night,  ask  questions 
about  the  throwing  down  of  a  stone  wall 
in  Galway.  If  this  kind  of  thing  con- 
tinued they  would  search  the  Enghsh 
papers,  and  in  the  case  of  every  atrocity 
that  was  committed  they  would  ask  the 
British  Government  what  they  were  going 
to  do,  and  they  would  make  this  House 
ashamed  of  England.  They  would  not 
allow  the  House  of  Conunons  to  be  used 
as  a  place  for  advertising  bogus  outrages 
in  Ireland. 

The  Chief  Secretary,  by  the  Answers 
he  had  given  in  that  House,  h:id  en- 
couraged this  proceeding.  Did  anyone 
imagine  that  every  member  of  the  Irish 
Constabulary  did  not  take  his  hint  from 
the  Chief  Secretary,  who  was  a  more 
absolute  ruler  in  Ireland  than  was  the 
Tsar  in  Russia,  who  ruled  Ireland  with  as 
great  and  unchecked  a  power  as  the  Suit  m 
ruled  Turkey,  and,  when  he  saw  that 
outrages  were  wanted,  produced  them  ? 
Those  men  had  for  years  gone  round 
Ireland  receiving  rewards  and  promotion 
for  their  2eal,  and  it  was  very  remarkabb 
that  wherever  they  were  sent  outrages 
cropped  up,  and  it  turned  out  that  they 
had  been  committed  by  the  police  them- 
selves, and  innocent  people  were  arrested 
for  those  crimes.  Some  of  the  cases  had 
been  found  out,  but  how  many  were  there 
which  had  never  been  found  out  ?      It 
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^as  his  deliberate  conviction  that  this 
kind  of  thing  was  still  going  on  in  Ireland. 
What  had  happened  in  the  House  that 
night  ?     When  the  Orange  crowd  opposite 
had  been  brought  to  book,  what  was  the 
•catalogue  of  crimes  they  had  to  produce  ? 
Simply  a  wall  which  had  been  knocked 
4own  in  Galway,  and  that  was  their  whole 
•case.    Was  that  an  awful  record  against 
■a  population  goaded  to  madness  by  the 
broken  pledges  of  the  Government,  who 
iiad  promised  that  t  he  grass  lands  would 
l)e  bought  up  and  divided  amongst  them. 
He  was  astonished  at  the  patience  of  the 
peasantry.    For  his  part,  he  said  that, 
unless   the  Government   made  up  their 
minds  to  amend  the  Land  Act  where  it 
required  amendment  and  to  withdraw  the 
-evil   influences    which    were   now    mys- 
teriously exercised,  it  was  impossible  that 
human  nature  could  be   patient  against 
the  treatment  to  which  the  Irish  people 
had  been  subjected.      Agitation   would 
:ariHe,  and  it  was  little'short  of  a  crime  for 
any  man  to  go  over  from  this  country 
and  say  that  he  had  but  one  remedy — 
force.    He  begged  to  renew  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Item  A  be  reduced  by £100,  in 
respect  of  the  Salary  of  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary."—(Mr.  Daion,) 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG  said  he  had  Us- 
l^ened  to  the  criticisms  made  bv  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Louth  with  some 
astonishment  because  he  understood  that 
there  was  a  desire  on  the  part  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  both  sides  of  the  House  that  he 
should  not  intervene  in  the  debate  before 
dinner.  He  took  the  view  that  it  was  right 
for  him  to  hear  what  could  be  said  in  criti- 
-oism  from  as  many  quarters  as  possible 
i)ef  ore  he  rcse  to  reply.     The  hon.  Gentle- 


man the  Leader  of  the  Nationalist  Part^ 
had  taken  him  severely  to  task  because, 
as  the  hon.  Gentleman  said,  hehadbegua 
his  career  as  Chief  Secretary  by  confessing 
his  entire  inability  to  deal  with  the 
responsibilities  of  the  office  and  his  total 
ignorance  of  Ireland  and  Irish  diffi2ulties. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  quite 
accurately  expressed  the  opinions  he 
uttered. 

Mr.    JOHN    REDMOND:   I    quoted 
your  own  words. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG :  Yes ;  but  the 
deduction  the  hon.  Gentleman  drew  from 
them  was  not  quite  fair.  He  did  not 
know  that  it  was  very  blameworthy  to 
be  a  little  modest  as  to  one's  per  onal 
ability.  He  did  not  say  that  he  feared 
the  responsibility  or  that  he  was  not  pre- 
pared to  do  the  work  to  the  best  of  his 
ability.  All  he  did  on  coming  new  to 
one  of  the  most  important  offices  in  the 
Government  of  the  countrv  was,  natur- 
ally,  to  express  the  misgivings  he  had. 
He  did  not  say  he  did  not  know  anything 
of  Ireland  or  her  difficulties,  and  he 
thought  it  was  not  quite  fair  to  t  anslate 
what  he  had  said  into  a  cDnf  ssion  of 
incompetence.  Hon.  Gentlemen  had 
sought  to  show  that  in  that  sp:ech  he 
had  also  tried  to  throw  discredit  on  the 
views  of  the  Lo.d-Lieutenant  when  he 
dealt  with  the  statement  that  the  policy 
of  the  Irish  Government  had  been,  in 
l902,  to  govern  Ireland  according  to 
Irish  ideas.  He  was  not  dealing  in  that 
speech  with  the  declaration  itself,  or  the 
question  whether  or  not  that  ought  to  be 
the  policy  of  the  Irish  Government.  Hi^ 
point  was  that  there  was  no  piecedent 
in  the  case  of  any  Government,  where 
there  was  a  deliberate  change  of  policy, 
where  a  new  departure  was  to  be  adopted. 
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ounc^ment  of  that  new 
in-;  made  by  anybody  but 
le  Minister.  He  asked  wbat 
lean!,  and  he  found  nothing 
aven's  pampbUt  that  gave 
rniat!oii  on  the  point.  The 
sen  mostly  maintained  irom 
I  of  the  Houa ' ;  and  yet  be 
than  at  the  beginning  aa  to 
the  phrase,  "  government 
Irish  idea°." 

ON :  Why  did  the  Cabinet 
Dudley  to  nse  that  phrase 


TER  LONG :  He  never  did 
be  kind,  so  far  as  I  know, 

^DMOND:  In  the  words 
d.  Lord  Dudley  said  that  h? 
)  Government,  and  he  said 
Bonally     agreed    with  that 


rBR  LONG  said  that  Lord 
ir  mentioned   the  Cabinet. 
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ravru  and  bon.  Gentlemen  opposite  as 
not  being  prepared  to  govern  Ireland 
according  to  Irish  idea?,  they  had  a  right 
to  demand  a  clear  explanation  of  the 
phrase.  What  the  hon.  Member  for 
Waterford  and  hi)  friends  meint  was 
perfectly  well  known.  They  hai 
never  altered  their  opinion,  and  Uie.- 
had  been  absolutely  consistent  during 
the  twenty-five  years  they  had 
been  in  the  House.  They  had  never 
altered  their  demand  and  the  House 
knew  what  it  was.  If  that  was  govern- 
ing Ireland  according  to  Irish  ideas,  then 
he  must  say  it  was  a  policy  to  which  the 
Party  to  which  he  belonged  must  be 
unalterably  opposed.  Then  it  was  asked, 
"  Is  your  policy  a  changed  one  ?  Is 
conciliation  a  thing  of  the  past  ? "  H» 
had  never  held  that  the  so-called  policy 
of  conciliation  was  one  that  stood  by 
itself,  and  was  the  opposite  and  antitbetiis 
of  a  policy  of  strong  government.  The 
two  policies  must  go  band  in  haad  if  the 
prosperity  of  the  country  was  to  be 
secured.  Reference  had  been  made  t» 
his  use  of  the  stupid  phrase  "  the  chain  " 
which  connected  the  Irish  Government 
Lord  Dudley  ™d  th«  h.  K^^  ^^^^  ^^  ^,  ^^^  „,„t„ 
alf  ol  the  Government »  >  j  ^^^^^  ^  ^^^  ^^^  -^  ^,,„^  ^  ,^^ 
still  permieabl,  to  aakLord  I  ^^^  ,^^,  ^^^^  ^^^^^  ^  ^^  O^j^j 
.yon.  else  «hat  the  erptee-  •  ^^^^  „  ^.j  „,„  ,„t,^  j,^ 
I  his  head  to  put  any  such  construction  oa 
I  the  use  of  that  phrase.  He  used  it  in 
i  REDMOND:  In  1902,  Lord!  connection  with  the  famous  schome  of 
tbe.e  words—  |  deTOlatiou.    Ha    p3inted   out   that    he 

in  of  Ihe  GoTernraent  wag,  ««d  I  t^iQ^ght   devolution    was    not    likely   to 
1  opinion,  that  the  only  way  to  ;  ,     . 

I  properly  wm   to  govern  it  in    command  much   support,   and    in    con- 
th  Irinh  ideas."  necUou  witJi  Irish  Government  the  chain 

'  he  meant  was  the  various  branches  oi  ^ 
,TER  LONG  said  that  the  1 1^^  Irish  Government  under  the  Miidster ' 
it  whether  Lord  Dudley  was  I  responsible  for  that  Government,  and 
-o  speak  on  behalf  of  the  ,  (j^t  the  links  in  that  chain  require  I 
or  not.  Before  the  Govern- ;  strengthening.  It  never  occurred  to  him 
condemnnl  by  Lord  Dun- i  that  the  use  of  the  word  "cham"  could.  I 
r  LoiUf. 
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be  interpreted  as  implying  anything  un- 
pleasant or  offensive  to  Ireland.  Fault  had 
been  found  with  him  also  because  he  had 
poured  scorn  on  the  devolution  scheme. 

Mb.  JOHN  REDMOND :  I  did  not  say 
«  word  about  the  devolution  scheme. 

Mr.  DILLON :  What  we  said  was  that 
you  poured  scorn  on  the  observations 
of  the  Lord  -  Lieutenant  that  Ireland 
should  be  governed  in  future  according 
to  Irish  ideas. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG  said  he  thought 
that  the  devolution  scheme  was  men- 
tioned, but  now  he  understood  that  it 
had  not  even  a  friend  to-day  and  was 
regarded  as  decently  interred. 

Mr.  swift  MACNEILL:  What 
about  Wyndham  ? 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG  said  the  mover 
of  the  Motion  had  made  two  accusations 
against  the  Government.  The  first  was  in 
connection  with  the  administration  of  the 
Land  Act.  But  since  he  had  gone  to 
the  Irish  Office  he  had  devoted  by  far 
the  largest  share  of  his  time  to  doing  all 
he  could  to  secure  that  the  Land  Act 
should  be  successfully  and  rapidly  worked. 
[Nationaust  cries  of  "  Oh,  oh !"]  The 
hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  and  others 
appeared  to  have  some  difficulty  in 
believing  that  statement. 

Mr.  DILLON :  I  do  not  disbelieve 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  statement, 
but  I  am  afraid  our  ideas  of  what  would 
be  a  successful  working  of  the  Act  are 
very  dilEerent. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG  said  he  SAOuld 
have  thought  that  no  matter  how  much 
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they  might  differ  poUtically  their  interpre- 
tation of  the  meaning  of  the  word  "  suc- 
cess "  did  not  need  to  be  different.  When 
he  said  "successfully"  he  meant  that 
the  Act  of  1903  should  be  carried  out  to 
achieve  the  purpose  for  which  it  was 
passed,  namely,  that  as  rapidly  as 
possible  the  land  should  be  transferred 
from  the  present  owners  to  those  who 
were  now  occupying  it ;  that  there  should 
as  far  as  possible  be  a  restoration  of  the 
evicted  tenants,  and  an  alteration  in  the 
economic  holdings  wherever  that  was 
possible.  Hon.  Members  said  that  the 
operations  of  the  Act  had  been  delayed 
by  the  action  of  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment, and  that  there  had  been  a  non- 
application  of  the  regulations  issued  by 
bis  predecessor.  He  knew  of  no  mystery 
in  this  matter ;  he  had  nothing  to  conceal, 
and  there  was  no  reason  why  these 
operations  should  not  be  made  public. 
He  had  to  the  best  ol  his  ability  en- 
deavoured to  obtain  all  the  information 
he  could  upon  this  question.  When 
the  Act  came  into  operation  and  a 
certain  amount  of  control  was  given  to 
the  Executive  Government  there  were,  he 
was  informed,  innumerable  communica- 
tions between  the  Executive  Government 
and  the  Estates  Commissioners,  but  he 
found  no  record  of  them ;  they  appeared 
to  have  been  of  a  verbal  character.  He 
was  dealing  now  with  regulations  control* 
ling  the  operations  of  the  Estates 
Commissioners.  So  far  as  he  knew  no 
regulations  of  that  kind  were  ever  issued 
by  his  predecessor.  It  might  be  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  to  blame  for 
not  issuing  them;  it  mi^ht  be  that  it 
would  have  been  better  to  have  issued 
them  earlier.  But  the  Act  was  new,  the 
work  thrown  on  him  and  the  Estates 
Conmiissioners  was  laborious,  and  be 
thought  they  should  be  forbearing  in  any 


ssed   on  thia  branch  of  the 
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position,  communioatioiis  paasecl  between 
the  Commissionere  and  the  Executive 
Qovernment,  and  the  Utter,  after  taking 
legal  advice,  expreSBed  their  view  on 
their  own  reeponaibillty.  Obviously 
they  were  always  entitled  to  fortify 
themselves  by  referring  to  their  legal 
advisers  or  any  other  member  of  the 
Executive,  but  it  was  altogether  contrarj' 
to  practice  and  precedent  to  oall  upon  a 
Minister  to  say  upon  whose  authority  he 
had  given  his  opinion.  The  Minister  was 
himself  responsible.  It  was  his  duty  to 
obtain  the  best  and  most  reliable  informa- 
tion he  could  get.  Was  it  convenient  or 
practicable  to  go  behind  the  Minister  and 
challenge  lum  for  the  authority  for  the: 
opinion  he  gave  1  In  this  particular  case 
a  view  was  expressed ;  but  so  far  as  he 
could  ascertain  there  had  always  been  a 
steadfast  refusal  on  the  part  of  the 
Executive  Government  to  express  a 
definite  opioioa  as  to  the  legal  canstrut^- 
tion  of  the  section,  on  the  ground  that 
Parliament  had  provided  that  such 
questions  should  be  decided  by  the 
Judicial  Commissiotier,  whose  decision 
determined  any  such  question,  and  any 
opinion  not  in  accordance  with  it  was  set 
aside. 


LON  asked  what  was  meant 
rtof  theConmiissioDersbythe 
instructions  from  time  to 
:be  Lord -Lieutenant.  Were 
■ve  that  there  was  no  reeord 
ructions ! 

^TER  LONG  said  so  far  as 
)  instructions  were  verbal, 
1  given  in  the  name  of 
;utenant.  the  Chief  Secretary 
aistet  responsible'  for  them, 
tntleman  knew  perfectly  well 
the  Chief  Secretary  was  a 
the  Cabinet  he  was  re- 
although  instructions  were 
name  of  the  Lord- Lieutenant, 
idle  for  him,  and  indeed  it 
X  to  be  an  evasion,  to  throw 
>rd-Iiieu tenant  responsibility 
srly  belonged  to  his  pre- 
e  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Dover.  When  he  first  came 
id  found  no  regulations  had 
.  he  at  once  proceeded  to 
ions  drawn  up ;  and  he  had 
that  they  should  be  laid  on 
i  the  House,  together  with 
ions  01  amendments  that 
lado  in  them.  To  that  he 
i  beyond  that  he  did  not 
possible  for  any  fair  minded 
lim  to  go. 

acks  had  been  made  by  the 
rned  Member  for  Waterford, 
mber  for  South  Tyrone,  and 
nbnr  for  East  Mayo  in  lefer- 
jn  5  and  non-j  udicial  tenants. 
he  was  dealing  with  what  had 
before  he  took  office  as  Chief 
>nt,  as  ne  understood  the  I 
r  Long- 


Me.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  asked  why  the- 
Executive  did  not  instruct  the  Estatea 
Commissioners  to  refer  that  question  b> 
the  Judicial  Commissioner  whenfirst  they 
came  to  the  conclusion  that  the  decision 
was  not  sound. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG  said  the  hon 
Gentleman  had  overlooked  one  detail. 
Under  the  Act  the  Executive  had  no 
power  to  order  the  Estates  Commissioneis- 
iven  to  advise  them  to  refer  the 
general  questioiL.   It  only  enabled  them. 
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to  advise  reference  ^hen  the  question 
arose  in  a  particular  case,  and  it  was 
when  it  arose  in  a  particular  case  in  this 
instance  that  they  advised  reference  to 
the  Judicial  Commissioner.  In  fact,  the 
Judicial  Commissioner  had  definitely 
declined  to  deal  with  these  questions 
when  raised  generally  and  in  the  abstract. 
Therefore  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  see 
that  there  had  been  no  improper  action 
on  the  part  of  the  Executive  and  no 
avoidable  delay.  In  regard  to  these  two 
charges  which  had  been  brought  against 
the  Executive  he  hoped  he  had  shown 
that  they  were  not  guilty. 

He  now  came  to  a  charge  which 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Water- 
ford  made  against  him,  and  which  he 
confessed  he  heard  made  with  astonish- 
ment. He  had  sat  in  the  House  for 
many  years,  and  he  had  often  listened 
with  admiration  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman.  He  had  watched  his  public 
action  as  leader  of  a  Party  in  the  House, 
with  a  growihg  conviction  of  his  ability 
and  power  to  lead.  The  hon.  Member 
not  only  charged  him  with  the  old 
charge,  which  they  had  heard  so  often 
made  before,  of  manufacturing  bogus 
crime,  but  treated  it  as  a  sudden  act  on 
his  part.  [A.n  Hon.  Member  :  No,  not 
a  charge  against  you.]  Then  if  this 
charge  was  not  against  him,  where  was 
the  change  of  policy!  If  it  was  not 
made  against  him,  and  if  he  was  merely 
continuing  the  acts  of  his  immediate 
predecessors,  what  was  all  this  bother 
about?  But  this  really  was  an  old 
charge.  The  charge  of  which  he  com- 
plained, and  which  he  thought  unworthy 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
was  that  he  adopted  a  policy  which  had 
for  its  ultimata  object  the  introduction 
of  coercion,  and  that  he  had  taken  this 


course  in  order  to  secure  the  turning  out 
of  Dublin  Castle  of  Sir  Antony  Mac- 
Donnell.  That  was  a  charge  which  no- 
man  ought  to  bring  forward  in  the  House^ 
of  Commons  against  another  unless 
he  had  abundant  proof.  It  was 
absolutely  false  and  without  foundation. 
He  did  take  exception  to  a  charge  that 
he  had  lent  himself  to  a  policy  so- 
cowardly  and  contemptible  as  that 
indicated  by  the  hon.  and  learned. 
Gentleman — namely,  that  he,  who  had 
power  to  dismiss  any  permanent  official 
under  him  to-morrow  if  he  thought  fit, 
chose  the  indirect  way  of  slowly  forging 
a  policy  of  coercion,  not  because  he^ 
thought  it  necessary  for  the  protec- 
tion  of  life  and  property  or  in  the 
interest  of  Ireland  and  the  United 
Kingdom,  but  in  order  to  get  rid  of  a 
permanent  official  whom  he  could  not 
get  rid  of  in  any  other  way.  If  that 
charge  was  true,  what  became  of  all  the 
speeches  they  had  listened  to  the  other 
day  from  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  ?  One 
hon.  Gentleman  told  them  exultingly  that 
he  did  not  mind  a  change  of  Irish  Secre- 
tary because  he  knew  that  as  long  as 
Sir  Xntony  MacDonnell  was  at  the  Oastle 
there  would  be  no  change  of  poHcy,  that, 
to  use  a  conmion  phrase,  the  Under- 
Secretary  would  be  top  dog.  Hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  had  said  also  that  the 
Government  could  not  part  with  Sir 
Antony  MacDonnell  because  there  was  a 
correspondence  which  might  be  disclosed 
which  would  damage  the  Government,  or 
that  for  some  other  reason  they  were 
afraid  to  part  with  him.  But  if  that  were 
true,  what  was  the  origin  of  the  charge  to- 
night ?  Was  there  ever  so  clumsy  a  policy 
ascribed  to  man  as  had  been  ascribed 
to  him  ?  In  the  first  place  it  was  sug- 
gested' that  here  was  a  man  whom  he- 
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,rt  with,  and  then  that  he 
:he  tioubleBome  machinery 
rime  so  as  ultimately  to 
ly  ol  coercion  in  order  to 
im.  The  charge  vas  one 
ly  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
ind  one  he  ought  not  to 
nless  he  had  the  strongest 
support.  He  absolutely 
he  charge,  for  which  there 
,dow  of  foundation. 

I  with  the  hon.  and  leam°d 
bat  the  condition  of  the 
of  Ireland  showed  material 
,  which  he  hoped  would  be 

As  to  the  parts  of  Galway, 
^OBCommon  which  had  beea 
Q  those  particular  districts 
len  trouble  for  many  years ; 

ago  it  was  probably  the 
ed  part  of  Ireland,  where 
wt  prevalent.  It  wae  true 
ta  not  now  the  overt  crime 
lere  used  to  be,  but  there 
tety  a  very  large  amount, 
crime,  but  of  action  which 
r  deplorable,  but  whifh  if 
Dtinue  must  undermine  the 
itions  of  society.  The  hon. 
entleman  spoke  of  receiving 
Btters;  many  of  them  had 
1  letters;  but  t^ere  was  no 
between  the  receipt  of 
letters  by  Members  of  that 
by  isolated  tenant  farmers 
of  Ireland,  especially  when 
ar  case  there  were  also 
published  in  the  news- 
«1  by  representatives  of 
tions    all   tending    in   one 

pointing  out  how  certun 
be  giatified  if  such  and  such 

Long. 
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measures  were  adopted.  With  regard 
to  the  prohibition  of  meetings  in  the 
West  of  Ireland,  he  believed  that  in  the 
great  majority  of  cases  these  meetings 
had  little  or  no  effects  While  meetings 
had  been  from  time  to  time,  as  he  held, 
rightly  prohibited,  the  great  majority 
of  meetings  had  been  held  without  any 
interference.  But  to  compare  a  meeting 
held  in  the  neighbourhood  of  some  small 
farmer  occupying  a  grazing  fann  in  tlie 
Wert  of  Ireland,  with  one  of  'our 
Hyde  Park  demonstia tions  to  denounce 
the  millionaires  of  Park  Lane,  was  not 
a  trne  comparison.  Was  it  likely  that 
the  same  effect  would  be  produced  in 
the  case  of  the  millionaires  as  in  the 
case  of  the  small  farmers. 

He  was  charged  with  having  em- 
barked on  a  policy  of  coercion.  Wh^t 
evidence  was  there  for  the  chaise  that  the 
Government  were  seeking  to  adopt  a 
poUcy  of  coercion?  There  was  no 
foundation  whatever  for  that  charge. 
But  he  lay  under  that  charge,  if  it 
meant  that  so  long  as  he  v/ah 
responsible  for  the  Government  of  Ire- 
land, he  would  do  his  best  to  protect  the 
life  and  property  of  those  who  needed 
protection.  It  was  not  a  charge  against 
the  people  of  Ireland  to  make  that  8tat«- 
ment.  On  the  contrary,  it  was  an 
admission  of  the  state  of  things  which 
existed  in  a  part  of  Ireland,  and  an 
assertion  that  the  existence  of  that 
condition  of  thingj  ought  not  to  be  per- 
mitted. He  believed  it  would  be  found 
that  in  the  last  twenty-five  years,  while 
they  had  had  to  confront  enormous  difli- 
cn'ties,  and  Ireland  had  had  much  to 
suffer,  she  had  made  steady  progresH,  and 
she  was  making  progress  now. 
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Kingdom,  and  it  was  that  policy  that  he 
should  do  his  best  to  further. 


Mr.  flavin  :  It  is  towards  America. 

Mr.  WALTER  LONG  said  that,  at  all 
events,  it  was  the  duty  and  privilege  of 
the  Government  to  do  all  they  could  to 
develop  Ireland's  internal  resources 
and  to  strengthen  her  industries.  They 
were  bound  also  to  do  that  which 
appeared  to  excite  so  mach  contempt 
a*id  scorn  among  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  and  that  was  to  see  that  every 
man  was  free  to  work  within  the  law 
according  to  his  will  and  desire.  The 
Grovernment  believed  that  that  policy 
was  essential  to  the  happiness,  not  only 
of  Ireland,  but  of  the  rest  of  the  United 


Mr.  DILLON  said  on  March  6th  last 
the  hon.  Member  for  Waterford  asked 
whether  there  were  any  instructions 
contained  in  the  correspondence,  and 
the      Attorney  -  General      for     Ireland 

replied — 

'*  No  regulations  have  been  made ;  but  in- 
structions and  orders  are  contained  in  the  cor- 
respond 3nce,  which  is  confidential  and  cannot 
be  laid." 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided :— Ayes,  98; 
Noes,  145;    (Division  List  No  181.) 


Allen,  Chafes  P. 

Ambrose,   Robert 

Austin,  Sir  John 

Barry,  E.  (Corb,  S.) 

Blake,   Edward 

Boland,    John 

Bolton,  Thomas  Dolling 

Brigg,  John 

Bright,  Allan  Heywood 

Burke,   E.    Haviland 

Caldwell,    James 

Campbell,  John  (Armagh,  S.) 

Causton,  Richard  Knight 

Cawley,  Frederick 

Channing,  Francis  Allston 

Cheetham,  John  Frederick 

Crean,  Eugene 

Cromer,  William  Randal 

Delany,  William 

Devlin,  Chas.  Ramsay  (Galway 

Dillon,  John 

Doogan,   P.   C. 

Douglas,  Charles  M.  (Lanark) 

Emmott,  Alfred 

Eve,  Harry  Trelawney 

Ffrench,    Peter 

Field,    WiUiam 

Flavin,  Michael  Joseph 

Flynn,  James  Chistopher 

Gilhooly,    James 

Gladstone,  Rt.Hn.HerbertJohn 

Goddard,  Daniel  Ford 

Griffith,  Ellis  J. 

Hammond,   John 


AYES. 

Hardie,  J.Keir  (MerthyrTydvil 

Harrington,  Timothy 

Hayden,   John  Patrick 

Hemphill,  Rt.  Hon.  Charies  H. 

Henderson,  Arthur  (Durham) 

Higham,  John  Sharp 

Hutchinson,  Dr.  Charles  Fredk 

Isaacs,  Rufus  Daniel 

Jones,  Leif  (Appleby) 

Jonea,William  (Carnarvonshire 

Joyce,   Michael 

Kennedy,  Vincent  P.(Cavan,W. 

Kilbride,  Denis 

Lamont,  Norman 

Law,  Hugh  Alex. (Donegal, W.) 

Lawson,  Sir  Wilfrid  (Cornwall) 

Layland-Barratt,  Francis 

Leigh,  Sir  Joseph 

Lundon,  W. 

MacNeill,  John  Gordon  Swift 

MacVeagh,  Jeremiah 

MTadden,   Edward 

M'Hugh,  Patrick  A. 

M'Kean,  John 

M*Killop,  W.  (Sligo,  North) 

Mooney,  John  J. 

Moss,  Samuel 

Murphy,  John 

Nannetti,  Joseph  P. 

Nolan,  Col. John  P.(Galway,N.) 

Nolan,  Joseph  (Louth,  South) 

O'Brien,  K.  (Tipperary  Mid.) 

O'Brien,  P.  J.  (Tipperary,  N.) 

O'Connor, James  (Wicklow,W.) 


O'Connor,  John  (Kildare,  N.) 
O'Donnell,  John  (Mayo,  S.) 
O'Dowd,   John 

O'Keliy,  James(Roscommon,N 
O'Malley.  WlUiam 
O'Shaughnessy,  P.  J. 
Pease,  J.  A.  (Saffron  Walden) 
Power,  Patrick  Jospoh 
Rea,  Russell 
Reddy,    M. 

Redmond,  John  E.  (Waterford 
Roberts,  John  Bryn  (Eifion) 
Roche,  John 
Roe,  Sir  Thomas 
Russell,  T.  W. 
Schwann,  Charles  E. 
Shackleton,  David  James 
Shaw,  Charles  Edw.  (Stafford) 
Sheehan,  Daniel  Daniel 
Shipman,  Dr.  John  G. 
Slack,  John  Bamford 
Stanhope,  Hon.  Philip  James 
Sullivan,  Donal 
Taylor,  Theodore  C.(Radcliffe) 
Thomas,David  Alfred(Merthvr 
Warner,  Thomas  Courtenay  T. 
Wason,  Eugene  (Clackmannan) 
White,  George  (Norfolk) 
Woodhouse,  Sir  JT(Hudderard 
Young,  Samuel 

Tellers  for  the  Ayes — 
Captain  Donelan  and  Mr. 
Patrick  O'Brien. 


NOES. 


Agg-Gardner,  James  Tynte 
Afijnew,  Sir  Andrew  Noel 
Ailhusen,  AugustusHcnryEdcn 


Allsopp,  Hon.  George 
Anson,  Sir  William  Reynell 
Arnold- Forster,Rt.Hn.  Hugh  O. 
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Arrol,  Sir  William 
Atkinson,  Rt.  Hon.  John 
Bagot,  Capt.  Josoeiine  ^MtzRoy 
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Adjournment 


Baile>,  James  (Walworth) 
Bain,  Colonel  James  Robert 
Balcarres,  Lord 
Balfour,  Rt.Hn.  A.  J.  (Manc'r. 
Balfour,RtHnGorald  W.(Leed8 
Balfour,  Kenneth  R.  (Christch. 
Bajibury,  Sir  Frederick  George 
Beach,  Rt.Hn.SirMichaelHicks 
Bhownaggree,  Sir  M.   M. 
Bignold,  Sir  Arthur 
Bingham,  Lord 
Biundell,    Colonel    Henry 
Boscawen,  Arthur  Griffith 
Bousfield,    William    Robert 
Brassey,  Albert 
Brodrick,  Rt.  Hon.  St.  John 
Brymer,    William    Eniest 
Biill,  William  James 
Butcher,    John    George 
Campbell, J.H.M.(Dublin  Univ. 
Carson,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Edw.  H. 
Cavendish,  V.C.W.(  Derbyshire 
Cecil,  Lord  High  (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,RtHn.J.A.(Worc. 
Chapman,    Edward 
Cochrane,  Hon.  Thos.  H.  A.  E. 
Collings,  Rt.  Hon.  Jesse 
Corbett,  A.  Cameron  (Glasgow) 
Corbett,  T.  L.  (Down,  North) 
Dalkeith,  Earl  of 
Dalrymple,  Sir  Charles 
Davenport,  William  Bromley 
Denny,  Colonel 
Dickson,  Charles  Scott 
Dimsdale,Rt.Hon.Sir  JosephC. 
Doughty,  Sir  George* 
Douglas,  Rt.  Hon.  A.  Akers- 
Doxford,  Sir  William  Theodore 
Dyke,  Rt.Hn.Sir  William  Hart 
Egerton,  Hon.  A.  de  Tatton 
Faber,  George  Denison  (York) 
Fellowes,  RtHn.AilwynEdward 
FergU8son,Rt.Hn.Sir  J(Mano*r. 
Fielden,  Edward  .Brocklehurst 
Finch,  Rt.  Hon.  George  H. 
Finlay,  SirR.B  (Inv'm'ssB'ghs) 
Fisher,  William  Hayes 


{COMMONS} 

Flower,  Sir  Ernest 
Forster,  Henry  William 
Foster,  PhiHpS.(Warwick,  SW. 
Gardner,  Ernest 
Gordon,  Hn  J.E.(El?in&Naim) 
Grordon,  J.  (Londonderry,  S.) 
Gore,  Hon.  S.  F.  Ormsby 
Goulding,  Edward  Alfred 
Greano,  SirE  W(B'rySEdm*nd8 
Greene,  W.  Raymond  (Cambs.) 
Gretton,  John 
Groves,  James  Grimble 
Hamilton  ,Marq.  of  ( L'nd'nderry 
Helder,  Augustus 
Henderson,  Sir  A.(Stafford,W.) 
Hermon-Hodge,  Sir  Robert  T. 
Hickman,  Sir  Alfred 
Hogg,  Lindsay 

Hope,  J.F.(Sheffield,Bright8ide 
Hoult,  Joseph 

Kennaway,  Rt.Hn.Sir  John  H. 
Kenyon-Slaney,  Rt.  Hon.  Col.  W. 
Keswick,  William 
Knowles,  Sir  Lees 
Lambton,  Hon.  Frederick  Wm. 
Xaw,  Andrew  Bonar  (Glasgow) 
Lawrence,  Wm.  F.  (Liverpool) 
Lawson,  JohnGrant(  YorksN.  R. 
LeggOy  Col.  Hon.  Heneage 
Leveson-Gower,  Frederick  N.S. 
Long,  Rt.Hn.Walter(Bristol,S) 
Lyttelton,  Rt.  Hon.  Alfred 
Macdona,  John  Gumming 
Melville,  Beresford  Valentine 
Mildmay,  Francis  Bingham 
Mil  vain,  Thomas 
Montagu,  G.  (Huntingdon) 
Montagu,  Hn.  J.  Scott( Hants.) 
Morgan,David  J(Walthamfitow 
Morpeth,  Viscount 
Morrell,  Greorge  Herbert 
Mount,  William  Arthur 
Mowbray,  Sir  Robert  Gray  C. 
Murray,  Chas.  J.  (Coventry) 
O'Neill,  Hon.  Robert  Torrens 
Parkes,   Ebenozer 
Percy,  Earl 


of  the  House, 
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Pierpoint,  Robert 
Platt-Higgins,  Frederick 
Plummer,  Sir  Walter  R, 
Powell,  Sir  Francis  Sharp 
Pretyman,   Ernest  George 
Purvis,  Robert 
Pym,  C.  Guy 
Randies,  John  S. 
Rasch,  Sir  Frederic  Came 
Reid,  James  (Gre^iock) 
Roberts,  Samuel  (Sheffield) 
Robertson,  Herbert  (Hackney) 
Robinson,  Brooke 
Rolleston,  Sir  John  F.  L. 
Round,  Rt.  Hon.  James 
RutheHord,  W.  W.  (Liverpool) 
SackviUe,  Col.  S.  G.  Stopford 
Sadler,  Col.  Samuel  Alexander 
Sandys,  Lieut. -Col.  Thos.  Myles 
Seton-Karr,   Sir  Henry 
Sharpe,  William  Edward  T. 
Skewes-Cox,  Thomas 
Stanley,  EdwardJas. (Somerset) 
Stanley,  Rt.  Hn.  Lord  (Lanes.) 
Stewart,Sir  Mark  J.M*Taggart 
Stroyan,  John 
Strutt,  Hon.  Charles  Hedley 
Thornton,  Percy  M. 
Tollemache,  Henry  James 
Tomlinson,  Sir  Wm.  Edw.  M. 
Tuff,  Charles 
Tuke,  Sir  John  Batfky 
Walker,  Col.  WiUiam  Hall 
Waliond,Rt.Hn.Sir  WiUiam  H. 
Welby,  SirCharl^  G.E.(Notts,) 
Wharton,'  Rt.  Hon. John  Lloyd 
Whiteley,H.(Ashton  uud.  Lyne 
Williams,  Colonel  R.  (Dorset) 
Wodehouse,Rt.Hn.E.  R.(Batb) 
Wolff,  Gustav  Wilhelm 
Wylie,  Alexander 
Wyndham,  Rt.  Hon.  George 

Tbllebs  fob  thb  Noks — Sir 
Alexander  Acland-Hood  and 
Viscount  Valentia. 


Original  Question  again  proposed. 


And,  it  being  after  Midn'ght,  the  Chair- 
man left  the  Chair  to  make  Us  Report 
to  the  House. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  upon  Monday  next. 


CLOSING  OF  LICENSED  PREMISES  (ST. 
PATRICK'S  DAY)  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read,    and 
^charged.     Bill  withdrawn. 


STANDING    ORDERS. 
Resolution  reported  from  the   Select 
CommHtee. 

**  That,  in  the  case  of  the  Canals  Bill, 
the  Standing  Orders  ought  not  to  be 
dispensed  with." 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


Adjourned    at    twelve    minutes 
after  Twelve  o'clock. 
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PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 


^ 

^ 
^ 


^ 


^ 


t 


The  Lord  Chanoellor  acquainted  the 
House,  That  the  Clerk  of  the  Parliaments 
had  laid  upon  the  Table  the  Certificates 
from  the  Examiners  that  the  Standing 
Orders  applicable  to  the  following  Bills 
have  been  complied  with: — Electric 
Lighting  Provisional  Orders  (No.  9) 
[h.lJ  ;  Gas  and  Water  Orders  Confirma- 
tion (No.  2)  [h.l.]. 

Also  the  Certificate  that  no  furthei 
Standing  Orders  are  applicable  to  the 
following  Bill  : — Local  Government 
^Ireland)  Provisional  Order  (No.  1). 

And  also  the  Certificate  that  the 
further  Standing  Orders  applicable  to  the 
following  Bill  have  been  complied  with  : 
— Highland  Railway. 

The  same  were  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
Table. 

South  Barracas  (Buenos  Ayres)  Gas 
and  Coke  Company.  Petition  of  the 
Company  praying  leave  to  introduce  a 
Bill  "For  mcreasing  the  capital  of  the 
South  Barracas  (Buenos  Ayres)  Gas  and 
Coke  Company  by  the  creation  of  paid- 
up  shares,  and  providirjg  for  the  issue 
thereof  to  the  shareholders;  and  for 
other  purposes,"  together  with  a  copy  of 
the  proposed  Bill  annexed  thereto ;  read, 
and  referred  to  the  Examiners. 

Corbett  Estate  Bill  [h.l.].  Committed. 

Bristol  Corporation  Bill.  Report  from 
the  Select  Committee,  That  the  Com- 
"^  mittee  had  not  proceeded  with  the 
consideration  of  the  Bill,  no  parties 
liaving  appeared  in  opposition  thereto  ; 
read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 
The  orders  made  on  May  18th,  and 
J^iday  last  discharged,  and  Bill  com- 
mitted. 

Rotherham,  Maltby,  and  Laughton 
Railway  Bill.  Read  2^  and  committed. 
The  Committee  to  be  proposed  by  the 
Oommittee  of  Selection. 
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University  College,  London  ^Transfer) 
Bill  [h.l.];  Whitby  Urban  District 
Council  Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Mansfield  Corpora- 
tion Bill  [h.l.]  ;  Bangor  (County  Down) 
Water  and  Improvement  Bill  [h.l.]  ; 
Western  Valleys  (Monmouthshire)  Water 
and  Gas  Bill  [h.l.].  Read  3%  and 
passed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons. 

Clay  Cross  Railway  (Abandonment) 
Bill;  Great  Berkhampstead  Gas  Bill. 
Read  3%  and  passed. 

Local  Government  (Ireland)  Pro- 
visional Orders  (No.  3)  Bill;  Local 
Government  Provisional  Order  (Gas) 
Bill;  Local  Government  Provisional 
Orders  (No.  6)  Bill ;  Local  Government 
Provisional  Orders  (No.  7)  Bill ;  Local 
Government  Provisional  Orders  (No.  8) 
Bill;  Local  Government  Provisional 
Orders  (No.  9)  Bill.  Biought  from  the 
Commons. 

London  and  North- Western  Railway 
Bill;  Rhondda  Urban  District  Council 
Bill.  Brought  from  the  Commons ;  read 
P ;  and  referred  to  the  Examiners. 

Mexborough  and  Swinton  Tramways 
(Extension  of  Time)  Bill  [h.l.].  Returned 
from  the  Commons  agreed  to,  with 
Amendments.  The  said  Amendments 
considered,  and  agreed  to. 

Wrexham  Gas  Bill,  Returned  from 
the  Commons,  with  the  Amendments 
agreed  to. 

Croydon  Corporation  Bill.  Reported 
from  the  Select  Committee,  with  Amend- 
ments. 

Llandrindod  Wells  Urban  District 
Council  Bill  [h.l.].  Reported  from  the 
Select  Committee,  with  Amendments. 

Accrington  Corporation  Bill.  Re- 
ported, with  Amendments. 

Aberdare  Urban  District  Council  Bill. 
Reported,  with  Amendments. 

Local  Government  (Ireland)  Provisional 
Orders  (No.  3)  Bill  (No.  89);  Local 
Government  Provisional  Order  (Gas) 
Bill  (No.  90) ;  Local  Government  Pro- 
visional Orders  (No.  6)    Bill   (No.  91) ; 
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nt  Provisional    Orders  |  LIGHT  RAILWAYS  ACT.  1896. 

.  92) ;     Local    Govern- 1     Orders   made  by  Hie  Light  Railwaj- 
kl   Orders  (No.  8)   Bill  [  Commissioners: — 
Government  Provisional!     ,     m  jc  j        a         c       j    v      .i. 
ill  (No  94)       Read   !'■  I  Modified    and   coanimed    by    the 

and 'referred   to   the  1  B®*^'^'''^'^*' »"**'o"»'''8  *e  conBtruc 
I  tion  of  light  railways  in  :— 


(Portsmouth  and  HayUng  Light  Rail, 
way  Order,  ld05].  Tbe  boron^  of 
Portsmouth,  and  in  Uie  rural  dis- 
trict of  Havsnt,  in  the  coonty  of 
Southampton,  including  a  conveyor 
bridge  over  the  Lan^toneChannel. 

(Campbeltown  and  Maori hanish  Light 
Railway  Order,  1905.)  Thecounty 
of  Argyll,  from  Campbeltown  to 
Uacrihaniah. 

{Guildford  Light  Railways  Order, 
1905.)  The  parish  of  Stoke-next- 
Guildford,  in  the  rural  diBtrict  of 
Guildford  and  in  the  borough  of 
Guildford,  in  the  county  of  Surrey. 

n.  Confirmed  by  the  Board  of  Trade, 
amending : — 

(Wehhpool  and  Llanfair  Light  Bail- 
way  (Further  Borrowing  Powers) 
Order,  1905.)  The  Welshpoolatd 
Llanfair  Light  Railway  (Amend- 
ment) Order,  1901 ;  and  for  other 
purposes. 


(Basingstoke  and  Alton  Light  Rail- 
way (Speed  Amendment)  Order. 
1905.)    The  Basingstoke  and  Alton 

j  Light  Railway  Order,  1897.  as  to 

JED  HOUSES.  I  speed. 

■ly  closing  of;    of  Toot-  \ 

inch  of  Women's  Total    MINES  AND  QUARRIKS(r>ENF.BAL  RK- 
1 ;  read,  and  ordered  to    PORT  AKD  STATISTICS  FOR  19fH :  PAHT 
L  DISTRICT  STATISTICS). 

I  Statistics  of  the  persons  employed, 
I  output,  and  accidents  at  mines  and 
I  quarries  in  the  United  Kingdom,  an&nged 
according,  to  the  inspection  districts. 


our  Provisional  Orders  • 
|.  House  in  Committee  j 
order).  Amendments  ; 
;  Committee  negatived.  > 
f  Amendmenta  to  be ' 
lay  nest.  i 

our  Provisional  Orders  | 
].  House  in  Committee  '. 
del).  An  Amendment 
;  Committee  negatived, 
nendment  to  be  received  [ 


ers  ConRnnation  (No.  1) 
nways  Orders  Confirma- 
II  [H.L.];  Gas  Orders 
[h.l.].  Read  2*  (accord- 


ard  Provisional  Order 
ndon  No.  2)  Bill  [h.l.]. 
Lg  to  order),  and  passed. 


riTIONS. 


REPORTS,  ETC. 


rs  (ANNUAL  SERIES). 
iDce  (Bordeaux); 
rlcey  (Busaorah). 


Lord*Lieutenant  of  all 
inder  the  Act,  for  the 
led  3Ut  Haroh,  1906. 


Presented  (by  Command),  and  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  Table. 


Twenty-second  Report  of  the  Comp- 
troller-General of  patents,  designs,  and 
trade  irarks,  with  appendicea,  for  ^ih« 
year  1905. 
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ALKALI,  ETC.,  WORKS  REGULATION 
.  ACTS,  1881  AND  1892. 

Forty-first  annual  Report  on  alkali,  etc. , 
works  by  the  chief  inspector.     Proceed 
ings  during  the  year  1904. 

Laid  before  the   House   (pursuant  to' 
.\ct),  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 


PUBLIC  HEALTH  ACTS  (AMENDMENT) 

BILL  [H.L.]. 

The  following  Lords  were  named  of  the 
Select  Committee : — 

L.  Zouche.  L.  Hylt3n. 

L.  Digby.  L.  Burghclere. 

L.  Kenyon.  L.  Allerton. 

L.  Stanley  of  Alder- 
ley 

The  Comm  ttee  to  appoint  their  own 
Chairman. 


TIMBER  DECK-LOADS. 

Lord  MUSKKRRY  rose  "  To  call  the 
attention  of  His  Majesty's  Government 
to  the  carriige  of  timber  deck-loads 
across  the  Atlantic  in  winter-time,  and 
to  refer  to  the  steamers  *  Majestic '  of 
Hull,  and  *  Selma '  of  West  Hartlepool, 
which  have  lately  carried  such  deck-loads 
to  the  Continent,  and,  in  consecjuence, 
have  figured  in  the  casualty  list ;  to  ask 
whether  these  casualties  will  be  dealt 
with  at  a  formal  investigation,  and 
whether  the  Board  of  Trade  will  furnish 
information  showing  the  number  of 
similar  casualties  during  the  past  winter 
season;  also  whether  His  Majesty's 
Government  have  communicated  with 
the  Governments  of  other  maritime 
Powers  on  the  dangers  of  timber  deck- 
loads,  and,  if  so,  what  replies,  jf  any, 
have  been  received.'*  He  said :  My  Lords, 
I  trust  you  will  pardon  my  once  more 
bringing  forward  the  subject  referred  to 
in  my  notice.  I  feel,  however,  that  when 
human  life  is  at  stake,  and  when— I  say 
it  without  hesitation — the  lives  of  our 
seamen  are  being  subordinated  to  sordid 
gain  and  thrown  away,  it  is  incumbent 
upon  me  to  seek  your  Lordships' 
sympathy  and  assistance  in  requiring  the 
Government  to  stop,  once  and  for  all, 
these  outrageous  risks  to  which  our  sea- 
men are  subjected. 


On  the  last  occasion  when  I  introduced 
a  Bill  for  this  purpose  I  adduced  evidence 
of  a  most  positive  character — the  evidence 
of  the  Board  of  Trade's  own  tribunals — 
that  great  loss  of  Tfe  has  occurred  which, 
un^ieniably,  was  due  to  winter  deck- 
loads.  Even  the  law  as  it  stands  recog- 
nises the  danger  of  such  cargoes,  for  ships 
are  forbidden  to  carry  them  to  the 
United  Kingdom  in  the  winter  seison. 
But  certain  shipowners  drive  the  pro- 
verbial coach  and  fonr  through  the  h\v 
and  send  their  ships  to  Continental  porta 
to  discharge  their  deck  cargo,  after  which 
they  come  to  this  country  to  discharge 
the  under- deck  cargo.  As  I  have  again 
introduced  a  Bill  to  your  Lordships 
which  I  consider  will  surmount  those 
difficulties  of  combating  the  situation 
which  appear  to  so  much  frighten  the 
Board  of  Trade  I  do  not  propose  to  go 
over  the  whole  ground  of  evidence. 

To  touch  upon  the  two  steamers  men- 
tioned in  my  notice,  I  have  observed 
that  the  **  Majestic,"  of  Hull,  arrived  at 
Hamburg  in  the  early  part  of  April  last, 
having  lost  her  deck-load,  hor  mainmast, 
and  her  rigging,  and  with  her  bulwarks, 
rail,  and  winches  damaged.  Your  Lord- 
ships will  see  how  narrowly  a  great 
disaster  was  averted,  and  you  will  fully 
appreciate  the  efiect  of  great  baulks  of 
timber  becoming  freed  from  their  lashings 
through  bad  weather  and  tak'mg  com- 
plete charge  of  the  deck.  I  am  assured 
by  many  merchant  captains  that  bodily 
injuries  to  seamen  caused  in  this  way  are 
frequent.  The  ss.  "  Selma  "  arrived,  I 
noticed,  at  Bremen,  having  lost  her  deck 
cargo.  This  is  the  only  detail  I  am  in  pos- 
session of.  The  loss  of  the  deck  cargo  is, 
in  itself,  of  no  moment  to  me.  The  point 
I  should  like  to  emphasise  is  that  the 
process  of  ''losing"  a  deck  cargo  is  an 
extremely  dangerous  one  for  the  ship 
and  for  her  crew.  These  casualties  are 
reported  on  the  Continent  and  wpuld 
almost  entirely  escape  notice  if  not 
brought  forward  in  this  way. 

I  contend  that  as  I  have  received  a  good 
deal  of  support  in  this  House  when 
raising  the  question  of  these  unjustifiable 
risks  to  life,  it  is  a  duty  imperative  on 
the  part  of  the  Board  of  Trade  to  them- 
selves show  that  they  are  moving  in  the 
matter.  Under  pressure  from  the  nobb 
Marquess,  Lord  Ripon,  it  was  said  that 
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ment  would  talce  into  theit 
)o  the    adviaability  of  com- 

urith  other  Maritime  Powers 
'  to  seciiring  mutual  co-opera- 
matter.  Now,  whilst  I  would 
lis  mutual  arrangement  were 
tssible,  and  whilst  I  would  be 
3    advocate    an    nnjuetifiable 

the  already   far  tao   many 

on  Britiiih  shipowners,  I  can 
cteris?  it  as  an  absurd,  and 
e,  an  inhuman  argument  which 

because  a  foreign  shipowner 
ble  wi  h  the  Uvea  of  hi^ 
it  is  only  right  that  Fiitiah 

shonld  be  allowed  to  do  the 
s  prociastmation  goes  on,  and, 

manji  of  our  eeamea  are,  as 
iding  watery  graves,  and  the 
iir  last  moments  is  accentuated 
oughts  of  the  heart-rendi  nij 
I  distress  of  their  wives  and 
d  of  the  fac~  that  it  is  we  who 
f  ear  to  their  entreaties  tor 
against  these  dangers, 
r  I  appealed  to  your  Lordships 

Bill  and  pointed  out  that  the 
on  was  at  hand.  Apart  from 
ach  aa  I  have  now  mentioned 
hree  steamers  which  carried, 
Ltteropted  to  cany,  deck-loads 

Atlantic  duriue  the  past 
vhich  all  hope  has  been  given 

men  tell  no  tales,  and,  when 
f  comes  on,  those  who  are 
onaible  have  the  whole  Geld 
pen  to  them  and  they  do  not 

the  utmost  advantage  of  it. 
1  of  Trade  have  ordered 
ito  the  loBBes  of  two  of  the 

have  just  mentioned,  and 
ly  comments  on  details  mast 

I  may  inform  your  Lordship*, 
lat  I  have  received  a  moat 
r  from  the  father  of  one  of  the 
ten  of  the  ss,  "  Nutfield." 
t  of  his  son,  upon  whom  in  his 
was  greatly  dependent,  and. 
Bay,  he  is  distracted  over  his 
be  is  only  one  of  many  who 

their  relatives  and  friends 
I  have  been  sacrificed  by  the 
i  timber  deck-loads  in  the 
le.      Whilst    regretting     my 

your  Lordships*  time  and 
ui  I  trust  to  hear  from  the 
:e,  who  on  this  occasion 
he  Board  of  Trade,  something 
'kerry. 


more  than  the  commonplaces  which  have 
been  u«ed  on  previous  ocjasions  to  defeat 
an  object  the  simple  purpose  of  which 
is  humanity  to  mankind.  I  also  trust 
that  some  assurance  will  be  afinrded  the 
House  that  His  Majesty's  Government 
are  thoroughly  alive  to  the  serious 
responsibilities  resting  upsn  them  in  this 
matter,  and  intend  to  deal  with  it  with 
resolution  and  dispatch,  and  make  the 
Marine  Department  of  the  Board  of 
Irade  do  its  duty.  I  beg  to  ask  the 
stAoding  in  my  name. 


•Lord  AVBBURY:  My  Lords,  the 
noble  Lord  did  me  the  honour,  when  he 
introduced  his  Merchant  Shipping  Bill, 
of  asking  me  to  look  into  this  question. 
I  have  made  inquiries,  and  certamly  the 
position  is  not  satisfactory.  The  fact« 
are,  I  believe,  substantially  as  stated  by 
the  noble  Lord,  There  is  alwayp  acme 
doabt  whether  the  loss  of  any  particular 
vessel  is  due  to  her  carrying  deck-ca^o 
or  not,  because  In  many  cases  all  we  have 
is  the  sad  and  simple  statement  that  such 
and  such  a  vessel  sailed  and  has  not 
since  been  beard  of.  There  is  no  doabt 
whatever  in  the  minds  of  those  ^o  ue 
best  able  to  judge  that  in  some,  at  least, 
of  these  catastrophes  the  loss  is  doe  to 
deck-cargoes.  But  lam  not  so  sanguine 
as  my  noble  friend  in  thinning  that  it  is 
in  the  power  of  His  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  put  a  stop  to  this  unfortunate 
state  of  things.  I  am  afraid  that  our 
legislation,  as  regards  shipping,  has  gone 
as  far  as  is  wise,  and  the  only  eSect  of 
further  legislation  in  this  direction  would 
be  that  these  particular  cargoes  would  be 
carried  in  foreign  vessels,  and  lives  would 
be  lo-tt  all  the  same, 

I  venture  to  hope  that  His  Majesty's 
Qovemment  will  put  themselves  in  com- 
munication with  other  countries,  and  in- 
duce them  to  adopt  legislation  similar  to 
our  own.  The  French,  Germans,  and 
Scandinavians  do  not  wish  their  sailor^ 
to  run  these  risks  any  more  than  we  do, 
and  I  cannot  help  thinking  that  if  His 
Majesty's  Government  would  make  strong 
representations  to  the  other  Maritime 
Powers,  it  might  be  possible  to  come  to 
some  arrangement  on  this  subject.  Their 
interests  are  really  the  same  as  our  own, 
and  a  common  agreement  would  save  the 
lives  of  their  sailors  as  well   as  ours. 
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There  are  other  cognate  questions — that 
of  the  load-line,  for  instance— on  which 
it  is  very  desirable  that  the  maritime 
nations  shouM  act  together.  I  believe 
that  until  lately  we  insisted  on  the  load- 
line  of  foreign  vessels  coming  into  our 
ports  being  the  same  as  our  lojid-line, 
but  in  the  case  of  German  vessels  we 
now  accept  a  load-line  adopted  by 
Germany  which  does  not  give  so  much 
safety  as  our  own.  There  are,  moreover, 
other  questions  on  which  it  is  very 
desirable  that  the  Maritime  Powers  shoul.l 
act  together,  and  I  hop  3  His  Ma]esty's 
Governm?nt  will  place  themselves  in 
communication  with  those  Powers,  and 
endeavour  to  arrive  at  some  common 
action  on  these  important  questions. 

The  UNDERSECRETARYop  STATE 
FOR  THE  COLONIES  (The  Duke  of 
MARLBOROU(iH) :  My  Lord<9,  in  tho  ab  ence 
of  the  noble  Marquess  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  I  have  been  asked  to 
reply  to  the  noble  Lord  on  behalf  of  that 
Department.  I  gathered  from  the 
remarks  which  fell  from  the  noble 
Lord  that  he  had  no  complaint 
to  make  concerning  the  rules  and  regu- 
lations which  govern  the  entrance 
into  our  ports  of  ships  which  occasionally 
have  too  much  deck-cargo.  As  the  noble 
Lord  is  no  doubt  well  aware,  regular 
penalties  are  embodied  in  the  Merchant 
Shipping  Act  of  1894,  and  the  owner  of  a 
vessel  who  places  too  much  deck-cargo  on 
a  ship  entering  English  ports  can  be  fined 
under  that  Act. 

It  is  perfectly  true,  as  the  noble  Lord 
stated,  that  English  vessels  plying  be- 
tween foreign  ports  carry  in  many  cases 
too  much  deck-cargo,  and  there  is  nothing 
to  prevent  their  doing  so.  There  is,  I 
believe,  a  law  in  existence,  but  the 
machinery  for  carrying  it  into  efEect  is 
inadequate.  Indeed,  it  is  impossible  to 
apply  it.  The  noble  Lord  pointed  out 
the  risks  that  were  in  consequence  in- 
curred by  the  crews  of  those  ships,  and 
expressed  the  hope  that  in  my  reply  I 
should  not  give  expression  to  those 
commonplaces  which  have  been  used 
on  previous  occasions  in  these  discussions. 
I  am  afraid  th'Jit  I  shall  probably  incur  the 
displeasure  of  the  noble  Lord,  because  I 
do  not  think  I  can  throw  any  fiesh  light 
such  as  he  would  wish  upon  this  particular 
point.      Though  there  are  casualties  in 


respect  of  English  ships  plying  between 

one  foreign  port  and  another,  the  nobld 

Lord  will  see  that  each  year  the  number 

has  been  diminishing,  especially  during 

the  last  five  years.    There  are,  however, 

1  as  the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Avebury ) 

I  readily    admitted,    great    difficulties   m 

,  enforcing    the  suggestions   which    have 

I  bee.i  made.     So  far  as  I  am  aware   the 

'  Board  of  Trade  have  no  technical  officers 

'  in  any  of  the  Contineatal  ports,  and  thus 

I  there  are   no  means  of  making  an  ex- 

\  amination  of  English  ships  going    froai 

I  one  foreign  port  to  another. 

,     Lord  MUSKERRY  :  There  are  the  Coii« 
I  sular  officers. 

I  The  Duke  of  MARLBOROUGH :  In 
]  ordrti  to  fulfil  their  duty  in  a  proper 
,  manner  thesi  officers  need  a  certain 
amount  of  technical  knowledge,  and  I 
I  should  have  thought  that  it  wou'd  not  be 
wise  to  place  the  responsibility  of  a 
technical  examination  on  the  shoulders  of 
our  Consular  officers.  I  doubt  very  much 
whether  yoy  would  in  that  way  achieve 
the  object  desired.  There  is  another  point. 
It  would  be  impossible  to  exercise  super- 
vision over  foreign  ships  entering  foreign 
ports  in  the  same  way  as  the  (Jovernment 
are  be'ng  asked  by  the  noble  Lord  to 
supervise  English  ships  entering  foreign 
po  ts.  Consequently,  even  if  we  were 
able  to  put  in  force  what  the  noble 
Lord  desire?,  we  should  be  placing 
restrictions  on  British  ships  which 
would  not  apply  to  foreign  ships.  I 
know  that  the  noble  Lord  holds  that 
that  l^ne  of  argument  is  an  inhuman 
one,  but  I  cannot  help  thinking 
that  care  must  be  taken  not  to 
placd  restrictions  on  our  ships  which 
would  not  apply  to  the  ships  of  foreign 
nations,  especially  in  view  of  the  keen 
trading  competition  between  ourselves 
and  foreign  countries. 

In  the  two  cases  cited  by  the  noble 
Lord — those  of  the  *'  Majestic  "  and  the 
**  Selma  " — I  understand  preliminary 
inquiries  were  held  as  to  the  casualties 
that  befel  these  vessels.  It  was  clearly 
established  that  there  was  no  loss  of  Ufe, 
that  they  co.npleted  their  voyage,  and 
that  the  casualties  were  entirely  d^e  to 
the  rough  weather  they  experienced. 
I  am  further  informed  that  formal 
investigations  are  seldom  held,  unless  it 
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is  clearly  established  that  there  has  been 
either  loss  of  the  ship  or  of  Ufe,  or  injury 
to  someone  oa  board.  This  has  not  been 
so  in  the  case  of  either  of  these  two 
vessels,  and  I  think  the  noole  Lord  will 
admit  that  there  was  no  need  to  hold 
ijnnal  inquiries  in  their  cases. 


Lord     MUSKERRY  : 
admit  it. 


I     do     not 


The  Dukb  op  MARLBOROUGH: 
The  noble  Lord  finds  himself  in  dis- 
f  greement  with  me,  but,  after  all,  when 
it  is  clearly  established  that  the  vcssils 
arrived  at  the  port  of  d'istination,  that 
ihere  was  no  loss  of  life,  and  that  the 
casualty  was  entirely  due  to  rough 
weather,  I  really  do  not  see  the  necessity 
of  put  ing  the  great  machinery  of  a 
legular  formal  inves  igation  in  force. 
The  whole  matter  has  been  already 
cleared  up  at  the  formal  investigation. 
The  noble  Lord  is  anxious  to  have  in- 
formation showing  the  number  of 
casualties  during  the  past  winter  season. 
I  am  happy  to  inform  him  that  it  is 
shown  in  the  Board  of  Trade  Return 
that  this  year  there  has  been  but  one 
case  of  death,  due  to  the  man  having 
been  washed  overboard  in  a  storm,  and 
in  no  way  due  to  the  manner  in  which 
the  ship  was  loaded  with  deck  cargo. 

The  noble  Lord  inquired  whether  His 
Majesty's  Government  had  communicated 
with  the  Governments  of  other  Maritime 
Powers  on  the  dangers  of  timber  deck- 
loads.  I  understand  that  His  Majesty's 
Government  are  in  communication  with 
foreign  countries  to  sse  whether  a 
definite  understanding  can  be  arrived  at 
for  drawing  up  restrictions  and  prohibi- 
tions against  shipowners  who  overload  the 
decks  of  their  ships.  At  present  no  replies 
have  been  received.  Foreign  Powers  are 
considering  the  proposals  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  until  the  Foreign  Office 
receive  replies  no  statement  on  the 
subject  can  be  made  to  your  Lordships. 
I  do  not  think  I  can  give  the  noble  Earl 
any  further  information  on  the  points  he 
has  raised,  but  I  can  assure  him  that 
the  Board  of  Trade  have  not  lost  sight 
of  1  hese  matters  and  that  they  are  fully 
alive  to  the  dangers  he  has  pointed  out. 

♦Earl  SPENCER :  My  Lords,  I  have 
on  former  occasions  addressed  your 
Lordships    on  this  matter,  which    has 

The  Duke  of  Marlborough, 


been  so  constantly  brought  forward  by 
Lord  Muskerry.  I  had  the  honour  of 
bvdng  Chairman  of  the  Committee  which 
investigated  most  of  these  cases  not 
long  ago.  We  took  a  serious  view  of 
this  matter,  and  thought  the  Board 
of  Trade  ought  certainly  to  adopt  some 
more  active  measures  than  they  have 
done  in  investigating  cases  like  this, 
and,  if  necessary,  prosecuting.  It  is  for 
that  reason  that  I  regret  that  Lord 
Wolverton,  who  was  a  member  of  the 
Committee,  is  not  present  to  take  part 
in  the  discussi'^n.  On  a  previous  occa- 
sion Lord  Wolverton,  speaking  on  be- 
half of  the  Board  of  Trade,  promised  an 
inquiry  into  certain  cases  which  were 
brought  before  your  Loidships  by  the 
noble  Lord  who  has  raised  this  discussion 
to-day.  I  should  Uke  to  know  whether 
that  inquiry  has  been  held,  whether  a 
Report  has  been  received,  and,  if  so, 
whether  it  will  be  laid  on  the  Table  of 
the  House.  The  question  of  getting 
foreign  Governments  to  act  in  the  same 
way  as  we  do  in  this  matter  is,  T  know, 
a  difficult  one ;  but  I  cannot  help 
thinking  that  it  would  be  just  as  much 
in  their  interest  to  protect  their  people 
as  it  is  in  our  interest  to  protect  our 
own  people,  though  they  may  not  have 
the  same  immense  concern  in  merchant 
shipping  that  we  have.  It  would  be  a 
great  thing  if  the  noble  Marquess  the 
Leader  of  the  House  could  persuade 
foreign  Governments  to  mike  rules  and 
regulations  similar  to  our  own  in  r^ard 
to  this  matter  of  deck-loading. 

The  Duke  of  MARLBOROUGH :  In 
reply  to  the  Question  put  to  me  by  the 
noble  Earl,  I  have  to  say  that  an  inquiry 
has  been  ordered  into  the  cases  of  the 
"FreshfieW  and  the  '^Nutfield,"  but, 
so  far  as  I  am  aware,  the  result  of  the  in- 
quiry has  not  yet  been  published. 

Earl  SPENCER :  It  is  a  lon^  while 
ago. 

Lord  MUSKERRY :  WiU  the  noble 
Duke  say  whether  the  inquiry  has  even 
taken  place  ? 

[No  Answer  was  returned.] 

House  adjf.urned  at  five  minuter 
]*a8t  Five  o'clock,  to  Monday 
next,  a  quarter  before  EleTeii 
o'clock. 
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HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 
Friday^  26th  May,  1905. 


The  House  met  at  Twelve  of  the  Clock. 


MR.  SPEAKER'S  ABSENCE, 

The  House  being  met,  the  Clerk  at  the 
TaUe  informed  the  House  of  the  un- 
avoidable absence  of  Mr.  Speaker,  owing 
to  continued  indisposition. 

Whereupon  Mr.  Jambs  William 
LowTHEB,  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
Means,  proceeded  to  the  Table,  and,  after 
Prayers,  took  the  Chair  as  Deputy- 
Speaker,  pursuant  to  the  Standing  Order. 


PRIVATE  BILL  BUSINESS. 


PROVISIONAL  ORDER  BILLS  (NO 
STANDING  ORDERS  APPLICABLE). 

Mr.  Deputy-Speaker  laid  upon  the 
Table  Report  from  one  of  the  Examiners 
-of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  That,  in 
the  case  of  the  following  Bills,  referred 
on  the  First  Reading  thereof,  no  Stand- 
ing Orders  are  applicable,  vit. : — Local 
Government  Provisional  Order  (Poor 
Law)  (No.  2)  Bill;  Local  Government 
Provisional  Orders  (No.  13)  BilL 

Ordered,  That  the  Bills  be  read  a 
second  time  upon  Monday  next. 

Great  Eastern  Railway  Bill;  Lough- 
borough Corporation  Bill ;  Norwich  Umon 
Life  Insurance  Society  Bill.  Lords 
Amendments  considered,  and  agreed  to. 

Clyde 'Navigation  Bill  p[iOrd8].  Read 
the  third  time,  and  passed,  with  Amend- 
ments. 

Dublin,  Wicklow,  and  Wexford  Rail- 
^vay  Bill;  Liverpool  Corporation  Bill. 
Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

Skegness  Wat^r  Bill.  As  amended, 
considered;    a   clause    added;   Amend- 


ments made ;  Bill  to  be  read  the  third 
time. 

Local  Government  (Lreland)  Provi- 
sional Orders  (No.  3)  Bill ;  Local  Govern- 
ment Provisional  Order  (Gas)  Bill;  Local 
Clovemment  Provisional  Orders  (No.  6) 
Bill;  Local  Government  Provisional 
Orders  (No.  7)  Bill ;  Local  Gk>vernment 
Provisional  Orders  (No.  8)  Bill;  Local 
Grovernment  Provisional  Orders  (No.  9) 
Bill.  Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

Electric  Lighting  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  7)  Bill.  As  amended,  considered; 
to  be  read  the  third  time  upon  Monday 
next. 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(No.  12)  Bill.  Read  a  second  timcg  and 
committed. 

PRIVATE  BILLS  (GROUP  E). 

Sir  Henry  Aubbby-Fletoher  re- 
ported from  the  Committee  on  Group  E 
of  Private  Bills ;  That  the  parties  oppos- 
ing the  Metropolitan  Pneumatic  Despatch 
BUI  had  stated  that  the  evidence  of  Mr. 
Robert  Bruce,  Vice  Controller  of  the 
London  Postal  Service,  was  essential  to 
their  case ;  and«  it  having  been  proved 
that  his  attendance  could  not  be  procured 
without  the  intervention  of  the  House, 
he  had  been  instructed  to  move  that  the 
said  Mr.  Robert  Bruce  do  attend  the  said 
Committee  on  Monday  next,  at  Twelve 
of  the  clock. 

Ordered,  That  Mr.  Robert  Bruce  do 
attend  the  Committee  on  Group  E  of 
Private  Bills  on  Monday  next,  at  Twelve 
of  the  clock. 

Rathmines  and  Rathgar  Extension 
and  Improvement  Bill.  Reported,  with 
Amendments,  from  the  Police  and 
Sanitary  Committee.  Report  to  lie  upon 
the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 

RAILWAY  BILLS  (GROUP  4). 

Mr.  de  Tatton  Egerton  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  Group  4  of  Railway 
Bills ;  That  a  communication  had  been 
received  from  Mr.  Arkwright,  one  of  the 
members  of  the  said  Committee,  that  he 
was  unable,  on  account  of  domestic 
anxiety,  to  attend  the  Committee  this 
day.    Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 
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MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS.  Also,    a   Bill,  intituled,   '*  An  Act  to 

That  they  have  agreed  to — Alexander  ,  confer  further  powers  upon  the  Mayor. 
Scott's  Hospital  Order  Confirmation  Bill ;  Aldermen,  and  Burgesses  of  the  borough 
Grangemouth  Waterworks  and  Burgh  of  Mansfield  with  respect  to  their  water 
Extension  Order  Confirmation  Bill;  undertaking;  to  make  further  and  better 
Arbroath  Corporation  Water  Order  Con-  provision  in  regard  to  the  health,  local 
firmation  Bill,  without  Amendment.  ,  government,    and    improvement  of  the 

'  borough ;     and    for    other    purposeB.'* 
Seaham  Qas  Bill ;  Ilfracombe  Harbour  '  [Mansfield  Corporation  BiU  [Lords J 

and    Improvement    Bill,    with  Amend-  , 

ments.  Also,  a  Bill,   intituled,  "An  Act  to 

confer  powers  on   the  Urban    District 

Amendments  to-Tralee  Urban  District  ^"^f  "^  ^f'S^T-  ''^  'J'*  county  of  Do^. 
CouncU  BiU  [Lords] ;  Tyneside  Tramways  J"'  *J«  construction  of  new  waterworks ; 
and  Tramroads  Bill  [Lords],  without  ■  I**'. *^'*  extension  of  their  g<u  und«r- 
Amendment.  i  taking ;   for  the  regulation  and  control 

'  of  the  seashore  and  adjoinmg  lands ;  and 
i  for  the  improvement  and  local  govern- 
That  they  have  passed  a  Bill,  intituled,  j  ment  of   their  district;  and  for  other 
**  An  Act  to  confirm  certain  Provisional  \  purposes."      [Bangor    (County    Down> 
Orders  made  by  the  Board  of  Education  I  Water  and  Improvement  Bill  [Lords.] 
under  the  Education  Acts,  1870  to  1903,  ;      *  1 

to  enable  the  Councils  of  the  County  '  And,  also,  a  Bill,  intituled,  **  An  Act 
Boroughs  of  Liverpool  and  Manchester,  to  rearrange  the  capital  and  amend  the 
the  County  of  Surrey,  and  the  Urban  borrowing  powers  of  the  Western  Valleys 
District  of  Willesden,  to  put  in  force  the  \  (Monmouthshire)  Water  and  Gas  Corn- 
Lands  Clauses  Acts."  [Education  Board  ,  pany ;  and  for  other  purposes."  [Western 
Provisional  Orders  Confirmation  (Liver- 1  Valleys  (Monmouthshire)  Water  and  Gas- 
pool,  etc.)  Bill  [Lords.]  i  Bill  [Lords.] 

I 

Also,  a  Bill,  intituled,  "  An  Act  to  i  Nottingham  Corporation  Bill  [Lorda] ; 
empower  the  Corporation  of  Nottingham  University  CoUege,  London  (Transfer) 
to  construct  additional  tramways ;  to  5*^^  [Lords] ;  Whitby  Urban  District 
make  certain  street  improvements  and  Council  Bill  [i:.ords] ;  Mansfield  Corpora- 
waterworks  ;  and  fcr  other  purposes."  ^^^^  ^^^  [Lords] ;  Bangor  (County  Down> 
[Nottingham  Corporation  BiU  [Lords.]        Water  and   Improvement  Bill  [Lords]; 

Western  Valleys  (Monmouthshire)  Water 

. ,  T»n    •  ^-^  1   1    ..  A      A  X    *       a^d  Gas  Bill   [Lords],     Read  the  first 

Also,   a   Bill,  intituled.      An  Act  for    ^j^^      ^^^  ^^ferred  to  the  Examiners  of 

transferring  Umversity  College,  London,  ,  petitions  for  Private  BiUs. 

to  the  University  of   London,  and  for 

other  matters  connected  therewith  ;  and       Education  Board   Provisional  Orders 

iotfim^n^mgty^Vm^^^  Confirmation      (Liverpool,      etc.)      BiU 

^w'  lf«-    ..[Vj^^'^rn^^^^"^^^'^''''^^^    [Lords].    Read  the  first  time;  referred 
(Transfer)  Bill  [Lords.]  ,  ^  ^^^  Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private 

.  Bills,  and  to  be  printed.    JBiU  229.] 

Also,   a   Bill,    intituled,    **  An  Act  to  ;  

enable  the   Urban  District  Council  for  j  -nnmrrrT/wra 

the  Urban  District  of  Whitby,  in  the  |  P&TITWNb. 

North  Riding  of  the  county  of  York,  to 


acquire  the  undertaking  of  the  Whitby  !  ACCESS   TO  MOUNTAIXS  (SCOTLANn> 

Harbour  Trustees  and  the  market  rights  BILL. 

within   the  district   as  well  as  certain :      Petition   from   Haddington,    against ; 

lands;  to  make  further  provisions  for  the  <  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

improvement  and  good   government  of ' 

the  district;    and  lor  other  purposes."  DOGS  BILL. 

[Whitby    Urban    District    Council    Bill       Petition    from    Haddington,  against ; 

[liOrds.J  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 
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EDUCATION  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Petition  from  Haddington,  for  altera- 
tion ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

LANDS  VALUATION  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Petition  from  Haddington,  against; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

LICENSED   PREMISES  (HOURS  OF 

CLOSING). 

Petition  from  St.  Frideswide's,  for 
alteration  of  law ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (SCOTLAND)  ACT 
(1894)  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

Petition  from  Haddington,  in  favour ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

SALE  OF  INTOXICATING  UQUORS 
(SUNDAY)  BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour ;  from  Lewisham ; 
and  Weston-super-Mare ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

STREET  BETTING  BILL. 

Petitions  in  favour ;  from  the  City  of 
London;  Haddington;  and  Kentish 
Town ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

TEINDS  AND  FIARS  PRICES 
(SCOTLAND). 

Petition  from  Haddington,  for  alteration 
of  law ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

UNEMPLOYED  WORKMEN  BILL. 

Petition  from  the  West  Riding  of 
Yorkshire,  for  alteration ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 


RETURNS,  REPORTS,  ETC. 


ALKALI,  ETC.,   WORKS  REGULATION 
ACTS,   1881   AND   1892. 

Cop}  presented,  of  Fort)- -first  Annual 
Report  on  Alkali,  etc.,  Works,  b^  the  Chief 
Inspector,  boing  for  1904  [by  Act] ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.  [No. 
173.] 

IRELAND  DEVELOPMENT  ACT,  1903. 

Copy  presented,  of  Report  of  the  Lord- 
Lieatenant  of  Irniand  of  all  his  pra- 
ceedings  under  the  Act,  for  the  year 
ended  Slst  March,  1905  [by  Command] ; 
to  lie  upon  th'»  Table. 


MINES  AND  QUARRIES. 

Copy  presented,  of  General  Report  and 
Statistics  for  the  year  1904,  Part  L 
(District  Statistics)  Statistics  of  the 
Persons  employed,  Outpat,  and  Accidents 
at  Mines  and  Quarries  in  the  United 
Kingdom,  arranged  according  to  ^the 
Inspection  districts  [by  Command] ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

LIGHT  RAILWAYS  ACT,   1896. 

Copy  presented,  of  Order  made  by  the 
Light  Railway  Commissioners,  and  con- 
firmed by  the  Board  of  Trade,  amending: 
the  Basingstoke  and  Alton  Light  Railway 
Ordir,  1897,  as  to  speed  (Basingstoke 
and  Alton  Light  Railway  (Speed  Amend- 
ment) Order,  1905)  [by  Command]  ;  ^to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

LIGHT  RAILWAYS  ACT,  1896. 

Copy  presented,  of  Order  made  by" 
the  Light  Railway  Commissioners,  and 
modified  and  confirmed  by  the  Board  of 
Trade,  author  sing  the  construction  of  a 
Light  Railway  in  the  borough  of  Ports- 
mouth and  in  the  rural  district  of 
Havant,  in  the  county  of  Southampton, 
including  a  conveyor  Bridge  over  the 
Langstone  Channel  (Portsmouth  and 
Hayling  Light  Railway  Order,  I905)2rb7 
Command] ;   to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

LIGHT  RAILWAYS  ACT,  1896. 

Copy  presented,  of  Order  made  by" 
the  Light  Railway  Commissioners,  and 
modified  and  confirmed  by  the  Board  of 
Trade,  authorising  the  construction  of 
Light  Railways  in  the  parish  of  Stoke- 
next-Guiklford,  in  the  rural  district!  of 
Guildford  and  in  the  borough  of  Guild- 
ford, in  the  county  of  Surrey  (Guildford 
Light  Railways  Order,  1905)  [by  Com- 
mand] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

LIGHT  RAILWAYS  ACT,  1898. 

Copy  presented,  of  Order  made  by 
the  Light  Railway  Commissioners,  and 
modified  and  confirmed  by  the  Board  of 
Trade,  authorising  the  construction  of  & 
Light  Railway  in  the  county  of  Argyll  from 
Campbeltown  to  Machrihanish  (Campbel- 
town and  Machrihanish  Light  Railway 
Order,  1905)  [by  Command]  ;  to  lie  upon 
the  Table. 
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LIGHT  RAILWAYS  ACT,  1896. 

Copy  presented,  of  Ordei  made  by  the 
Light  Railway  Commissioners,  and  con- 
£rmed  by  the  Board  of  Trade,  amending 
the  Welshpool  and  Llanfair  Light  Rail- 
way (Amendment)  Order,  1901,  and  for 
other  purposes  (Welshpool  and  Llanfair 
light  Railway  (Further  Borrowing 
Powers)  Order,  1905)  [by  Command] ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

SUGAR  (COST)  (GREAT  BRITAIN  AND 
FOREIGN  COUNIRIES). 

Return  presented,  relative  thereto 
{ordered  March  9th ;  Mr,  OUson  Bowles] ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 

fNo.  174.] 

PATENTS,  DESIGNS,  AND  TRADE 
MARKS. 

Copy  presented,  of  Twenty-second 
Report  of  the  Comptroller-General  of 
Patents,  Designs,  and  Trade  Marks,  with 
Appendices,  fcr  the  year  1904  [by  Act] ; 
to  he  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
[No.  175.] 

TRADE  REPORTS  (ANNUAL  SERIES). 

Copies  presented,  of  Diplomatic  and 
Oonsular  Reports,  Annual  Series,  Nos. 
-3381  and  3382  [by  Command];  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 


QUESTIONS   AND   ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED  WITH  THE  VOTES. 


Promotion  of  Assistant  Clerks 
(Abstractor  Class.) 

Mr.  NANNETTI  (Dublin,  College 
Oreen):  To  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  in  view  of  the  statement 
contained  in  the  recent  reply  from  the 
Treasury  to  the  petition  from  the 
assistant  clerks  (new  class)  that,  under 
Olause  15  of  the  Order  in  Council  of 
29th  November,  1898,  the  responsibility 
for  recommending  to  their  Lordships 
assistant  clerks  of  the  abstractor  class 
for  exceptional  promotion  to  the  second 
division  rests  with  the  heads  of  depart- 
ments, and  the  number  of  such  re- 
commendations must  necessarily  depend 
on  ^the  opinion  formed  by  heads  of 
departments  as  to  the  qualifications  of 
assistant  clerks  serving  under  them, 
whether    he     is     aware    that    certain 


assistant  clerks  serving  in  the  National 
Education  Office,  Dublin,  were  recom- 
mended for  promotion  to  the  second 
division  more  than  a  year  ago;  and 
whether,  in  view  of  the  anxiety  of  these 
officials  as  to  the  recommendations  made 
on  their  behalf,  and  the  fact  that  some 
of  them  have  been  stud3ring  in  pre- 
paration for  the  qualifying  examination, 
he  will  take  steps  to  have  the  matter 
looked  into  at  an  early  date. 

(Answered  by  Mr,  Victor  Cavendish.)  I 
cannot  trace  any  letter  to  the  Treasury 
in  which  the  Irish  Oovernment  have 
recommended  the  promotion  of  ab- 
stractors in  the  National  Education 
Offce. 

Sick  Leave  in  the  Post  Office— Case  of 
Mr.  Bnllamore. 

Sir  WALTER  FOSTER  (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston):  To  ask  the  Postmaster- 
Greneral  whether  he  is  aware  that  a 
telegraphist  named  Bullamore  has  sub- 
mitted certificates  from  various  medical 
men  stating  that  he  was  sufiering  from 
nervous  disorder  and  needed  complete 
rest;  that  these  certificates  have  been 
set  aside  by  the  Medical  Department  of 
the  Post  Office ;  that  Bullamore  has  had 
a  sum  exceeding  £9  sterUng  deducted 
from  his  wages  by  reason  of  his  remain- 
ing from  duty  in  obedience  to  the  in- 
junctions of  his  medical  advisers  ;  and 
that  since  that  period  the  official  medical 
officer  has  informed  him  that  he  can 
have  six  months  hoUday  without  pay; 
whether  he  can  state  why  Bullamore, 
after  being  treated  as  a  malingerer,  is 
now  being  treated  differently;  and 
explain  why  he  should  not  be  treated  as 
regards  sick  leave  in  the  same  manner 
as  other  Civil  servants,  seeing  that 
Bullamore  has  been  compelled  to  decline 
the  ofier  upon  financial  grounds. 

(Answered  by  Lord  Stanley,)  For  the 
infoimation  asked  for  in  the  first  part  of 
the  hon.  Member's  Question,  I  must 
refer  him  to  my  Answers  of  th§  15th  t  in- 
stant and  5th  j:  ultimo.  Mr.  Bullamore 
cannot  be  allowed  pay  for  the  period 
during  which  his  absence  was  not 
covered  by  official   medical    certificate. 

t  See  page  26.'>. 
:::  See  (4)  DdxUes,  czUy.,  443. 
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EecenUy  Mr.  BuUamore  has  been  offered 
six  moDthB  leave  without  pay.  In  view 
of  the  opinion  expressed  by  the  chief 
medical  officer  of  the  Post  Office  and  the 
medical  referee  to  the  Treasury,  I  should 
not  be  justified  in  granting  him  sick 
leave  with  pay.  There  is  no  ground  for 
considering  that  he  is  not  being  treated 
in  the  same  manner  as  other  Civil 
servants  under  similar  circumstances. 

CoLONEL  LEGGB  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  To  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India  when  the  title  of  the 
Huler  of  Afghanistan  was  altered  from 
Amir  to  King,  and  his  style  from  High- 
ness to  Majesty ;  what  is  the  reason  for 
the  alteration ;  whether  it  has  been 
notified  by  proclamation  in  Durbar ; 
ivhether  it  makes  any  difference  in 
regard  to  the  relations  of  Afghanistan 
with  foreign  Powers;  whether  the 
letter  from  the  Viceroy  of  India  of 
2and  February,  1883,  referred  to  in 
paragraph  3  of  No.  4  on  page  6,  and  the 
Agreement  of  1873  between  Russia  and 
England,  referred  to  in  No.  5  on  page  7 
of  Cd.  2534  of  1905.  can  be  printed  and 
•delivered  to  Members ;  and  whether  he 
will  cause  a  map  of  Afghanistan,  showing 
the  boundaries  agreed  upon  between  the 
Government  of  India  and  the  Amir,  to  be 
placed  in  the  Tea  Room. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Secretary  Brodrick,) 
il)  The  title  of  King  was  used  by  the 
late  Amir  of  A%hanistan  and  was  never 
questioned.  Its  use  makes  no  difference 
in  the  relations  of  Afghanistan  with 
foreign  Powers  so  far  as  our  Agreements 
with  the  Amir  are  concerned.  (2)  The 
Agreement  with  Russia  of  1873  as  to  the 
boundaries  of  Afghanistan  will  be  found 
in  [Cd.  699]  of  1873.  It  does  not  seem 
necessary  to  republish  this  Paper  or  the 
Viceroy's  letter  of  22nd  February,  1883, 
which,  as  st  *ted  in  the  footnote  to  page  6 
of  the  recent  Parliamentary  Paper,  is 
printed  on  page  72  of  \CA.  3930]  of  1884. 
^3)  I  will  consider  the  question  of  pre- 
paring a  map  showing  the  frontieis  of 
Afghanistan  for  the  use  of  the  House. 

JBscape  of  Convict  Sheeban  firom  Dnndrum 
Lunatic  Asylum. 

Mr.   NANNETTI  :    To  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary    to    the    Lord-Lieutenant    of 


Ireland  what  was  the  result  of  the 
inquiry  held  into  the  escape  of  con- 
vict Maurice  Sheehan^  on  10th  March, 
1903,  from  Dundrum  Lunatic  Asylum; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  governor 
got  information  from  another  convict  on 
9th  January  of  Sheehan's  intention  of 
escaping  from  the  workshop,  and  will  he 
say  what  experience  and  length  of 
service  the  attendant  in  charge  ol 
Sheeban  had ;  and  why  he  was  forbidden 
to  hold  any  conversation  with  the  senior 
attendant  in  charge  of  the  shops  ;  did  a 
special  guard  escort  Sheehan  from  the 
workshops  to  the  wards ;  whether,  seeing 
that  convict  Feeley  got  through  the  bars 
and  window  of  the  workshop  in  March, 
1902,  and  was  injured,  he  will  say  what 
report  did  the  governor  make  or  what 
action  did  he  take  to  secure  the  work- 
shops ;  whether  he  will  explain  why  the 
convict  who  gave  information  as  to 
Sheehan's  intention  of  escaping  was 
locked  up  after  the  escape,  and  not 
liberated  until  after  the  inquiry  was 
held;  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
inspectors  and  the  engineer  responsible 
for  the  security  of  the  workshops  doubted 
the  statement  made  at  the  inquiry  on 
20th  March,  1903,  by  Attendant 
J.  M'Keough  as  to  Feeley  and  Sheehan 
getting  through  the  bars  and  window, 
and  that  this  statement  was  proved  to 
be  true ;  and  if  so,  will  he  explain  why 
M'Reough  was  called  upon  to  resign. 

{Answered  by  Mr.  Walter  Long,)  The 
result  of  the  inquiry  was  that  certain 
structural  improvements  were  made  in 
order  to  guard  against  ebcape.  The 
governor  received  information  as  men- 
tioned, and  the  escort  between  the  work- 
shops and  dining-hall  was  thereupon 
strengthened,  as  it  was  supposed 
that  Sheehan  would  attempt  to 
escape  when  passing  between  those 
places.  The  attendant  in  immediate 
charge  of  Sheehan  had  six  months 
service,  but  the  senior  attendant  in 
charge  of  the  workshop  in  which  he 
worked  had  many  years  service.  The 
attendant  was  not  forbidden  to  converse 
with  the  senior  attendant.  The  escort 
was  strengthened  as  above  stilted. 
Convict  Feele>  temporarily  escaped 
from  the  workshop,  but  it  was  not 
ascertained  that  he  had  got  through  the 
I  window  bars.    The  bars  were,  however. 
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was  first  made  to  the  Commissioners  of 
NatioEto]  Kduoation  for  a  grant  for  the 
rebuilding  of  Guy's  Schools,  Ballymena ; 
when  the  Boani's  inspector  reported 
thereon;  whether  a  site  has  yet  been 
procured  and  approved  of  by  the  Com- 
missioners; and  whether,  seeing  that  one 
of  the  Board's  senior  inspectors  reported 
the  necessity  for  ad<Utional  suitable 
accommodation  which  has  not  yet  been 
provided,  he  wUl  explain  why  tiiis  same 
necessity  is  now  denied  in  the  case  of  the 
application  for  aid  to  Waveney  School, 
Ballymena,  and  the  grant  withheld. 

[Answered  6y  Mr.  WiUter  Long.)  The 
application  was  received  on  April  5th, 
1902,  and  the  inspector's  report  on  May 
13th,  1902.  As,  however,  the  Commia- 
sioneis  did  not  regard  the  case  as  urgent, 
its  further  consideration  was  postponed 
pending  a  decision  on  the  question  of 
proposed  new  regulations  for  building 
grants.  But  as  the  delay  in  deciding 
this  question  has  been  greater  than  was 
anticipated,  the  Commissioners  have 
provisionally  sanctioned  a  graut  under 
the  existing  regulations.  A  site  has  been 
provided,  but  will  not  be  approved  until 
the  plans  of  the  proposed  building  have 
been  submitted  to  and  approved  by  the 
Commissioners.  It  is  proposed  to  super- 
sede the  existing  building,  not  so  much 
on  account  of  the  insufficiency  of  the 
accommodation  afforded  by  it,  as  on  the 
ground  of  Its  general  unsuitableness  for 
school  purposes.  Aid  to  the  Waveney 
School  was  refused  on  the  grounds  that 
the  pupils  were  largely  withdrawn  from 
other  schools,  that  sufficient  school 
accommodation  already  existed  in  Bally- 
mena, and  that  applications  for  more 
extensive  and  suitable  premises  for  three- 
of  the  existing  schools  wore  pending. 
Moreover,  the  Waveney  School  premisea 
were  reported  a^  unsuitable'  and  in- 
sanitary. 


^"  the  responsible  official, 
:eration  was  considered 
^o  patient  was  locked  up  in 
ith  Sheehan's  escape,  but 
vho  had  given  information 
led  escape  was  about  that 
in  seclusion  for  irritating  a 
it.  It  was  proved  that  a 
t  through  the  window  bars, 
also  proved  that  Sheehan 
amoving  one  of  the  bars  by 
tumscrew.  There  was  no 
between  Sheehan's  escape 
nt  M'Keongh's  dismissal, 
ras  called  upon  to  resign 
late  conduct  and  failure  to 
discharge  his  duties.  He 
lign,  and  was  dismissed. 

>y  School,  Ballymena- 
N  (Belfast,  S.) :  To  ask  the 
y  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of 
7  long  Waveney  School, 
was  in  operation  before 
.3  made  to  its  application 
on  the  ground  that  the 
■emises  were  unsuitable  and 
ind  what  was  the  nature  ol 
lector's  report  upon  the 
the  school|p remises. 

&y  Mr.^WalteT  Long.)  The 
pened  on  August  1st,  1903. 
ioners'  objection  to  granting 
the  outlet  been  that  the 
;  required  in  the  locality, 
until  March,  1900,  that,  in 
>n  application  for  temporary 
nmissioners  referred  to  the 
id  insanitary  nature  of  the 
d  then  the  reference  was 
entai,  and  was  added  to  a 
yi  the  primary  objection, 
the  school  was  unnecessary. 
ir  who  reportiid  against  the 
on  the  ground  that  the 
unnecessary,  stated  in 
it  one  of  the  rooms  was 
long  by  8J  feet  wide,  that 
ras  a  temporary  one,  and 
f  the  walls  were  roughly 
1  washed  with  colour,  while 
;re  boarded. 

aveney  Schools,  Ballnnena- 
AN:  To  ask  the  Ch.et 
)  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of 
can  say  when  application 


CANALS  Bin,. 
[SacoND  Rbadiko.] 
Order  (or  Second  Reading  read. 

Mr.  Dkputy -Speaker  called  _  the- 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  fact  that 
one  of  the  Examiners  of  Petitiona  tor 
Private   Bills    had    reported    that    the- 
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Standing  Orders  applicable  to  the  Bill 
had  not  been  complied  with,  and  that 
the  Select  Committee  on  Standing  Orders 
had  reported  that  the  Standing  Orders 
ought  not  to  be  dispensed  with. 

Whereupon  the  Order  was  discharged, 
and  the  Bill  withdrawn. 


SALE  OF  INTOXICATING  LIQUORS 
(SUNDAY)  BILL. 

[Second  Reading.] 

Order  for  the  Second  Reading  read. 

Mr.  perks  (Lincolnshire,  Louth)  said 
that  the  question  of  the  closing  of  the 
public-houses  on  Sunday  was  so  well 
understood  that  it  would  not  be  necessary 
for  him  to  trouble  the  House  with  many 
observations  in  moving  the  Second 
Heading  of  the  Bill.  It  was  sometimes 
suggested  that  this  Bill  had  not  behind 
it  any  very  large  body  of  public  opinion ; 
but  he  would  venture  to  point  out  that 
no  petition  had  ever  been  presented  to 
this  House  signed  exclusively  by  working 
men,  and  no  Resolution  had  ever  bean 
passed  during  the  last  fifty  years  by  any 
trade  organisation  or  trade  federation 
directly  representing  the  working  classes, 
against  a  Sunday  Closing  Bill. 

Mr.  GRETTON  (Derbyshire,  S.)  called 
attention  to  the  fact  that  there  were  not 
forty  Members  present. 

After  an  interval,  numbers  were 
counted  and  forty  Members  being  present, 

Mr.  perks  resumed  his  speech.  He 
said  that  the  history  of  this  measure  was 
well  known.  For  fifty  years  Scotland 
had  enjoyed  the  benefits  of  absolute 
Sunday  closing;  and  not  only  had  no 
proposition  come  from  Scotland  backed 
hy  any  section  of  political  or  religious 
opinion  in  favour  of  the  abolition  of  the 
Forbes-Mackenzie  Act,  but  every  Royal 
Commission  which  had  had  to  deal  with 
the  licensing  question  had  pointed  out 
the  great  benefits  which  Scotland  had 
derived  from  the  adoption  of  that 
measure.  In  Ireland  since  1878  there 
had  been  a  successful  working  of  the 
universa'  Sunday  Closing  Act,  subject  to 
the  exclusion  of  five  of  the  large  cities  in 


Ireland.  In  passing  he  might  point  out 
that  the  exclusion  of  these  five  c.ties  was 
adopted  on  an  Amendment  moved  in 
Comnaittee  on  the  original  Bill.  In 
Wales,  since  1^88,  there  had  been  Sunday 
closing  in  operation,  and  that  had  met 
with  the  approval  not  merely  of  the 
temperance  party,  bat  of  the  whole 
population  in  Wales,  and  of  all  the 
political  representatives  of  that  country 
with  the  exception  of  two.  The  Royal 
Commission  appointed  to  investigate 
this  very  question  of  the  application  of 
Sunday  closing  to  the  big  cities  of 
Cardiff  and  Swansea  in  1890,  declared 
that  they  had  found  an  almost  complete 
absence  of  anv  desire  for  an  amendment 
of  the  law.  The  most  recent  Licensing 
Royal  Commission  endorsed  that  decision, 
and  there  was  nothing  in  either  the 
Majority  or  Minority  Report  which  sug- 
gested an  amendment  of  the  existing  law 
in  Scotland,  Ireland,  or  Wales.  In  the 
Isle  of  Man  there  was  universal  Sunday 
closing;  and  so  also  in  most  of  the 
British  Colonies.  And  in  every  State  in 
the  United  States,  with  one  exception, 
the  public-houses  were  closed  on  Sunday. 
He  cited  these  facts  for  the  purpose  of 
negativing  the  theor)'  that  the  working 
classes  in  our  great  cities  would  not 
accept  such  a  Bill  as  was  now  proposed, 
on  the  ground  that  it  would  be  an 
interference  with  public  liberty  and^the 
rights  of  adult  labour. 

Passing  from  that  point  to  the 
elEorts  made  from  time  to  timo  to 
pass  such  a  measure  as  ^this  the 
S3Cond  Reading  of  which  he  was 
now  moving,  in  1888  a  measure  of  a 
similar  description  was  submitted  to  the 
House  by  the  then  Conservative  (Govern- 
ment.  The  Local  Government  Bill  of 
1888,  which  was  endorsed  by  the  right 
hon.  Memher  for  Croydon,  Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith,  Mr.  Matthews,  and  the  present 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  con- 
tained clauses  pro\riding  for  Sunday 
closing  at  the  option  of  the  county 
councils.  For  some  reason,  into  which 
he  would  not  further  inquire,  the  clauses 
in  that  Bill  dealing  with  licensing  and 
Sunday  closing  were  withdrawn,  but,  a^ 
all  events,  he  pointed  out  that  that  was 
a  clear  and  distinct  propoiition  from  the 
then  Conservative  Government — one  of 
whose  members  now  sat  on  the  Treasury 
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e  county  councils  should  i  the  last  Royal  Commission,  that  the 
of  Sunday  closing.  The  j  hours  oi  labour  of  the  employees  in  the 
tnade  to  deal  with  the  |  180,000  public-houses  in  this  country 
the  Bill  introduced  by  :  were.on  the  average,  very  much  loiigei  and 
A'illiam  Harcourt,  who  more  arduous  than  those  of  the  average 
6  to  the  local  ratepayers,  :  employees  in  other  industrial  and  com- 
«,  the  absolute  right  to  j  merciul  undertakings.  There  were  oases 
uses  on  Sunday.  The  in  which  people  employed  in  public-koiues 
lion  which  had  to  deal  '  were  kept  on  duty  Jrom  100  up  to  lli> 
it  more  lecently  did  not  '  hours  per  week. 
iversal    Sunday    closiag.  . 


ncluding  the  Archbishop  ; 


..>— ,^^  .„„  ,.,>,..^...^>,  Now,  this  was  a  trade  which  was 
ind  four* Members  of  this  almost  the  last  to  be  entitled  to  claim 
ended  the  closing  of  the  1  a  preferential  treatment,  either  on 
a  Sunday  except  for  one  \  'conomic  or  commercial  grounds.  Theie 
ddle  of  theday;  and  for  ^»8  ^«^  ''**'*>  doubt,  although  they 
e  eveniog.    The  Majority  :  co^ld  not  esjiect  the  men  who  were  cloaely 

[,^j i  identified  with  the  trade  to  admit  the 

.leU.Sandayclo.inKtl.rougb-iP^''P^I*'^°'  *•>«*  the  excessive  taking  of 
:ld  be,  in  our  judgiiipni,  at .  alcoholic  lK|uor  was  the  main  cause  of 
isteiifarinailvancHof  public  I  poverty,  crime,  aod  physical  detcriora- 
,  however. prepared  to  Teconi-  |  tion  in  this  Country  to  many  thouaands 
curUultnent  of  the  lime  of  ,     i  r  n  l'     ^  mV        i  i 

ure  at  mid-day  and  two  hou™    **     "^"^    lellow-HiiDjects.        Therefore,    he 
liead-' could  Bee  no  reason  whitever  why    the 
owners     of    distilleries,    breweiles,    and 
pubhc-hoiiBes  should  come  to  thia  House 
had    been   carefully  pre-  j  a^d  claim  preferential  treatment  for  the 
majority    of   the   Royal  '  »le  of  their  goods  over  the  baker,  the 
'"'  '    ■  '  grocer, thebutcher.andeveryothertrader. 

ExpPiiments  in  other  parts  of  the  United 
Kingdom  had  proved  Sund^iy  closing  to 
be  an  unden'able  Buccess,and,as  the  liquor 
trade  was  a  monopoly,  the  nation  wa» 
entitled  to  apply  to  it  far  more  rigid  con- 
ditions than  it  should  apply  to  the 
ordinary  trade  which  claimed  from  the 
State  no  such  monopoly.  Should  the 
Bill  pass  the  Serond  Rosdirg,  it  would  be 
open  for  any  hon.  Member  to  suggest 
e  thought,  necessary  for  |  limitatinns  of  the  hours  or  of  tiie  oitie* 
J  the  various  arguments  ■  ^  which  >*  should  apply.  Having  regard 
ly  years  past,  had  been  I  •»  ^he  frequent  deolar_tiona  of  the  pre- 
upport  of  this  measure.  !  decessors  of  the  Goverrment  that  they 
1  an  increasing  tendency  '  ^^^  ardent  supporters  of  temperance 
jursofhbourinallchsses  "'""»  ^^^  *he  overwhehning  body  of 
ity  and  in  every  brinch  P'>*>li'^  opmion  which  was  bahmd  thi* 
ind  industry  ;  and  that  i  measure,  he  hoped  that  the  Government 
some  recognition  on  the  would  support  it  or  leave  their  followers 
connected  with  the  sale  of  '  *»  support  it  as  they  thought  proper, 
uor.      It  did  not  seem  to 

Ma.  CORBETT  (Glasgow,  Tradeston), 
in  seconding  the  Secoid  Reading  of 
the  Bill,  said  that  the  oonsumption 
of  whisky  had  diminished  in  Scotland, 
comparing  the  seven  years  before  and  the 
seven  years  after  the  passing  of  the 
Sunday  Closing  Act,  from  37,000,000 
gallons  to  27,000,000,  or  a  fifth  ot  th& 


which  two  of  the  mem 
lediately  connect«d  with 
de;  and  it  clearly  and 
«niplated  the  possibility 
n  being  in  favour  of  Sun- 
the  early  future.  The 
t  went  a  little  further  and 


I  in  England  would  probably 
tntire  Suuday  clotting  while 
mously       '  ■  "■ 


that  the  owners  of  these 
lents  and  the  shareholders 
o  considerably  from  them, 
itribute  their  fair  share 
)ur8  of  relaxation  which 
n  this  country  were  ob- 
icreasing  degree.  It  was 
■■  figures  adduced  before 
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total    amount    of    consumption.     This 
might  have  been  due  to   some  extent 
to     the    increased     duty     on      spirits 
during     the     latter     period;     but     all 
authorities      were     agreed     that     the 
reduction    was    more    greatly    due  to 
legislation.     The  statistics  clearly  showed 
that  the  amount  of  Sunday  drunkenness 
was  reduced  in  Scotlani  to  an  extra- 
ordinary extent.     In  Edinburgh  it  was 
less  by  one-fourth,  and  in  other  cities  the 
reduction  was  even  greater.     The  Royal 
Commission  of  1860  said  the  improvement 
in  large  towns  had  been  most  remarkable ; 
that  the  employers  and  employees  were 
unanimous  in  testifying  to  the  great  im- 
provement in  the  regularity  of  attendance 
of  workmen  at  work  on  Monday  mornings, 
and  that  the  cessation  of  business   oa 
Sunday  was  regarded  as  a   great  boon 
by  publicans.     The  Report  also  stated 
there     was    no    evidence    that     home 
drinking  had  increased,  and  that  <f  there 
had  been  drinking  elsewhere  than  in  the 
public-houses  the  total  amount  of  con- 
sumption   of  whisky   could    not    have 
diminished  by  one-fifth.    No  section  of 
the  Scotch  CDmmunity  now  advocated 
the  Sunday    opening   of  public-houses. 
There  was  far  loo  much  theorising  as  to 
what  would  happen  iii  considering  this 
question,  and  far  too  little  done  in  the 
way  of  examining  what  had  happened. 
The    Commission     reported    that     the 
improvement   in  the  great  towns    had 
been  most  remarkable ;  and  that,  where- 
as previously   on    Sunday  mornings  a 
number   of    persons    in  every  state  of 
intoxication   were  seen  to   issue    from 
public-houses  to  the  great  annoyance  of 
respectable    inhabitants    proceeding    to 
church,    now    the    streets    were     quite 
orderly,  and  few   cases  of  drunkenness 
were  to  be  seen.    There  was  the  most 
complete    evidence  as  to  the  beneficial 
effect  of   the    Sunday   Closing    Act  in 
Scotland.      Opinion    in    Scotland    was 
absolutely  in  favour  of  it.  Hon.  Members 
representing  Scottish  constituences  might 
vote  against  a  Bill  applied  to  England ; 
but  not  one  hon.  Member  would  vote  for 
the  repeal  of  the  Act  in  Scotland.     If  it 
were    possible    to    increase    industrial 
efficiency,  to   reduce  the  hours  of  that 
section  of  the  community  which  worked 
longer    than    any  other,    to    diminish 
drunkenness,    and    to     bring    xsomfort 
into    miserable    homes    by    this    Bill, 


any  hon.  Member  voting  against  it^ 
would  incur  the  gravest  responsibility. 
If  the  Bill  were  given  a  Second  Reading, 
it  could,  if  necessary,  be  modified  m 
Committee ;  but  in  the  circumstances  he- 
oould  not  imagine  any  hon.  Member 
voting  against  it. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,. 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now.  read  a  seconds 
tim3." 

« 

Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  (Manchester,  N.B.> 
said  there  were  reasons  of  no  partial 
character  why  the  House  should  not 
adopt  this  proposal.  In  making  that 
statement  he  spoke  as  a  sincere  advocate 
of  temperance  and  of  due  restrictiona 
on  a  trade  which  for  a  long  period  had 
been  recognised  to  require  careful 
regulation.  Ajs  a  county  magistrate  in 
Scotland,  a  former  Scotch  Mem- 
ber,  and  later  an  English  Member,  he 
had  taken  an  active  interest  in  the 
passing  of  measures  intended  to  prevent 
the  mischief  which  had  attended  the 
trade.  Therefore  it  was  without  fear 'of 
misconception,  but  with  a  sincere  belief 
that  it  was  undesirable  to  carry 
restriction  too  far,  and,  in  the  interest 
of  social  reform,  to  interfere  too  much 
with  the  liberty  of  the  subject,  that  he 
opposed  the  Bill. 

Undoubtedly  the  supporters  of  the 
measure  were  actuated  b>  the  highest 
motives,  but  the  analogy  between  the 
working  of  a  similar  measure  in 
Scotland  and  in  this  country  might 
be  carried  too  far.  It  was  not  the  case 
that  there  never  had  been  objections  to 
the  woiking  of  the  Scotch  Act,  or 
petitions  for  its  abolition.  About  twenty 
years  &go  a  Royal  Commission  inquired 
into  the  working  of  the  Act  and  arrived 
at  the  conclusion  that  its  operations 
should  not  be  interrupted.  The  evils  of 
Sunday  drinking  in  Scotland  had  been 
very  great,  but  in  Scotland  the  use  of 
the  public-house  was  different  from  what 
it  was  in  England.  The  public-house  in 
this  country  was  the  cellar  of  the  working- 
classes,  who  could  not  keep  a  supply  of 
liquor  in  their  houses  as  wealthier  peop'e 
did,  and  consequently  were  dependent 
on  the  retailer.  For  many  years  he  had 
represented  an  English  constituency 
composed  mainly  of  working  people,  and 
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lie  knew  how  the  public  -  house  was 
regularly  used  for  the  supply  of  the 
family  beer  for  dinner  or  suppsr.  He 
thought  it  was  better  for  a  working  man 
io  send  for  a  jug  of  beer  and  drink  it 
in  the  midst  of  his  family  than  to  sit  in 
a  public  -  house.  If  the  drinking  of 
"beer  was  an  evil  per  se,  he  believed 
that  far  more  mischief  was  caused  to 
the  race  by  the  excessive  use  of  tea 
than  of  beer.  In  his  own  district 
in  Scotland  a  doctor  had  told  him  that 
the  deterioration  in  the  race,  and  especi- 
ally the  premature  decay  of  the  teeth, 
was  mainly  attributable  to  over-indul- 
gence in  tea.  If  he  were  going  to  interfere 
-with  the  Uberty  of  the  subject  and  put 
a  restriction  on  their  daily  drink,  he 
would  prohibit  the  infusion  of  tea  for 
more  than  two  minutes  and  the  drinking 
•of  more  than  a  certain  quantity  per  day. 

It  had  been  said  that  the  British  Colonies 
nearly  everywhere  had  adopted  Sunday 
•closing,  but  when  he  went  as  Governor 
to  South  Australia  he  was  amused  to 
find  that  the  Licensing  Act  provided  that, 
-whereas  the  front  door  of  a  public-house 
must  not  be  open  on  Sunday,  the  back 
-door  might  be.  He  admitted  that  good 
had  come  from  the  limitation  of  the 
hours  of  opening  on  Sundav,  and  if  the 
measure  had  simply  proposed  to  further 
shorten  the  hours  he  would  have  been 
glad  to  see  it  obtain  a  Second  Reading, 
l^ut  this  was  a  hard-and-fast  Bill,  which 
they  must  take  or  leave. 

Mr.  CORBETT  :  What  modifications 
-would  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  be 
prepared  to  accept  ? 

Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  said  a  further 
limitation  in  the  number  of  hours  that 
public-houses  might  be  open  on  Sunday. 
The  limitations,  the  right  hon.Gentleman 
continued,  must  differ  in  accordance  with 
the  requirements  of  particular  localities. 
There  was  no  doubt  a  serious  responsi- 
bility attaching  to  any  one  who  voted 
against  the  Bill.  Well,  he  was  prepared 
to  undertake  that  responsibility,  and  one 
need  not  shrink  from  it  when  the  results 
of  Sunday  closing  were  examined.  Take 
the  case  of  Wales.  The  chief  constable 
of  the  county  of  Monmouth  last  year 
-stated  to  his  standing  joint  committee 
*hat  in  the  neighbourmg  counties  where 

Sir  J.  Fergusson^ 


the  sale  of  beer  was  prohibited  on 
Sundays  the  drunkenness  was  in  excess 
of  that  in  the  counties  where  there  was 
no  such  prohibition.  Again,  the  quin- 
quennial averages  showed  that  the 
number  of  convictions  for  drunkenness 
on  Sundays  in  Scotland  where  prohibi- 
tion prevailed  was  greater  than  in 
England  where  there  was  no  prohibition. 
Only  on  the  preceding  day  they  were 
told  by  an  hon.  Member  from  Ireland 
that  there  was  a  greater  preponderance 
of  crime  in  Ulster  than  in  other  parts. 

Mr.  CORBETT :  We  did  not  think  it 
worth  while  to  contradict  that. 

Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  said  he  did  not 
know  whether  it  was  the  fact,  and 
indeed  he  did  not  care  to  use  it  as  an 
illustration  in  order  to  say  that  there  was 
more  drunkenness  in  Ulster  where  there 
was  prohibititon  than  in  England  where 
there  was  none. 

Mr.  CORBETT :  As  a  matter  of  fact 
the  number  of  convictions  is  less  than 
before  prohibition  was  introduced. 

Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  said  he  opposed 
the  measure  because  he  thought  it  would 
prove  oppressive  to  many  people  to 
whom  the  accommodation  of  public- 
houses  on  Sunday  was  perfectly  harmlesi;, 
and  he  believed  that  an  undue  increase 
of  restriction  would  do  more  harm  than 
good. 

Mr.  moon  (St.  Pancras.  N.)  sincerely 
respected  the  views  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  were  promoting  the  Bill  and  hoped 
that  they  would  give  him  credit  for 
equal  disinterestedness.  He,  as  much  as 
they,  desired  to  promote  temperance,  and 
last  year  he  supported  the  proposal  that 
there  should  be  imposed  on  successful 
applicants  for  new  licences  the  duty  of 
providing  suitable  refreshments  at  the 
risk  of  having  their  licences  taken  away. 
He  was  also  in  favour  of  movements 
like  the  public-house  trust  movement, 
but  he  was  forced  to  confess  that  the 
measure  now  before  the  House  did  not 
derive  support  from  the  result  of  the 
working  of  a  similar  measure  in  Scotland. 
One  difficulty  was  as  to  the  providing 
of  beer  for  Sunday  drinking,  and  he  did 
not  think  there  could  be  any  reasonable 
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objection  to  the  Sunday  sale  of  beer 
during  a  limited  number  of  hours,  or  even 
to  its  consumption  in  the  public-houses 
during  those  hours.  He  agreed  with 
the  recommendation  of  the  Koyal  Com- 
mission in  favour  of  a  curtailment  of  the 
hours  of  sale.  Let  them  have  a  maxi- 
mum of  two  hours  in  the  day  and  two 
hours  in  the  evening,  with  a  proviso 
that  London  and  other  large  cities  should 
be  left  out  of  the  ^operation  of  the 
measure.  It  wa3  a  mistake  to  introduce 
a  drastic  measure  of  this  kind,  and  he 
Tirondered  why  hon.  Members  opposite 
had  not  brought  in  a  more  moderate 
measure.  He  would  not  dwell  on  the 
nernicious  efEect  of  tea  as  compared  with 
l^eer.  He  remembered  that  on  that 
point  some  very  remarkable  evidence 
was  given  before  the  Physical  Deteri- 
.oration  Committee. 

'Sir  WILFRID  LAWSON  (Cornwall, 
tJamborne) :  Does  tea  drinking  promote 
/Crime  ? 

Mb.  moon  said  he  believed  that 
excessive  tea  -  drinking  conduced  to 
lunacy.  He  feared  that  the  Bill  would 
produee  a  great  deal  of  secret  drinking, 
and  another  point  was  that  people  would 
take  home  for  Sunday  consumption 
more  powerful  alcoholic  drink  than 
beer.  The  tendency  would  be  to  drink 
spirits.  As  he  believed  the  Bill  would 
not  conduce  to  temperance,  he  seconded 
the  Motion  for  its  rejection. 

Amendment  proposed — 

'*  To  leave  out  the  word  'now*  and  at  the 
«nd  of  the  Question  to  add-  the  words  *  upon 
t^Js  day  six  months.' " — {Sir  J.  Fergussan.) 

Question  proposed,  **Thit  the  word 
-*  now  •  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mr.  GEORGE  WHITE  (Norfolk, 
^.W.)  supported  the  Bill,  and  said  that 
the  manner  in  which  its  rejection  had 
been  moved  and  seconded  marked  a 
'Considerable  advance  of  public  opinion 
in  its  favour.  The  quotations  made  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
ior  North  -  East  Manchester  from  the 
recommendations  of  the  Royal  Com- 
mission were  really  in  support  of  this 
Bill,  because  the  Commission  reported 
in  favour    of    the  continuance   of   the 
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Scotch  and  Welsh  Acts.  It  seemed 
as  if  this  question  resolved  itself  into 
a  question  of  bottled  verms  draught 
beer.  If  it  could  be  shown  that  the 
working  classes,  for  whom  the  mover 
of  the  rejection  claimed  to  speak,  could 
obtain  their  beer  as  cheaply,  and  that 
it  would  keep  as  well  obtained  on  Satur- 
day night  as  on  Sunday,  then  the 
opponents  of  the  Bill  gave  up  the  whole 
position.  He  was  not  a  sufS.ciently 
good  judge  of  the  qualities  of  beer  to 
know  whether  beer  purchased  on 
Saturday  night  would  keep  until  Sun- 
day dinner,  but  he  was  sure  that  if  the 
problem  reduced  itself  to  that  infinitesi- 
mal point  the  case  had  gone  altogether^ 
because  the  overwhelming  advantages  of 
Sunday  closing  in  other  respects  would 
not  be  denied. 

He  declined  to  follow  the  argument 
whether  or  not  the  excessive  use  of  tea 
was  more  injurious  than  the  excessive  use 
of  alcoholic  liquors,  because  it  had  been 
reduced  to  a  point  of  absurdity.  The 
pertinent  question  was  whether  the  use  of 
tea  produced  poverty,  crime,  and  other 
evils  which  undoubtedly  followed  the  use 
of  intoxicants.  It  could  not  honestly  be 
contended  that  there  was  any  comparison 
whatever  between  the  excessive  use  of 
tea,  which  no  doubt  produced  injurious 
physical  effects,  and  the  excessive  use  of 
alcohol,  which  produced  a  variety  of 
crime. 

Sir  J.  FBRGUSSON:  I  never  said 
that  the  excessive  use  of  tea  was  worse 
than  the  excessive  use  of  beer.  I  said  it 
was  worse  than  the  habitual  use  of  beer. 

Mr.  GEORGE  WHIT  E  said  he  was  not 
defending  the  excessive  use  of  tea, 
therefore  the  argument  appeared  to  have 
no  relevancy  whatever. 

The  position  in  this  House  was  far 
behind  that  of  public  opinion  in  the 
country.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  had  entirely  failed  t'O  show 
why  England  should  be  at  a  disadvan- 
tage as  compared  with  Scotland  and 
Wales  with,  regard  to  a  law  of  this 
kind.  There  was  no  difference  between 
England  and  Scotland  as  far  as  the 
conditions  and  needs  of  the  people  were 
concerned,  and  the  gin  palace  was 
equally  a  temptation  and  an  evil  whether 
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in  the  streets  ol  GlaBgow  or  of 
It  they  were  accustomed  to 
to  the  northern  part  of 
1  advantagea  and  privileges 
denied  to  England,  and  be 
ealouB  that  Scotlnnd  should 
1  for  nearly  half  a  century 
in  this  matter  which , 
Danded  by  a  large  majority 
e,  could  not  be  secured  lor 
\lmo:t  without  exception 
specially  represented  the 
Hee  in  the  Honse  were  in 
measuie  of  Sunday  closing, 
testimony  wa3  absolutely 
set  aside  as  of  no  value. 
e  had  a  great  deal  to  do  with 
n,  meeting  sonie  hundreds 
rhom  probably  not  ten  per 
otal  abstainers,  but  he  had 
ily  one  respectable  artisan 
1  the  continuance  of  the 
ling  of  public- houses.  Those 
so  earnestly  for  the  opening 
lie-house  doors  on  Sunday 
n  who  had  been  the  victims 
drinking  on  Saturday — the 
len  who  were  destructive  of 
1  pre-eminence  of  the  nation, 
Kin  ibe  class  to  which  they 
quently  the  main  instrument 
own  tbeir  trade  union  efforts, 
ir  ways  a  detriment  to  the 
rancement  ot  the  working 
fiy  should  advantages  ac- 
Sunday  closing  be  foregone 
ttioa  of  this  small  section  of 
ion,  while  the  great  ma- 
respectable  artisan  class  were 


id  [that  the  trade  demanded 
eatment.    But  they  akeady 

treatment,  and  it  was  of 
le  and  others  complained. 
Sunday  closing  was  de- 
the  interests  of  labour,  it 
.  shown  that  this  was  one 
leadly  trades  in  the  country, 
ose  who  were  engaged  in  it 
lives  than  almost  any  other 

community.  He  had  been 
it  the  large  body  of  working 
emanded  shorter  hours  for 
ad  not  raised  a  great  outcry 
long  hours  worked  by  bar- 
armen ;  and  the  addition  of 
imber  of  hours  of  Sunday 

White. 


labour  constituted  a  hardship  against 
which,  in  the  interests  of  labour,  a  protest 
should  be  made.  Although  be  did  not 
expect  great  things  from  the  present 
Parliament,  he  thought  it  was  right  thst 
this  question  should  be  k<:pt  before  the 
public,  and  therefore  he  hoped  the  Bill 
would  be  read  a  second  time,  if  only  as 
an  indication  that  the  House  still  re- 
flected to  a  certain  extent  the  opinion  of 
the  nation. 

•Mr.  HUGH  SMITH  (Northumber 
land,  Tyneside),  in  supporting  the 
Second  Reading,  said  the  promoters  of 
ttiis  Bill  had  been  twitted  on  the  fact 
that  they  had  not  brought  in  a  measuie 
for  curtailiDg  the  hours  of  Sunday 
opening  rather  than  one  for  cmtiie 
closing,  and  the  mover  and  seconder  ui 
the  rejection  had  indicated  that  thcf 
would  have  supported  a  Bill  drawn  oQ 
those  lines.  He  would  point  out,  bow- 
ever,  that  at  the  beginning  of  the 
session  many  Members  ballotted  for 
the  purpose  of  bringing  in  such  a 
mt;a8ure,  but  were  unsuccessful,  and 
therefore  they  had  to  support,  as  they 
willii^ly  did;  the  present  Bill.  Eatly 
next  week  a  Bill  would  be  introduced  in 
another  place  dealing  with  the  curtail- 
ment of  Sunday  hours  and  the  earlier 
closing  on  week  nights,  which  was  almwC 
as  necessary  as  Sunday  closing.  Att» 
supporter  of  the  Government  be  had  on 
many  occasions  defended  what  tbey  had 
done  in  the  way  of  licensing  reform. 
In  1901  the  Government  gave  tl:«ic 
support  to  a  Private  Bill  introduced  by 
the  other  side,  and  it  was  solely  through 
their  agency  that  the  country  secured  the 
benefJcialprovisionsoftheCluld  Messenger 
Act.  Then,  too,  there  were  the  Licensu  ? 
Acts  for  Scotlnnd  and  this  countn'. 
Although  possibly  in  the  English  Act 
tbey  did  not  get  all  they  wanted,  st'U  i' 
was  a  great  jneasure,  and  the  conscienO 
of  the  justices  having  been  awakened, 
there  were  at  present  a  number  of  pubiri- 
houses  being  closed  iti  centres  of  popula- 
tion which  would  not  have  been  dosfd 
but  lor  that  Act,  Therefore,  whatever 
else  might  be  said  against  them,  hi' 
thanked  the  present  Government  for 
what  they  had  done  in  the  way  of  licensing 
reform. 

The  questiou  had  been  aaked  whether 
the  public  really  wanted  Sunday  olosing. 
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Statistios  had  been  circulated  showing 
that  85  per  cent,  of  the  people  canvassed 
were  in  favour  of  entire  Sunday  closing 
as  compared  with  15  pei  cent,  against, 
so  that  a  vast  majority  of  the  working 
classes  were  in  favour  of  the  proposal 
before  the  House.  Many,  also,  who  were 
inside  the  houses  themselves  would  be  in 
favour  of,  such  a  measure.  The  em- 
ployees in  receipt  of  a  weekly  wage 
would  be  only  too  glad  to  have  the 
Sunday  rest,  and  many  men  engaged  in 
tied  houses  would  be  entirely  in  its  favour. 
He  admitted  that  there  was  a  consider- 
able body  of  opinion  in  favour  of  public - 
houses  being  open  the  whole  of  the  day, 
and  many  people  felt  that  they  could  not 
support  the  entire  closing.  But  the 
opponents  of  the  Bill  had  expressed  a 
\^lingness  to  accept  a  limitation  of 
Sunday  hours,  and  the  mover  had  pro- 
mised that  in  Committee  any  suggestion 
of  that  sort  should  receive  favourable 
consideration.  There  was  a  consensus  of 
opinion  on  both  sides  that  some  reduction 
of  hours  was  necessary,  and  if  they  were 
drawing  closer  one  to  another  there  ought 
surely  to  be  some  via  media  by  which  the 
Bill  might  become  law.  He  therefore 
supported  the  Second  Heading,  because  if 
the  Bill  did  not  pass  nothing  in  the  way 
of  limitation  could  be  done,  whereas  if 
it  did  pass  there  would  be  a  chance  of 
S3me  limiting  powers  being  inserted,  of 
which  perhaps  he  was  more  in  favour 
than  entire  Sunday  closing.  He  was  not 
sure  that  the  country  was  yet  ripe  for 
entire  Sunday  closing,  but  it  was  ripe  at 
any  rate  for  a  limitation  of  Sunday  hours, 
and  therefore  he  gladly  supported  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  present  Bill. 

Sir  FREDERICK  BANBURY  (Cam- 
berwell,  Peckham)  said  his  hon.  friend 
who  had  just  sat  down  appeared  to  have 
developed  an  argument  which  showed 
that  he  was  only  a  half-hearted  supporter 
of  this  BUI.  [Cries  of  "  No,  no."]  The 
hon.  Member  had  stated  that  it  was  im- 
possible to  close  wholly  on  Sundays. 
He  could  not  see  how  that  tallied  with 
his  statement  that  85  per  cent,  of  the 
people  were  in  favour  of  total  closing. 
He  did  not  think  that  the  85  per  cent, 
who  were  said  to  be  in  favour  of  this 
measure  would  contradict  themselves  to 
such  an  extent  as  to  go  to  a  public-house 
on  Sunday ;  therefore  there  was  only  15 


per  cent,  of  the  population  who  desired 
to  go  to  public-houses  on  Sunday. 

Mr.  HUGH  SMITH  said  he  meant  85 
per  cent,  of  those  who  had  been  can- 
vassed. 

Sir  FREDERICK  BANBURY  said 
that  the  figures  really  meant  85  per  cent, 
of  those  who  had  taken  the  trouble  to 
record  their  votes  ani  not  85  per  cent, 
of  the  populatioa.  There  were  a  large 
number  of  people  who  did  not  declare 
their  opinion  either  one  way  or  the  other. 
He  did  not  think  it  was  fair  to  say  that 
the  majoritv  of  the  people  were  in  favour 
of  Sunday  closing.  One  objection  to  this 
Bill  was  that  it  had  only  been  printed  on 
Wednesday  last,  and  it  had  hardly  been 
possible  for  hon.  Members  to  get  up  any 
statement  of  facts  against  the  Bill.  No 
doubt  the  promoters  had  been  able  to 
get  all  their  statements  and  facts  ready, 
but  those  who  were  opposed  to  legislation 
of  this  kind  had  not  been  able  to  look 
into  the  matter. 

Mr.  perks  said  the  same  Bill  had 
been  introduced  for  the  last  twenty  years, 
and  the  hon.  Member  would  have  no 
difficulty,  because  he  was  bringing  forward 
the  same  arguments  that  he  had  used  on  a 
former  occasion. 

Sir  FREDERICK  BANBURY  said  he 
hoped  that  the  efiect  of  the  few  remarks 
he  was  about  to  make  would  be  that 
this  Bill  would  share  the  fate  of  former 
Bills  of  this  kind,  and  that  it  would  not 
be  allowed  to  pass  into  law. 

There  were  really  only  two  arguments 
thal^ould  be  brought  forward  in  ^vour  of 
this  measure.  The  first  was  the  argu- 
ment of  those  who  thought  that  Sunday 
trading  in  all  its  forms  was  objectionable. 
He  was  not  in  favour  of  the  Continental 
Sunday,  and  perhaps  they  were  getting 
a  little  too  much  towards  that.  The  old 
English  Sunday  was  perhaps  as  good  as 
they  would  wish  to  keep,  and  as  good  as 
could  be  devised.  But  the  object  of 
hon.  Members  actuated  by  that  feeling 
could  only  be  obtained  if  thev  extended 
this  Bill  to  other  drinkables.  If  the 
milkman  could  sell  his  milk  on  Sun- 
day, why  should  the  publican  not  be 
allowed .  to    sell    his    beer  ?     The  hon. 
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Member  ior  Camborne  [  aereed  with  all  that  had  been  said  about 
)t,  animated  by  a  totally  tlie  evils  of  exoessive  drinking,  but  those 
te  of  mind,  because  he  |  were  not  evils  connected  vrith  dtinlcing  in 
drinking  waa  wrong  and  moderation.  There  appeared  to  be  an 
wpped.  I  ever- increasing  desire  to  regulate  every- 

.  thing  by  the  State,  but  if  they  wanted  to 
RID  LAW80N :  I  do  not  i  make  people  sober,  industrious,  and 
I  milk  does  any  harm.  hardworking  they  should  leave  them  to 

'  work  out  their  own  aalvation  in  thii 
RICK  BANBURY  said  that,  respect.  They  could  always  do  verv 
s  opposite  would  not  gam  nmd,  mo,e  by  example  than  by  con- 
)rvotingforthi8Bill,becaa8e  tinuellv  putting  forward  measuies  to 
of  the  week  people  would  ;  compel  people  to  do  something  which 

0  go  to  public-houses.  The  ;  they  did  not  want  to  do.  Thirty  ot  forty 
this  Bill  seemed  to  have  |  y^ara  ago  it  wai  a  common  thing  for 

ibbatanans,  and  they  were  \  people  amongst  the  better  classes  to  be 
er  to  pass  a  measure  which  j  found  in  a  state  of  intoxication  after 
thin  end  of  the  wedge,  and  dinner,  and  at  that  time  it  was  not  con- 
B  advanced  as  a  reason  for  sjdered  a  very  disgraceful  thing.  But 
ition  m  this  direction.    It   n^^  things  had  changed  and  they  verv 

1  that  the  public  house  "as  j  seldom  saw  anything  o{  the  kind,  and 
the   working  man.  whilst    young  officers  in  the  Army  seldom  got 

--     of     this     House     had    into  tliat  state.     The  people  had  become 


rs    of    their    own. 


He, 


I  .u„,e  sober  because  the  forces  of  educa- 
hon.  friend  behind  him  ;  tion  Hnd  example  had  shown  that  they 
of  his  own.  although  he  j  ^^^^  ^^^y^  better  off  by  drinking  u\ 
the  good  fortune  of  being  i  moderation. 

i  his  house.     He  understood,  ! 
his  hon.  friend  in  front  of 

ber  for  North  Ayrshire,  had 
hon.  Member's  house  and 

ilied  with  some  very  good 

utoxicatjng  nature. 


lETT:    Yes,   but   he   wUI 
gain. 


He  thought  the  statement  that 
Sunday  closing  in  Wales  and  Scot- 
land had  been  successful  was  not 
altogether  home  out  by  the  facta.  On 
January  11th,  1F96.  the  stipendiary 
magistrate  in  Cardiff,  speaking  in  refer- 
ence to  a  number  of  cases  of  illicit  drink- 
ing which  were  brought  before  him,  said 
that  if  the  cause  was  the  harsh  and  too 
SRICE  BANBURY  said  he  ;  arbitrary  limitation  of  the  time  during 
hy  working  men  nnable  to  i  which  liquor  could  be  obtained,  the 
mt  quantity  of  beer  in  their  j  Legislature  might  so  relax  the  law  as  to 
be  prevented  from  going  to  j  lessen  the  temptation  to  resort  to  an- 
ises during  reasonable  hours  I  licensed  premises.  He  further  stated 
obtain  what  they  desiied.  I  thit  if  the  dif&culties  in  suppressing  the 
a  people  made  beasts  of  liquor  traffic  were  due  to  defects  in  th : 
'ere  they  going  to  prevent  |  law  which  could  be  remedied  without 
eonable  men  from  taking  interference  with  the  comfort  and 
ally  good  for  them.  He  hherties  of  the  people,  it  was  to  be 
alcohoUc  liquors  in  modera- :  hoped  in  the  interests  of  good  o:der  anl 
;ood  thing  for  people.  He  |  the  removal  of  a  public  scandal  that  a 
remedy  might  be  found  and  applied. 
Those  were  the  opinions  of  one  who  was 
well  able  to  judge  of  the  results  of  Sun- 
day closing.  They  did  not  go  to  show 
that  Sunday  closing  had  been  a  succesF. 
On  a  general  holiday  recently  in  Glas- 
gow the  public-houses  were^closed,  and  a 
very  lai^e  number  of  people  went  to  k 
neighbouring    place  where    they    could 


\  test  which  was  made  in  the 
ig  harvest  time.  A  certain 
len  were  put  to  the  task  of 
iny  toads  they  could  carry 
allowed  to  drink  water  only; 
ber  of  men  were  given  beer 
le  task,  and  the  people  who 
er  did  a  great  deal  more 
we  who  drank  water.    He 


k  Banbury. 
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obtain  drink.  1  hey  drank  all  the  drink 
Ihat  was  to  be  had  in  the  public -houses, 
and  the  publicans  were  obliged  to  close 
their  premises  because  they  were  no 
longer  able  to  sell  drink. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAWSON:  I  think 
the  public-houses  closed  in  the  afternoon 
oa  account  of  the  tumult. 

Sir  FREDERICK  BANBURY:  I 
thought  it  was  because  the  people  were 
so  disappointed  that  they  could  not  get 
more  drink. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAWSON :  The  tumult 
was  due  to  the  drink. 

Sir  FREDERICK  BANBURY  thought 
what  occurred  on  the  occasion  referred 
to  showed  that  the  closing  of  the  public- 
houses  was  not  altogether  a  success.  He 
admitted  that  what  had  been  said  in 
regard  to  privileged  travellers  who 
obtained  lefreshments  was  rather  a  good 
point.  The  closing  of  public-houses  did 
tend  to  encourage  people  to  travel  in 
order  to  get  drink.  Perhaps  that  might 
be  good  for  the  railway  companies,  but 
it  had  been  stated  that  the  facilities 
given  by  the  railway  companies  for  taking 
people  away  from  the  public-houses  had 
advanced  the  cause  of  temperance.  It 
appeared  that  the  railway  companies 
might  also  take  people  to  places  where 
they  could  get  drink  if  they  travelled  a 
sufficient  distance.  The  Return  for  1903, 
the  last  which  was  available,  show- 
ing the  number  of  convictions  for 
the  ilUcit  sale  of  intoxicants,  stated 
that  in  England  there  were  280  and  in 
Wales  124,  which,  taking  the  pro- 
portion of  population  into  consideration, 
meant  that  there  were  nearly  seven  times 
as  many  convictions  in  Wales,  where  a 
Sunday  Closing  Act  was  in  force,  as  in 
England,  where  Sunday  closing  was  not  in 
lorce.  These  facts  and  figures  showed 
that  England  was  in  a  better  position 
ihan  Wales,  and  he  thought  it  >\as  in  a 
better  position  than  Scotland.  The  best 
thing  they  could  do  in  England  was  to 
lema.n  as  they  were. 

He  did  not  think  th's  Bill,  if 
passed,  would  do  what  the  piomoters 
desired.  He  asscciated  himself  with 
the   right   hon.  Gentleman    who  moved 


the  rejection  of  the  Bill  in  credit- 
ing everyone  who  supported  it  with  being 
actuated  by  the  best  of  motives.  He 
hoped  they  would  in  return  concede  to 
those  who  opposed  it  that  which  was 
conceded  to  them.  It  was  a  very  great 
mistake  to  attempt  to  force  people  to  do  * 
something  which,  so  long  as  they  did  not 
do  it  in  excess,  was  not  only  nob  harmful, 
but  good  for  them.  He  did  not  go  quite  so 
far  as  his  right  hon.  friend  in  saying  that 
the  drinking  of  tea  caused  people  to  lose 
their  teeth.  It  seemed  to  him  that  thii 
tendency  of  all  th's  grandmotherly  legis- 
lation was  to  bring  about  an  absurd  state 
of  things.  If  they  were  never  to  be  able 
to  do  what  they  liked  without  being 
inspected  by  the  county  council,  or 
temperance  associations,  or  other  bodies,^ 
however  legitimate  and  good  their  aima 
might  be,  they  would  do  a  great  deal  to 
destroy  the  self-reliance  and  sturdy 
nature  which  had  always  been  attributed 
to  Englishman.  He  was  sorry  that  he 
had  not  been  able  to  bring  forward  any 
more  weighty  argument,  not  that  he  did 
not  think  those  which  lie  had  advanced 
were  weie;hty.  If  he  had  had  more  time 
to  look  into  the  subject  he  might  have 
brought  forward  other  arguments,  but 
there  had  been  som^  delay  due  to  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  in  the  printing  of  the 
Bill.  He  was  not  so  sanguine  as  to 
believe  tha'  his  arguments  would  convert 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite. 

*Mr.  HUGH  SMITH :  May  I  be  allowe  I 
to  give  the  hon.  Baronet  another  reason  ? 
Under  the  new  Licensing  Act  the  magis- 
trates have  full  control  in  the  granting 
of  new  licences  as  to  opening  and  closing 
on  Sunday. 

Sir  FREDERICK  BANBURY  said  he 
considered  that  a  strong  argument 
against  the  Bill.  What  was  the  use  of 
bringing  in  the  Bill  if  the  magistrates 
had  full  power  to  do  what  they  liked  ? 
He  thanked  his  hon.  friend  for  giving 
him  that  argument.  It  was  so  strong 
that  nothing  turther  need  be  said. 

On  the  resumption, 

♦Mb.  EUGENE  WASON  (Cbckmannan 
and  Kinross)  said  tha^  in  Scotland 
they  all  knew  what  a  blessing  the  Sunday 
Closing  Act  had  been  there,   and   they 
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wished  to  give  their  brethren  in  South 
Britain,  utheiwise  called  England,  a 
si miUr  benefit.  He  would  challenge  the 
f  for  the  Home  Depart- 
resented  North  Ajrehire, 
t  hon.  Gentleman  the 
rth-East  Manchester,  who, 
hfld  Tepresented  South 
tt«nipt  to  condemn  the 
I.  He  hoped  the  House 
Bill  a  Second  Reading. 
1  not  be  prepared  to  re- 
ate  of  affairs  before  the 
A-ct.  It  was  stated  that 
th  was  due  to  the  drink- 
e  himself  had  a  painful 
his  dentist  yesterday,  and 
that  the  trouble  in  con- 
eeth  was  not  caused  by 
Bt  asked  him  if  Scotchmen 
lieir  teeth,  and  he  was  in- 
was  the  absence  of  lime 
that  to  a  certain  extent 
their  bad  teeth.  The 
tea  waa  good  for  teeth. 
»  not  a  total  abstainer, 
a  a  promoter  of  temper- 
had  been  told  during 
it  the  public-house  was 
cellar,  and  if  that  were  so 
ought  to  be  allowed  to 
hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
m  stated  that  a  labourer 
making  was  more  success- 
:  beer  rather  than  water. 
,  on  the  other  hand, 
en  who  were  total  ab- 
id  farther  and  better  than 
rccustomed  to  take  alcohol 
!8s.  He  was  q  ite  certain 
e  Member  for  North  Ajt- 
ht  hon.  Member  for  North- 
tr  would  move  the  repeal 
.  Act.  He  accorded  tbe 
Dtlenian  credit  as  being 
cause  of  temperance  re- 


nnet iheMember  for  Peck- 
disgraceful  scenes  which 
<  Paisley,  but  that  had  no 
e  Bill  before  the  House 
vent  did  not  occur  on 
ncident  wm  very  grossly 
3  he  personally  knew, 
snce  in  Canada,  Australia, 
nd,  Sunday  closing  was  a 
on.  Member  also  said  if 


IONS}       U^uors  (Sunday)  BiU.        loo>: 

people  were  allowed  to  sell  milk  on 
Sunday  they  should  be  allowed  to  seli 
beer.  It  was  evident  the  hon.  Membe; 
was  not  acquainted  with  the  Shorter 
Catechism  and  oould  not  distinguish 
between  works  of  "  neoessity  and  mercy  " 
and  other  works.  A  servant  in  Scotland 
objected  to  any  work  on  the  Sunday 
other  than  that  of  milking  the  cows, 
because  they  could  not  milk  themselves 
and  the  milk  bad  lo  be  sold  when  it  was 
fresh,  while  beer  improved  with  a  little 
age.  Au  hon.  Gientleman  opposite 
said  that  babies  were  better  brought 
up  on  beer,  but  in  his  opiiuon  that  wa  ■■ 
ridiculous.  He  supported  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Bill,  and  in  Committe ' 
Amendiaents  might  be  made  which 
would  meet  any  reasonable  objection. 
Having  regard  to  the  advantages  which 
the  Forbes-Mackenzie  Act  had  conferred 
on  Scotland,  he  hoped  the  English  Bill 
would  be  given  a  Second  Reading. 

•Mr.  SHARPE  (Kensington,  N.)  slid 
that  as  a  temperance  reformer  he  had  no 
hesitation  in  supporting  the  rejection  of 
the  Bill.  He  looked  upon  prohibition  as 
a  dangerous  thing  which  was  apt  to 
defeat  its  own  object.  Restriction  and 
control  were  desirable,  particularly  in 
regard  to  ibe  number  of  bouses  and  tbe 
hours  during  which  gale  should  be  per- 
mitted, but  no  GoTemment  had  the 
right  to  attempt  to  prevent  grown-up 
persons,  acting  on  their  consciences, 
from  providing  themselves  with  what 
they  desired.  He  therefore  opposed  the 
Bill  without  any  legard  to  the 
arguments  that  had  been  used.  He,  him- 
self, waa  for  many  years  engaged  in 
administrative  work  in  Ceylon,  and  he 
had  learned  that  temperance  adminis- 
tration and  legislation  Bhould  be  con- 
ducted on  temperate  lines.  Com- 
pulsion and  prohibition  would  not 
suffice.  Certainly  control  was  desirable, 
especially  as  regarded  the  number  of 
houis  of  employment,  bu^  the  attempt 
to  prohibit  men  from  providing  them- 
selves with  what  refreshment  they 
desired  should  not  be  encouraged.  It 
was  extremely  inopportune  to  propose 
the  Bill  at  the  present  time.  At  a 
time  when  locomotion  was  increased 
by  motor  and  cycle,  refreshment  was 
absolutely  necessary  for  the  persons  con- 
cerned.   The  working  classes  had   not 
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declaied  in  favour  of  legislation  of  this 
kind,  \  and  he  believed    that  no   Party, 
in  the  House  would  be  satisfied  with  any 
interference  with  the  freedom  of  those 
classes. 

Sib  CARNB  RASCH  (Essex,  Chehns- 
ford)  thought  the  country  was  rather  tired  ' 
of  grandmotherly  legislation.  If  the  pro- 
moters of  the  BUI  were  log'cal  they  ought 
to  make  the  Bill  apply  to  clubs  as  well 
as  to  public  -  houses ;  but  they  did 
Hit  do  that,  because  they  knew 
perfectly  well  that  no  Members  of 
the  House  would  vote  for  them  if  they 
did.  He  did  not  believe  that  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  were  actuated  by 
any  burning  desire  for  temperance.  He 
believed  they  only  desired  to  hamper  and 
impede  a  trade  which  was  already  ham- 
pered. Surely,  if  they  were  really 
reformers,  they  would  have  done  some- 
thing during  the  last  twenty-five  years 
in  the  cause  of  temperance.  But  they 
had  done  nothing  except  to  introduce 
^ocers'  licences.  He  had  no  axe  to 
grind.  He  was  no  brewer.  He  wished 
he  were.  He  was  a  moderate  drinker, 
or  what  the  hon.  Member  for  Camborne 
•called  a  moderate  drunkard.  He  never 
•would  be  a  party  to  putting  this  intoler- 
able nuisance  on  his  constituents.  He 
would  never  try  to  make  drunk  people 
sober  by  keeping  sober  people  thirsty. 


a  six  day  licence.  It  was  adopted,  but 
he  was  informed  by  his  hon.  friend  that 
the  rector  discovered  that  a  seven- 
day  licence  was  more  beneficial,  and  he 
acted  accordingly  in  the  interests  of  tem- 
perance and  moderation.  According  to 
statistics  it  was  difficult  to  ascertain  if 
the  Scottish  Act  conduced  to  sobriety. 
In  any  event  there  was  a  difference 
between  England  and  Scotland.  As 
regarded  tea,  the  time  had  arrived  when 
its  excessive  drinking  should  be  con- 
sidered«v  Many  medical  men  were  of 
opinion  that  excessive  tea-drinking  v  as 
more  injurious  than  the  drinking  of  beer. 
He  considered  that  instruction  in  the 
schools  in  connection  with  the  poisonous 
results  of  excessive  tei-drinking  should 
be  given.  No  such  drastic  proposals  as 
were  contained  in  the  Bill  should  be 
accepted  by  the  House* 

I  Colonel  LOOKWOOD  (Essex,  Epping) 
said  that  those  who  had  advocated,  and 

:  consistently  advo3ated,  tomperance  for 
mny  years  past  had  apparently  nob 
thought  it  worth  while  to  come  to  the 

'  House  to  support  this  measure  or  to  place 

I  their  views  upon  it  before  the  House. 

Attention  called  to  the  fact  that  forty 
Members  were  not  present.  House 
counted,  and  forty  Memberi  being  found 
present,— 


Sir  WILLIAM  TOMLINSON  (Preston) 
«aid  he  doubted  whether,  if  a  true  com- 
parison could  be  drawn  between  Scotland 
under  the  Forbes  Mackenzie  Act  and 
England  wth  Sunday  opening,  the  balance 
of  sobriety  would  be  in  Scotland's  favour. 
There  was  a  good  deal  of  room  for  im- 
provement in  both  countries,  bat  it  did 
not  follow  that  rash  remedies  should  be 
adopted.  Beer  was  more  difficult  to  keep 
in  good  condition  for  drinking  than 
spirits.  He  should  be  sorry  if  restrictions 
in  the  supply  of  beer  led  the  English 
people  to  substitute  a  taste  for  ardent 
spirits  for  their  taste  for  beer.  Tea  was 
doing  far  more  injury  to  the  health  of 
the  public  than  beer  could  do.  Legisla- 
tion must  take  into  account  the  habits 
■of  the  population.  The  time  had  not  yet 
arrived  for  such  drastic  legislation  as  the 
Bill  proposed.  An  Hon.  Member  informed  I 
him  that]  the  rector  of  a  certain  parish 
who  had  a  controlling  influence  favoured 


Colonel  LOCK  WOOD  said  he  was 
glad  to  observe  that  some  of  those  Mem- 
bers who  did  take  an  interest  in  the 
question    of    temperance    had    at    last 
arrived  to  take  some  part  in  the  debate. 
He  admitted  that  a  great  deal  had  been 
done  by  intemperate  enthusiasts  who  had 
all    along    consistently    supported    the 
principle  of    depriving  a    man  of    the 
opportunity  to  drink  when  he  was  thirsty, 
and  the  hon.   Baronet  the  Member  for 
Camborne  had  done  a  very  great  deal 
for  the  country  in  this  way.    The  hon. 
Baronet  opposite    had    for   years    pxst 
consistently    advocated  principles  with 
which  no  one  could  agree,  but  what  he 
had  done  had  resulted  in  good  to  the 
people  of  England,  who  were  not  now  so 
intemperate  a  people  as  they  were.    The 
question  now  was  whether,  in  view  of  the 
improvement  which  had  taken  place  in 
the  drinldng  habits  of  the  people,  a  Bill  of 
this  kind  was  at  all  necessary.    Wasjt 
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not  a  slur  upon  the  working  classes  to 
say  that  they,  and  they  alone,  should  be 
inrevented   from  enjoying  themselves  in 
a  moderate  way  on  a  Sunday  while  the 
wealthier  classes    could  have   all  they 
wanted    on  a  Sunday   afternoon?     He 
could  never  be   a  party   to   any   such 
proceeding  as  this.      It  was  quite  true 
that   the  Bill  exempted   so-called  bona 
fide   travellers,  but  there  were  a  good 
many  travellers  who  were  not  hona  fide. 
Where  they  to  be  exempted  too  ?    His 
own  opinion  was  that  education  had  done 
more,   and    was    aoing    more,   for    the 
temperance  of  the  country  than  any  Bill 
of  this    kind  could  be    expected  to  do. 
Such  a  Bill  as  the  Government  recently 
passed    would    exercise    an     enormous 
influence,  for  it  would  teach  the  people 
that  enjoyment  was  not  to  be  found  in 
drinking  beer  and  spirits  or  in  doing  any- 
thing of  that  sort,  and  they  would  find 
their  pleasure  in  other  ways.    The  hon. 
Member   for  Louth,  who  was  as  liberal 
a  minded  man  as  himself  and  others  on 
both  sides  of  the  House  who  could  see 
both  sides  of  the  question,  was  as  fond 
of  taking  a  modicum  of  refreshment  in 
the  House  as  anybody  else,  and  no  doubt 
'  would  be  glad  to  do  so  even  on  a  Sunday 
if  it  was  open,  and  he  was  sure  that  the 
hon.  Member  would  be  the  last  to  deny 
to  the  humblest  of  his  constituents  the 
enjoyment  which  he  took  in  moderation. 
Habits  of  temperance  were  growing  in 
this    country.     The  upper  classes,   who 
were  the  greatest  sinners  in  this  way  in 
olden    days,    had    become    much    more 
abstemious,  and  we  were  now  one  of  the 
most  sober  nations  in  the   world.    He 
hoped  after  what   had  been    said   that 
the    hon.    Member    for    Louth    would 
withdraw  the  Bill. 

Sir  ERNEST  FLOWER  (Bradford, 
W.)  said  it  appeared  to  him  that  the 
discussion  was  rather  of  an  academic 
character,  since  it  was  obviously  impos- 
bible  for  the  Bill  to  make  further  pro- 
gress that  session.  Besides,  he  did  not 
\  hink  it  would  be  generally  acceptable  to 
the  class  which  would  be  chiefly  aflected. 
An  aspect  of  the  question  which  always 
seemed  to  him  very  important  was  that 
with  regard  to  the  enormous  number  of 
c'ubs  which  were  frequented  by  the 
working  classes,  and  which  were  such  a 
growing  feature  of  the  social  life  of  our 

Colonel  Lockwood. 


cities.  In  Bradford,  in  January  thi« 
year,  something  like  150  clubs  had  been 
'registered,  and  in  that  city  he  believed 
there  were  more  than  40,000  members  of 
clubs.  That  represented  a  very  consider- 
able percentage  of  the  vtorking  classes  in 
Bradford.  This  Bill  did  not  deal  with 
clubs,  and  he  supposed  it  was  quite  im- 
possible  that  any  Bill  of  the  sort  could 
deal  with  clubs,  because  they  could  not 
have  one  kind  cf  legislation  dealing  with 
working  men  and  another  kind  dealiiig^ 
with  clubs  like  the  Carlton  and  the 
Reform.  As  far  as  the  prohibition  of  the 
opening  of  clubs  on  Sunday  was  cson- 
cerned,  that  must  be  regarded  as  outside 
the  sphere  of  practical  legislation.  The 
clubs  that  were  associated  both  with  the 
Unionist  and  Liberal  Parties  in  his  divi- 
sion in  Bradford  did  not  open  on  Sunday, 
but  there  were  a  large  number  of  clubs 
that  did  open  on  Sunday  during  hours 
when  the  public-houses  were  by  law- 
obliged  to  be  closed.  He  had  an  ex- 
perience of  that  himself  in  Bradford  a 
winter  or  two  ago.  A  publican  in  his 
constituency  spoke  to  him  about  the 
trouble  which  he  was  getting  into  with 
the  licensing  authorities  because  it 
was  alleged  that  people  coming  from 
places  of  worship  on  Sunday  morning 
were  annoyed  by  the  epectacle  of  persons 
the  worse  for  liquor  coming  out  of  his 
premises.  The  publican  asked  him  to 
go  with  him  one  Sunday  morning  to  see 
what  was  taking  place.  He  went,  and 
he  saw  a  large  number  of  men  going  into 
workmen's  clubs  at  ten  o'clock  in  the 
morning.  These  men  remained  there,  he 
was  told,  until  half -past  twelve  or  one 
o'clock.  That  was  a  very  deplorable 
evil,  which  the  present  Bill  did  not  touch. 

The  Bill,  he  thought,  inflicted  the  maxi- 
mum of  inconvenience  upon  the  workiDg 
people  with  the  minimum  of  progress 
towards  temperance  reform.  In  the  East 
End  of  London,  too,  Sunday  dubs  played 
a  very  remarkable  part  in  social  life.  In 
one  which  he  was  invited  to  visit,  the 
card -tables  were  going  all  the  afternoon, 
and  in  the  evening  smoking  concerts  or 
theatrical  performances  were  organised. 
It  seemed  to  him  that  this  Bill,  if  carried^ 
would  inflict  a  certain  amount  of  hard- 
ship on  the  working  classes,  and  that, 
though  a  curtailment  of  the  hours  during 
which  public -houses  might  be  open  was 
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desirable,  it  was  rather  on  Saturday  than 
on  Sunday  that  that  curtailment  should 
take  place.  But  this  was  not  a  Bill  to 
curtail  the  hours,  but  to  shut  up  public- 
houses  altogether.  When  the  Children's 
Bill  wa&  before  the  House  they  heard  a 
good  deal  of  the  evil  effects  of  children 
fetching  beer  from  public-houses.  He 
opposed  that  Bill  and  he  should  oppose 
this,  because  he  thought  this  sort  of 
sentimental  legislation  (Ud  not  have  any 
good  efiect.  This  Bill,  if  passed,  would 
only  have  the  effect,  in  his  opinion,  of 
jnultiplying  the  sort  of  clubs  which  no 
one  desired  to  see  multiplied,  and  for  that 
reason  he  should  vote  against  it  when  the 
division  took  place. 

♦Mr.  groves  (Salford,  S.)  said  that 
in  the  past  Sunday  Closing  Bills  had 
been  introduced  which  were  admitted 
to  be  a  compromise,  but  the  present 
measure  was  of  a  different  character,  and 
proposed  total  Sunday  closing,  and 
admitted  of  no  compromise  whatever. 
If  by  any  stretch  of  imagination  one 
could  conceive  that  it  was  the  desire  of 
those  who  introduced  the  measure  to 
strike  at  a  social  evil  in  an  effective 
manner,  and  if  they  really  had  the 
interests  of  the  working  classes  at  heart, 
he  would  have  exp  ?oted  them  to  go  the 
"  whole  hog  " — that  was  to  say,  to  have 
brought  in  a  Bill  to  prevent  drinking  at 
any  time  by  anybody  during  the  whole 
of  Sunday,  commencing  with  the  Members 
of  the  House  of  Commons  itself.  It  had 
been  said  that  one  of  the  main  objects  of 
closing  public -houses  on  Sundays  was 
to  secure  for  the  employees  at  least 
one  day  of  rest  out  of  the  seven. 
If  that  were  so,  why  was  not  the 
Bill  extended  to  clubs  ?  If  they 
really  desired  to  prevent  people  from 
working  on  Sunday,  they  must  protect 
those  who  had  the  dispensing  of  liquor 
in  clubs  just  as  much  as  they  did  those 
engaged  in  public-houses.  If  they  desired 
also  to  "  protect"  the  British  working  man 
they  must  follow  him  into  the  places 
where  he  went  when  the  public-house 
was  closed  all  day  on  Sunday — ^into  the 
club  or  the  shebeen,  or  to  some  other  place 
where  he  mi^ht,  surreptitiously  perhaps, 
obtain  a  dnnk  on  Sunday.  It  was 
clear  that  to  be  effective,  legislation 
of  this  kind  must  not  be  partial,  as  the 
present  measure  was. 


The  habits  of  the  population  wero 
improving  as  the  result  of  education  and 
other  things,  but  if  they  attempted  tO' 
force  through  the  House  drastic  legisla-^ 
tion  of  this  character  the  effect  would  bu 
absolutely  the  opposite  of  what  thejr 
were  attempting  to  bring  about.  Thin* 
was  not  a  question  to  be  settled  by 
brewers  or  publicans.  The  manufacture 
of  alcohoUc  Uquor  was  in  the  hands  of 
the  wholesale  trade,  but  Sunday  closing, 
affected  the  social  habits  of  the  people, 
and  it  was  right  that  the  people  should 
have  a  voice  in  the  settlement  of  the 
matter.  Had  any  attempt  been  made: 
to  ascertain  the  opinion  of  the  working, 
classes  ?  Almost  invariably  when  aa 
attempt  was  made  in  large  centres  of 
population  to  get  the  opinion  of  the 
electors  on  this  question  the  bulk  of  the 
people,  nine  out  of  ten,  entitled  to  vote  did 
not  trouble  to  express  an  opinion  either 
one  way  or  the  other.  Therefore  the  figures 
quoted  from  time  to  time  were  absolutely 
misleading  and  entirely  without  value  as^ 
showing  the  feeling  of  the  coimtrv- 
Figures  of  that  kind,  given  from  time  to 
time,  were  incomplete  and  absolutely 
unreliable  as  showing  the  real  fe.  ling  of 
the  country  on  the  matter.  If  one  could 
select  a  constituency  in  which  the  two 
great  political  Parties  were  about  evenljr 
divided;  he  would  undertake  to  say  that 
if  he,  or  anyone  opposed  to  Sunday 
closing — and  he  would  prefer  it  should 
be  somebody  unconnected  with  the 
trade — could  take  a  straight  issue  from, 
the  voters  without  any  extraneous  in- 
fluences being  brought  to  bear,  he  would 
secure  a  majority  of  at  least  five  to  one 
among  the  working  clas>es  against  the 
principle  of  total  Sunday  closing,  because 
it  was  one  of  the  worst  examples  of  class 
legislation  that  could  be  oiced.  While 
the  cellar  of  the  rich  man  was  protected, 
while  his  club,  too,  was  protected,  this 
was  a  proposal  to  interfere  with  the 
personal  liberty  of  the  subject,  and  it 
would,  as  he  could  show  by  statistics  if 
he  had  time,  have  very^  bad  conseauences 
indeed. 

He  thought  they  had  good  causajfor 
complaint  that  the  Bill  was  only  placed 
in  the  hands  of  hon.  Members  that, 
morninit. 

Mr.  PERKS :  Yesterday  morning. 
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♦Mr.  groves  accepted  the  correction 
And  apologised.  Still,  he  thought  the 
promoters  ought  to  have  issued  it  earlier 
than  they  had  dojie.  There  had  been 
flome  talk  of  compromise,  but  the  issue  be- 
fore them  was  a  plain  one ;  it  was  whether 
public-houses  should  be  closed  during  the 
whole  of  Sunday  or  not.  It  was  surpris- 
ing to  see  what  a  fatherly  interest  hon. 
Members  opposite  took  in  the  bona  fide 
traveller.  If  ever  there  was  a  bona  fide 
humbug  it  was  the  bona  fide  traveller. 
Why  should  he  always  be  taken  under 
the  wing  of  the  Temperance  party  f 

'  Mr.  perks  :  We  will  take  him  out 
of  the  Bill  if  you  like. 

♦Mr.  groves  asked  who  invented 
the  bona  fide  traveller  ?  It  was  hon. 
Members  opposite,  who  also  invented 
the  bogus  cfub,  or  rather  it  was  their 
repressive  legislation  which  did  so.  The 
hon.  Member  for  the  Spen  Valley,  who, 
he  believed,  was  honestly  endeavouring 
to  carry  out  what  he  considered  to 
be  for  the  amelioration  of  mankind 
and  to  remove  what  he  thought  was 
a  social  evil  from  every  standpoint, 
would  surely  agree  with  him  that  bogus 
clubs  were  a  serious  factor  which  had 
been  absolutely  created  by  repressive 
legislation,  and  which  would  continue  to 
«xist  so  long  as  they  interfered  with  the 
reasonable  social  habits  of  the  working 
<^las6es.  He  supposed  it  would  not  be 
denied  that  the  result  of  the  operation 
of  these  repressive  measures  in  Wales  for 
many  years  had  been  anything  but 
satisfactory,  especially  in  that  part  of  the 
Principality  which  adjoined  England. 
The  growth  of  bogus  clubs,  thttse  subter- 
fuges against  the  law,  had  increased  enor- 
mously. The  amount  of  Sunday  drinking, 
«lso,  had  increased  in  Wales;  whereas  on 
the  other  side  of  the  border,  where 
repressive  legislation  did  not  exist,  and 
where  reasonable  hours  for  obtaining 
refreshments  were  legal  on  Sundays, 
they  found  that  the  number  of  arrests 
and  convictions  for  drunkenness  had 
decreased  instead  of  increased.  He 
leathered  from  the  silence  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  were  promoting  the  Bill  that 
they  admitted  this  was  the  result  of 
repressive  legislation.  He  did  not 
propose  to  trouble  the  House  with  a  lot 
of  statistics,  but  he  thought  it  could  be 


I  clearly  demonstrated  by  figures  that  in 
Ireland,  Scotland,  and  Wales,  where  Son- 
day  dosing  prevailed  Sunday  drinking 
was  on  the  mcrease,  while  England,  where 

i  it  did  not  prevail,  was  yearly  becoming 

,  more  and  more  a  sober  nation. 

'     Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSBLL  (Tyrone,    S.) : 
.  That  is  not  true  as  regards  Ireland. 

♦Mr.  GROVES:^  Perhapa  not  the 
whole  of  Ireland.  Then  I  withdraw 
Ireland  for  the  purpose  of  this  argument 

j  Mr.  JOHN  WILSON  (Glasgow,  St. 
Rolloz) :  Will  the  hon.  Gentleman  with- 
draw Scotland  also  ? 

*Mr.  groves  :  I  think  I  have  gone 
as  far  as  I  can  honestly  go  in  the  matter 
of  withdrawals. 

Mr.  MoKENNA  (Monmouthshire,  N.) : 
Will  the  hon.  Gentleman  withdraw  Wales 
and  every  part  of  England,  except  Man- 
chester and  Salford. 

*Mr.  groves  replied  that  Manchester 
and  Salford,  according  to  hia  informs 
tion,  were  parts  of  England.  He  had 
already  stated  that  statistics  proved 
that  the  drinking  habits  of  the  people 
on  Sunday  in  England,  including  Man- 
chester and  Salford,  were  improving 
year  by  year.  But  drankenness  wa> 
increasing  in  Wales  and  in  Scotland 
because  repressive  legislation  obtained 
in  those  countries.  Had  they  forgotten 
the  case  of  the  Clyde  steamboats  i 

Colonel  DENNY  (KUmarnock 
Burghs):  May  I  say  that  there  is  no 
liquor  whatever  sold  on  the  Clyde  steam- 
boats on  Sunday. 

*Mr.^  GROVES  said  liquor  might  not 
be  sold  on  the  boats.  But  still  it  was 
consumed  there.  However,  as  he^  ap- 
peared to  be  trenching  on  personal 
matters  he  would,  to  oblige  his  hoD. 
and  gallant  friend,  **  withdraw  the  steam- 
boats." But  he  desired  to  stand  by  the 
main  argument  with  which  he  started,  and 
he  would  like  to  know  the  views  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Carnarvon  Boroughs  as  to 
the  effect  of  the  repressive  legislation  in 
Wales.  Gould  he  deny  that  it  had 
caused  an  increase  of  drinking  1     That 


I 
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was  the  whole  basis  of  his  opposition  to 
the  Bill.  It  was  not  a  question  which 
affected  very  seriously  the  publican 
Or  the  brewer,  for,  after  all,  the  brewer 
-would  still  have  to  brew  the  beer  which 
was  sold  in  the  clubs,  hundreds  and 
thousands  of  which  had  been  established 
purely  to  evade  the  operation  of  repres- 
aive  legislation.  He  hoped  they  would 
.give  him  credit  for  honestly  believing 
that  this  certainly  was  not  a  step  in  the 
direction  of  temperance,  but  that  it 
would  rather  lead  to  an  increase  in  the 
facilities  for  evading  the  law 

*Mr.  WHITTAKER  (Yorkshire,  W.R., 
Spen  Valley)  thought  it  was  character- 
istic of  the  debate  that  every  speaker 
had  claimed  to  be  a  temperance  reformer. 
The  difference  between  those  who  sup- 
ported the  measure  and  those  who  did 
not  might  well  be  described  by  saying 
that  the  latter  took  up  the  attitude : 
^'  Not  now,  and  not  thus."  When 
legislation  was  proposed  to  be  applied  to 
the  country  as  a  whole,  hon.  Gentlemen 
Twrho  were  opposed  to  this  Bill  were  very 
anxious  to  insist  on  having  local  opinion 
respected;  but  when  the  promoters  of 
•temperance  reform  proposed  some  method 
<of  taking  local  opinion,  they  at  once 
raised  the  obje  ^tion  that  the  minority  in 
^ny  locality  ought  not  to  be  tyrannised 
over  by  the  majority,  and  that,  therefore, 
matters  of  this  kind  should  not  be  left  to 
local  opinion  but  should  be  decided  by  the 
House  itself,  which  ought  to  have  the 
courage  of  its  opinions.  It  was  always 
**Not  thus,  and  not  now.'*  There  was 
great  anxiety  shown  with  regard  to  the 
bona  fide  traveller  and  to  clubs,  but  when 
the  Act  of  1902  was  under  consideration 
ia  Committee,  and  a  proposal  was  made 
to  stiffen  its  requirements  with  regard  to 
•clubs,  it  was  the  representatives  of  the 
liquor  trade  who  offered  the  most  oppo- 
sition. If  the  promoters  of  this  Bill  en- 
deavoured to  get  rid  of  that  bona  fide 
humbug  the  bona  fide  traveller,  would 
the  liquor  trade  support  them  ?  One  of 
the  hon.  Members  had  spoken  about 
pubic  opinion,  and  had  said  he  would 
like  to  begin  with  Members  of  that  House,  | 
And  ask  them  were  they  prepared  to  be  ; 

abstainers  on  Sundays!  This  Bill, 
however,  said  nothing  aoout  making  any- 
body an   abstainer  on  the  Sunday.     It 


did  not  touch  individual  habits  or  prac- 
tices. It  proposed  to  deal  solely  with 
the  question  of  the  public  sale  of  drink 
on  Sundays,  and  that  was  altogether 
independent  of  the  private  habits  of  the 
individual. 

What  were  they  to  do  in  the  face  of 
what  was  admittedly  a  very  great  evil  ? 
They  all  knew  that  Saturday  was  the 
great  drinking  day  of  the  nation. 
One-third  of  the  cases  of  drunkenness 
occurred  on  Saturdays,  and  the  drinking 
was  continued  over  Sunday  into  Monday. 
Well,  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  wanted  to 
do  something  to  make  a  break.  Before 
Lord  Peel's  Commission  they  had  some 
very  instructive  figures  as  to  the  number 
of  convictions  for  drunkenness  in  Liver- 
pool. In  the  ten  ye  vrs  ending  1895  there 
were  17,000  convictions  on  a 'Monday, 
12,000  on  a  Tuesday,  10,000  on  Wednes- 
day, 9,000  on  Thursday,  10,000  on  Friday, 
and  on  Saturday,  the  great  drinking 
day  of  the  working  classes,  there  were 
35,000,  with  6,000  more  on  the  Sunday. 
These  were  instructive  figures.  But  why 
was  the  total  so  small  on  Sundays? 
Was  not  the  answer  clear,  viz.,  that 
there  were  less  facilities  for  drink- 
ing on  that  day  than  on  any  other. 
Well,  this  Bill  proposed  to  altogether 
abolish  the  facilities  for  public  sale  on 
Sundays,  and  they  believed  that  the 
result  would  be  to  largely  diminish 
drinking  on  Sundays 

Precisely  the  same  speeches  as  they 
had  heard  that  day  were  delivered 
against  the  Sunday  Closing  Act  for 
Scotland  more  than  fifty  years  ago. 
That  Bill  had  now  been  in  operation 
for  half  a  century,  and  in  regard  to 
th*t  Bill  and  the  Welsh  and  Irish  Sun- 
day Closing  Bills  he  would  like  to  ask, 
was  there  a  si&gle  Scotch,  Irish,  or 
Welsh  Member,  belonging  to  any  Party 
in  that  House,  who  would  get  up  and 
move  the  repeal  of  the  Act  tor  either  of 
those  three  countries.  Although  there 
had  been  many  in  that  House  repre- 
senting Scotland  who  were  interested  up 
to  the  hilt  in  the  liquor  trade,  not  one 
of  them  dared  to  take  that  step,  and,  what 
was  more,  they  could  not  get  a  single 
public  body  in  either  of  the  countries  to 
pass  a  resolution  praying  for  the  repeal  of 
these  Acts.  With  such  testimony  to  the 
success  of  that  legislation  he  hoped  that 
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ember    who  was  about  to       Mr.  T.W.  RUSSELL;  And  five  cities 
ilf  of  the  GoverDment  would    were  excluded  from  the  operation  of  the 
his    peisonal    opinion  with  j  Act. 
e  Act   in  Scotland,  and  he 

aat  as  a  Scotch  Member  he  "Ma.  WHITTAKER,  continuing.  Baid 
efuae  to  England  the  boon  ]  this  was  a  practical  expeiience  which 
»n  country  had  enjoyed  so  i  had  conTinced  the  people  of  these 
countries  of  the  value  of  such  legi  lat^on. 
just  quote  one  or  two  -nd  which  had  closed  the  months  of 
)w  what  had  been  the  efloct '  'k""! »'  ">""  "piesontatma  who  would 
1  Scotland.    Let  them  take  I  ^^^*  ^^^  **>  "o^  ^"  *^  f*P*'''  °^  *« 

Aberdeen.     The  average  !  Acts,  but  had  not  dared  do  so. 
lek  days  from  1890  to  1896 1      „      „     .  t    l  j       , 

ear,  bit  in  the  whole  seven  '  ^  "»;  "»»5''"v  .,"  "5,  '''Itl  '^T. 
were  only  twelve  arrests  for  i  *«  ^  '^'^/V  t«d  used  what  be  might 
on  Sundays  wh.reas  the l'?"  *««''^«  >»•'•■  Z°%^  ?f 
have  been  385  had  they  I  *™  ">"  ?»*'  """  *■«»  «''•■•  l»d 
.me  proportion  as  on  week  j  keen  mo™  drunkemies.  on  Snni.,,  m 
again,  the  consumption  „,  I  W.le.,  .n  Ireland,  and  inSootW  than 
bean  enormously  ndueed.  '»  England  But  even  if  that  were 
!y  were  sometimss  told  that  'r™-and  he  did  not  admit  it  for  one 
,ti  n  fell  immediately  after  I  ™»»'"-''  "'  ™'t'"8  "■  Iho  point, 
of  the  Sunday  Act  ii  Soot- !  J""  «•'  P"'"'  »••  'l""  'Jerc  had  h«m 
.  the  dnly  on  .pirit.  was  i  'e"  dinnkenness  m  aU  there  countne. 
curiously  enough,  the  duty  ■'"»»  .  "■■  Sunday  Clo.ing  Act  was 
u  raised  again  in  1862  by  P""*"^.  "■"  """"^  ™  .  ™  ''if 
n,  yet  the  consumption  did  e"nntnes  before  it  became  law.  The 
1.  It  went  up,  in  fact,  so  l"'""  and  oonditions  of  the  people 
hey  had  an  inct.aae  in  the  '  varied  in  diflerent  places,  but  it  was 
roil  any  additional  closing,  undoubted  that  there  was  more  drunken- 
:  get  any  reduction  of  con-  '  ""•  'efore  Sunday  cloamg  was  enWd 

•heteae  when  they  had  it '  'k"  *»»  'l^,  ''"■'  """:  „^"'» 
he  Sunday  Closing  Act  they  i  ""i  CardiS  had  been  specially  re- 
eduction.  Were  they  not  I  <'"f^  «»..'>»*  '"l  S*"  '"'•°  •"»"'«' 
n,  in  contending  that  the  i '•'<'»"'■'''''">'"'»''' Bet  up  and  propne 
Df  consumption  was  owing,  I  »  eiiemptlh.t  town  from  the  operation 
•crease  of  ^uty,  but  rather  j  »'  ''e  Sunday  Cloang  Act!  Would 
closing  I  This  question  of  •t'  C»°J;«  Corporation  pass  a  rasolntion 
f  an  increaee  if  duty  in  |  »'"'  •  ]*'  ■''>|e«'  "i  "T.  S" 
1  sale  of  drink  was  an  in-  '■'i  «°"1>I"  ""r  the  border,  but  that 
».  When  Budgets  were  I  »"  """Ij;  •,  ™'™  ''"  """""i  *? 
,e  trade  said  the  taies  on  I  ,*"'  to  England.  There  always  would 
a  burden  on  them.  Hon. !  ""e  •  "»"'!; '»«  'I'"  """''l  f"  '^T'^'" 
lerested  in  the  trade  could  i  '»  8"  drmk.  "nd,  instead  of  goiM  over 
both  way.;  thev  could  not  ""e  border,  if  this  Bill  were  pa»ed,  they 
10  increased  duly  caneed  the  »<>">''  ''ve  'o  go  further  to  the  s«i- 
insumption  by  raising  the  eoast  and  then  theie  would  be  no 
the  same  time  contend  that  ''""t'e  •»  ■"•  ^  The  hon.  fjembet  for 
id  the  tai.  If  it  did  pay  it,  *"■  Pandas  had  suggested  that  the  Bill 
licdidnot,andtheoonsump  I  "I"','*  'e"'  »°  '»  '"e™"  of  private 
ct  be  aSected  by  it.  i""S;e-     Thst    was    the    old    story. 

I  He  did  not  think  he  was  doing  an  in- 
ence  to  Ireland,  two  and  a- ,  j  ustice  to  the  trade  it  he  ventured  to 
before  the  Sunday  Closing  suggest  that  their  opposition  to  the  Biit 
«ed  the  Sunday  arrests  for  i  would  not  be  so  strong  if  Uiey  did 
nnmbired  11,800;  in  the  |  not  think  it  was  going  to  diminish 
slf  years  after  the  Act  came  i  their  trade.  If  they  believed  they 
in  the  tctal  was  only  4,200.  would  Bell  as  much  liquor  in^x  days 
aier. 
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jw  they  now  did  in  seven,  he  was  sure 
they  would  support  it.  But  the  con- 
sumption of  liquor  had  fallen  off  in  the 
countries  where  Sunday  closing  obtained, 
«nd  what  was  another  good  result  was 
that  men  returned  more  regularly  to 
their  work  on  Monday  morning  and  there 
were  fewer  arrests  for  drunkenness. 
Where,  then,  was  the  evidence  of  more 
drinking  in  private  ? 

Let  them  consider,  too,  the  condition 
of  the  people  engaged  in  the  trade. 
It  was  the  deadliest  trade  a  man  could 
engage  in.  Every  ten  years  the  Registrar- 
General  published  a  Report  showing  the 
rates  of  mortality  in  the  principal 
trades  of  the  country,  and  these  Reports 
proved  that  the  death  rate  among  those 
engaged  in  public  -  houses  was  higher 
than  in  any  other  occupation.  There 
were  deadly  trades  in  which  people 
engaged — in  the  Potteries,  where  deadly 
•chemicals  were  issued;  in  Sheffield, 
T^here  the  saw-grinder  breathed  steel  and 
stone  dust — but  no  occupation  was  so 
deadly  as  that  of  the  liquor  retailer,  and 
•on  that  ground  alone  they  might  do 
something  at  any  rate  to  brighten  their 
lot,  to  give  them  one  day's  rest  injseven, 
to  give  them  a  chance  of  breathing 
fresh  air  one  day  in  the  week.  Not  only 
were  they  tempted  by  their  very  calling 
to  take  too  much  alcohol,  but  the  liquor 
shops  themselves  were  most  unhealthy 
places,  badly  ventilated  and  frequently 
crowded  by  the  least  satisfactory 
specimens  of  humanity,  who  scattered 
the  germs  of  disease  all  about  the  place. 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  North  -  East  Manchester  had  told 
them  that  drinking  tea  was  worse  than 
drinking  beer.  But  did  he  think  that 
teetotallers  specially  drank  tea  ?  He  did 
not  think  they  did,  but  one  thing  he  d  d 
know,  and  that  was  that  tea-drinking 
never  caused  a  man  .  to  kick  his 
wife,  or  assault  the  police,  or  neglect 
his  children,  or  stay  away  from  his 
work  and  become  a  charge  on  the  com- 
munity either  as  a  cr  minal  or  as  a 
pauper.  If  a  working  man  wanted  his 
beer  on  a  Sunday  he  could  answer  for  it 
that  the  business  capacity  and  ingenuity 
of  the  liquor  trade  would  ensure  the 
adoption  of  means  which  would  enable 
iiis  i^requirements   to   be  supplied.     He 


would  be  able  to  have  it  as  fresh  for  his 
dinner  on  Sunday  as  on  any  other  day. 
They  were  always  told  that  working 
men  were  opposed  to  the  Bill,  but  the 
working  men  representatives  in  that 
House  were  all  in  favour  of  Sunday 
dosing.  No,  the  opposition  to  the  Bill 
came  from  a  very  different  class,  and  it 
was  noteworthy  that  every  one  of  the 
names  on  the  whip  sent  out  against  the 
measure  was  that  of  a  Member  financially 
interested  in  the  liquor  trade  right  up 
to  the  hilt.  At  the  very  beginning  of 
that  debate  a  ooupt  was  moved  by  the 
representative  of  one  of  the  biggest 
brewing  firms  in  the  country,  and  later 
on  another  count  was  moved  by  one 
of  the  largest  Irish  whiskey  blenders; 
and  who  had  been  prolonging  the  debate 
lest  a  division  should  be  taken  ?  Not 
the  working  men,  but  men  interested  in 
the  liquor  trade. 

There  had  been  some  talk  by  those 
opposed  to  the  Bill  about  Amendments. 
The  mover  and  seconder  of  the  Amend- 
ment had  intimated  their  willingness 
to  accept  amendments  cf  the  law.  A.nd 
it  was  urged  that  they  should  have  been 
in  the  Bill.     But  what  Amendments  1 

Mr.  MOON:  I  said  on  the  line  of 
curtailment. 

Mr.  WHITTAKER:  What  curtail- 
ment ?  Was  it  to  be  a  curtailment  of 
hours  or  was  it  to  be  left  to  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  justices  ?  Were  the  houses 
to  be  open  only  for  **  off  "  sale,  to  sell  only 
dinner  beer,  or  were  they  to  be  open 
to  sell  to  those  who  entered  the- 
public-house  simply  to  booze  ?  It  was 
not  the  bona  fide  traveller  who  need  be 
considered :  he  would  be  able  to  get  his 
alcohol,  at  all  events.  What  were  the 
Amendments  they  required  ? 

M%.  MOON :  I  read  the  words  fro.n 
the  Report  of  the  majority  of  the  Com- 
missioners.   That  should  be  sufficient. 

*Mr.  WHITTAKER  said  tha  hon. 
Member  was  only  one  of  the  opponents 
of  the  Bill.  Was  his  view  accepted  by 
all  his  friends  ?  This  was  essentially  a 
matter  for  discussion  in  Committee.  Let 
the  Bill  go  to  a  Committee  and  let  them 
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see  what  the  House  wanted.  The  pro- 
moters were  wiUing  to  accept  such  reason- 
able Amendments  as  the  House  wished. 
The  proper  plan  was  to  send  the  Bill  to 
a  Committee  and  let  Members  put  down 
their  own  Amendments  and  have  them 
considered,  discussed  and  decided  upon. 
To  vote  against  the  Second  Reading  would 
be  to  throw  the  question  out  entirely  and 
render  Amendments  impossible.  If  a  Sun- 
day Closing  Bill  weie  passed  for  England 
there  might  be  disturbar.ces  for  a  week 
or  two.  Ihe  liquor  trade  would  see  to 
that.  They  were  at  the  bottom  of  the 
business  at  Cardiff,  in  order,  if  possible, 
to  discredit  the  Act ;  but  the  police  put 
the  disturbance  down  and  there  was  an 
end  of  it.  The  attempt  would  be  made 
here  and  it  would  fail.  The  debate  had 
not  proceeded  on  the  highest  hues.  They 
were  face  to  face  with  a  great  evil,  and 
they  had  had  little  petty  matters  of 
personal  inconvenience  put  forward — and 
that  from  the  Party  that  talked  of 
patriotism  and  Empire,  and  the  making  of 
sacrifice  to  maintain  it.  Surely,  if  there 
were  some  little  personal  inconvenience, 
in  the  face  of  a  gigantic  evil  and  a  national 
degradation  like  this  it  would  be  worth 
while  to  risk  it  in  order  to  secure  a  more 
sober  nation. 

*The  UNDER-SECRETARY  of  STATE 
FOR  THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Cochrane,  Ayrshire,  N.)  said  he  had 
listened  to  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Spen  Valley  with 
very  great  interest,  because  no  doubt 
the  hon.  Member  and  his  friends  hoped 
and  trusted  that  by  legislation  of 
this  nature  they  would  be  able  to  do 
some  good  to  their  feUow-men.  He  had 
suggested  that  if  the  Second  Reading 
were  agreed  to,  the  Bill  could  be  amended 
in  Committee  in  the  way  some  hon. 
Members  desired.  But  was  it  open  to  a 
Committee  so  1o  amend  the  Bill  ?  What 
was  the  title  and  scope  of  the  Bill  ?  It 
was  a  Bill  to  prohibit  the  sale  of  intoxi- 
cating liquors  on  Sunday.  Could  it  be 
amended  so  as  merely  to  limit  the 
number  of  hours  of  sale  ? 

5! Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL:  The  Irish 
Sunday  Closing  Bill  bore  the  same  title, 
but  an  Amendment  excepting  from  its 
operation  five  cities  was  carried  in 
Committee. 

Mr.  Whittaker. 


*Mr.  COCHRANE  said  that  was  a  per- 
fectly different  thing. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL :  Not  at  alL 

♦Mr.  COCHRANE  repeated  that  it  was. 
They  might  except  certain  distr  cts,  but 
obviously  an  Amendment  altering  the 
Bill  into  one  to  limit  the  hours  of  sale 
might  be  ruled  out  of  order  by  the 
Chairman  of  the  Committee. 

Mr.  PERKS  said  the  preamble  pro- 
vided for  any  number  of  limitations 

♦Mr.  COCHRANE  still  maintained  tbt 
he  was  perfectly  right,  especially  as  tie 
proposer  had  refrained  from  giving  any 
undertaking.  It  was  extremely  incon- 
venient that  the  Bill  was  not  in  the 
hands  of  Members  yesterday.  Surely  a. 
criminal  had  a  right  to  know  by  what 
rope  he  was  to  be  hanged.  The  boo. 
Member  for  SaUord  had  found  the  diffi- 
culty arising  from  that.  He  had  been 
obliged  to  withdraw  his  statement  about 
the  Clyde  steamboats. 

Mr,  T.  W.  RUSSELL :  And  also  about 
Ireland. 

♦Mr.  groves  :  I  simply  withdrew  the 
statement  that  liquor  was  sold  on  the 
steamboat}.  It  is  consumed  on  them  in 
enormous  quantities. 

♦Mr.  COCHRANE  said  that  everybody 
who  had  been  on  a  Clyde  steamboat  wss 
aware  of  the  mysterious  bottles  produced 
by  passengers.  The  limited  number  of 
Members  who  had  spoken  in  favour  of 
the  Bill  was  some  measure  of  the  little 
zeal  felt  for  it.  He  did  not  think  they 
believed  in  their  hearts  that  a  measure 
such  as  this  was  ever  likely  to  be  passed 
into  law.  It  was  a  very  familiar  Bill. 
They  had  had  it  before  them  for  thiity 
or  foity  years  and  it  had  never  made 
any  real  progress,  and  so  long  as  it 
embodied  such  extreme  provisions  it 
was  not  likely  to.  Its  object  was  to 
entirely  prohibit  the  Sunday  sale  of 
intoxicating  liquors ;  and  to  except 
whom  ?  the  privileged  classes  of  lodgers 
in  hotels,  and  bond  Jide  travellers. 
Why  should  a  lodger  in  an  hotel  be  more 
entitled  to  get  a  glass  of  beer  on  Sunday 
than  a  lodger  in  some  other  house  %    Or 
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a  man  might  lodge  in  a  temperance 
hotel,  but  would  he  be  less  thirsty  than 
if  he  lodged  in  another  hotel?  Why 
should  a  man  living  at  home  with  his 
wife  and  family  be  debarred  from  getting 
his  glass  of  beer  when  a  man  living  at  a 
hotel  was  allowed  to  do  so  1  A  working 
man  had  told  him -that  morning  that 
he  was  very  fond  on  Sunday  afternoon 
of  taking  a  walk  in  the  parks  and 
listening  to  the  lectures  there — some  of 
tbem  temperance  lectures — and,  after 
that,  he  said  he  would  be  very  glad 
indeed  to  get  a  glass  of  beer.  No  doubt 
the  intentions  of  the  promoters  of  the 
Bill  were  excellent.  They  desired  to 
promote  temperance  and  the  observance 
of  the  Sabbath.  But  good  intentions 
were  not  sufficient.  They  all  knew 
the  place  which  was  said  to  be 
paved  with  good  intentions.  When  a 
Bill  restrictive  of  pubUo  liberty  was 
brought  forward  it  must  be  shown  that 
there  was  a  reasonable  prospect  of  its 
being  a  success  and  that  it  would  do 
some  good.  This  the  proposer  of  the 
Bill  had  failed  to  do.  The  hon.  Member 
for  the  Spen  Valley  no  doubt  set  an 
admirable  example  which,  if  followed 
more  generally,  would  render  such  Bills 
as  this  unnecessary. 

*An  HON.   MEMBER :  Why  is   it  a 
splendid  example? 

Mb.  COCHRANE  said  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  the  courage  of  his  convictions, 
and  instead  of  going  to  his  brother  in  the 
street  and  telling  him  he  was  a  poor  work- 
ing man,  unfit  to  govern  himself,  and  that 
therefore  he  should  not  be  allowed  to  get 
a  glass  of  beer  if  he  wanted  it,  he  ex- 
pressed his  disapproval  of  liquor  itself  and 
denied  himself  the  pleasure  of  taking  it. 
Other  hon.  Membersaid  not  go  that  length. 
They  were  prepared  to  place  obstacles  in 
the  way  of  the  man  who  had  been  t>)iling 
all  the  week,  knowing  that  they  them- 
selves had  their  own  cellars  or  their  clubs, 
and  could  get  their  liquor  on  Sunday  if 
they  wished  it.  Nobody  denied  that  acts 
of  violence,  crime,  and  insanity  were 
caused  by  excessive  drinking.  But 
insanity  was  not  always  caused  by  beer- 
drinkiiig. 

*SiR    JOSEPH    LEESE    (Lancashire, 
Accrington) :    25  per  cent,  of  it  is. 


*Mb.  COCHRANE  stated  that  quite^ 
recently  one  of  the  greatest  experts  ovl 
insanity  had  said  to  Um,  "  I  am  coming, 
to  the  conclusion  that  drinking  is  not  so^ 
much  the  cause  of  insanity  as  that 
insanity  is  the  cause  of  drinking.'*  [Ak 
Hon.  Member — Excessive  drinking !] 
Were  teetotallers  never  insane  ?  Some^ 
of  them  thought  a  proposition  that  they 
were  never  insane  could  not  be  sustained- 
He  hoped  excessive  drinkers  were  in  a^ 
great  minority,  and  that  they  were  a. 
diminishing  number. 

*Mr.  hunter  CRAIG  (Lanarkshire,, 
Govan):  There  are  800,000  drunkarda 
in  the  United  Kingdom. 

*Mr.  COCHRANE:  Thit  was  too 
many,  and  he  would  take  every  reasonable 
step  he  could  to  reduce  the  number.  The 
Government  had,  in  fact,  done  so.  The^ 
measure  passed  la^t  session  would,  he^^ 
hoped,  go  far  in  that  direction.  It  had 
been  recognised  by  the  Royal  Commis- 
sioners that  most  people  in  this  country- 
still  regarded  a  certain  amount  of  alcohol 
as  an  ordinary  article  of  diet,  yet  thia 
Bill  would  prevent  any  alcohol  at  all|, 
whether  taken  in  moderation  or  excess, 
being  sold  on  Sunday.  He  could  not  see 
on  what  ground.  It  was  not  a  wrong 
thing  to  drink  a  glass  of  beer  any  more 
than  it  was  to  drink  a  bottle  of  ginger- 
beer;  and  if  it  was  a  wrong  thing  to> 
drink  a  glass  of  beer  on  Sunday,  it  was 
wrong  to  drink  it  at  all. 

Mr.  CHANNING  (Northamptonshire,. 
E.) :  What  is  the  difEerence  between  Scot* 
land  and  England  ? 

•^Mr.  groves  :  One  consumes  wniakr 
and  the  other  beer. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL :  WiU  you  repeal 
the  Scotch  Act  ? 

*Mr.  COCHRANE  said  he  would  deal 
with  Scotland  later.  The  logical  con- 
clusion of  the  hon.  Grentleman  who  intro- 
duced the  Bill  was  total  prohibition,  but 
he  did  not  come  to  that  conclusion  in  his 
Bill,  because  he  knew  the  country  would 
not  stand  it  for  one  moment.  With  regard 
to  Scotland,  Sunda>  closing  had  there 
been  in  force  for  fifty  years,  and- 
personally  he  preferred  the  evils  they  had 
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loae  he  koew  r.ot  of. 
!  of  ScotUnd. 

;IDE(Ki!dare.  S.}:  Is  that 
at  dissolve  ? 

RANE  replied  that  there 
for  all  things.  The 
ween  England  and  Scot- 
fference  of  nationai  char 
itland  they  preferred  theii 
hisky,  which  he  himself 
i  wholesome  than  beer, 
be  kept  from  Saturday  till 
tile  beer,  he  was  informed, 
ation.  There  wai  too  much 
n  Scotland,  and  he  feiired 
lay  closing  they  had  to 
nt  done  in  Scotland  what 
bere — driven  out  legitimate 
the  public-house  and  ec- 
^timate  drinking  in  the 
'o  the  creation  of  fictitious 
Hers.  That  it  was  no  idle 
substantiated  by  the  result 
Sunday  closing,  which  had 
)dified  BuccesB.  The  Chief 
doamouthshire  had  stated 
>  a  great  deal  of  drunken- 
ordet,  and  that  if  Sunday 
extended  to  that  county 
ould  increase  and  the  whole 
e  as  objectionable  as  the 


!D  THOMAS  [Glamorgan- 
that  was  not  the  opinion  of 
incil  of  Monmouthshire,  be- 
d  passed  a  vote  in  favour 
1  of  Monmouthshire. 

[lANS  said  the  evidence  to 
refer. ed  wasperhapisome- 
te,  but  he  had  mentioned  it 
in  support  of  the  point  he 
tamely,  that  by  prohibiting 
aus  of  refreshment  they 
;ople  to  avail  themselves 
means.  He  then  quoted 
lumber  of  witnesses  to  the 
oardiff  there  had  been  an 
in   the  main  streets  since 
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the  Act  had  come  into  force,  but  a 
contrary  tendency  in  the  back  streets, 
and  an  mcrease  of  dinnkeniiess  in  ptiTate 
houses. 

Me.  T.  W.  RUSSELL:  What  is  the 
finding  of  the  Commission  ? 

♦Ma.  COCHRANE  said  he  had  not  had 
time  to  refresh  his  memory  with  their 
recommendationa.  His  point  was  that, 
at  any  rate  in  the  ea^y  part  of  the  period 
which  followed  the  passage  of  the  Act,  a 
dangerwas  shown  of  driving  drinking  into 
the  back  streets  and  private  hojaes. 
If  hon.  Members  who  were  malcini! 
efforts  to  secure  greater  temperance  had 
their  way  tney  would  run  the  risk  of 
creating  greater  evils.  The  Royal  Com 
mission  on  Licensing  did  not  recommend 
entire  closing.  The  majority  thought 
that  would  be  a  step  too  far  in  advance 
of  the  public  opinion  of  the  day.  He 
thought  the  CommisBion  had  reported 
too  recently  for  a  great  cbaDg' 
of  opinion  to  have  since  taken  place.  If 
the  House  were  to  go  the  length  ol 
preventing  any  man  getting  a  glass  oE 
beer  on  Sunday,  they  would  open  the 
way  to  the  possibility  of  a  great 
reaction  whioh  would  probably  throw 
back  the  cnuse  of  temperance.  The  view 
of  the  Government  was  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers should  vot«  on  this  Bill  exactly  aa 
their  opinions  might  guide  them. 
Personally  he  regarded  the  danger  of 
reaction  as  very  real.  The  Bill  could  not 
be  modified  in  the  direction  which  the 
proposer  had  snggested,  because  it 
seemed  to  him  that  would  be  out  of  order. 
["  No,  no ! "]  If  hon.  Members  voted 
for  the  Bill  they  would  be  voting  for  a 
Bill  which  would  deprive  the  citizens  of 
this  country  of  a  very  large  measure  of 
their  liberty  and  freedom.  He  would 
have  no  hesitation  in  voting  against  the 
SeGonCl  Reading. 


Question  put. 

The  House  divided  :— Ayes,  108 ;  Noes, 
lU.     (Division  List  No.  182.) 


I  Barlow,  John   Emmott 
Beaumont,  Wentworth  C  B. 
BoJaiid,   John 

I  Bright,   Allau   Heywood 


I  Brovn,  Sir  Alex.  H.  (Shropah. 
I  Buchuutn,  Thomas  Rjbum 

Bumn,  John 
I  Burt,  Thomaa  , 
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Caldwell,  James 
Cameron,  Robeit 
Campbell-Bannerman,   car   H. 
Cawley,  Frederiok 
Channing,  Francis  Allston 
Cheetham,  John  Frederick 
Corbett,  T.  L.  (Down,  North) 
Craig,  Robert  Hunter  (Lanark) 
Cremer,  William  Randal 
Crombte,  John  William 
"Dahiel,  James  Henry 
Davies,  M.  Vaughan  (Cardigan 

Delany,  William 

Denny,  Colonel 

Duncan,  J.  Hastings 

Dium,  Sir  William 

Edwards,  Frank 

Enunott,  Alfred 

Evans,  Samuel  T.  (Glamorgan) 

Fenwick,  Charles 

Ffrencb,  Peter 

Fitzmaurice,  Lord  Edmond 
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JlOOHD  RUDINO], 

Second  Reading  read. 

PH  WALTON  (Yorkahire, 
ley)  said  that  this  Bill  was 
>5,  and  agnin  in  1901,  when 
ed  to  a  Select  Committee, 
imittee  did  not  feel  that  a 
3ted  for  it  the  promoteis  oi 
prepared  to  limit  the  soope 
luie  practically  to  mines. 
!i  small  matter,  because  there 
'ed  in  ooal  mines  alone  no 
12,000  men  und  boys.  Hon. 
>uld,  therefore,  realise  that 
e,  in  a  question  of  safeguard- 
riding  for  the  safety  of  life 
B  well  deserving  of  the  con- 
od  attention  of  the  House. 
Secretarj'  for  the  Home 
speaking  in  1901,  said  that 
id  been  confined  to  winding 
ould  have  been  a  different 
iv  the  promoters  of  this  Bill 
:d  in  Committee  to  have  it 
SB  to  apply  to  mines  only. 
ed  in  the  Report  of  the 
that  the  passing  of  this 
ltd  remove  the  responsibility 
mployment  of  competent 
large  of  engines  and  boilers 
nera  and  uaeri  of  steam.  He 
iware  that  under  the  Coal 
atioii  Act  of  1887  there  were 
ible provisions  imposing  upon 
the  necessity  of  employing 
nanagers,  and  regulations  for 
3  of  thosp.  in  charge  of  boilers 
but  that  added  an  additional 
o  that  the  Bill  provided, 
did  not  require  the  mine- 
make  very  revolutionary 
>rder  to  carry  into  operation 


the  provisions  of  this  Bill.  The  fact  was 
that,  BO  far  as  be  understood  the  matter, 
there  would  be  created  under  this  Bill  a 
Urge  body  of  certificated  engineers  com- 
petent to  take  charge  of  engines  and 
boilers  connected  with  mines,  and  it  would 
be  an  obvious  advantage  to  colliery 
owners  when  they  were  about  to  select 
men  to  take  charge  of  engines  and  boilers 
that  they  should  have  this  Urge  body  of 
competent  persons  who  had  obtained 
certificates  from  which  to  make  theii 
selection.  He  thought  that  would  be  a 
great  advantage. 

By  previous  legisUtion  this  House 
had  shown  that  it  regarded  it  as  of 
the  greatest  importance  titat  certificated 
men  should  be  employed  in  charge 
of  engines  and  boileis  where  Uiere  was 
great  risk  to  life  in  case  of  disaster 
through  ignorance  or  neglect.  Under 
the  Merchant  Shipping  Acta  it  was  made 
obligatory  that  only  certificated  men 
should  be  in  charge  of  engines  and 
boilers  on  vesaels  doing  a  foreign  trade. 
If  for  the  safety  of  passengojs  and  those 
employed  ia  the  mercantile  marine  it 
was  neceaaary  to  compel  the  owners  of 
ships  to  employ  only  certificated  engineers 
to  be  placed  in  charge  of  engines  and 
boilers,  was  it  not  equally  necessary  thit 
only  certificated  men  should  be  employed 
in  mines  in  the  same  capacity  ?  In  the 
Report  of  the  Select  Committee  there 
appeared  a  calculation  that  in  fifty  weeks 
during  which  the  men  employed  in 
colheries  worked  five  days  per  week  no 
less  than  166,000,000  persona  would  be 
raised  and  lowered  by  enginemcn 
employed  in  mines.  He  thought  it  was 
a  reasonable  request  that  similar  pro- 
tection to  that  which  was  given  to  the 
travelling  public  in  the  case  of  steam- 
ships employed  in  a  foreign  trade  should 
be  extended  lo  coal  mines.  He  trusted 
that  a  Second  Reading  would  again  be 
given  to  this  Bill,  and  although  the 
measure  as  it  stood  applied  to  other 
trades,  hon.  Membrrs  might  rest  assured 
that  the  promoters  would  be  prepared  in 
Committee  to  apply  the  Bill  to  minea 
and  to  minfS  only. 
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Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time.'* 

Sir  WILLIAM  T0ML1N80N  (Preston) 
thought  the  House  had  some  right  to 
complain  of  the  way  this  Bill 
had  been  introduced.  Three  or  four 
years  ago  this  measure  was  read  a 
second  time,  on  ther  understanding 
that  it  was  to  go  to  a  Select  Committee. 
It  was  sent  to  a  Select  Committee  and 
they  reported  strongly  against  it  as  it 
stood  at  the  present  moment*  Having 
the  decision  of  that  Committees  befora 
them,  he  should  have  thought  that  the 
promoters  of  this  Bill  would  have  put  it 
in  such  a  form  as  had  now  been  suggested 
and  apply  it  to  mines  only,  but  nothing 
of  the  kind  had  been  done. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  WALTON  said  he  had 
already  informed  the  House  that  the 
promoters  of  the  Bill  were  willing  in  Com- 
mittee to  strike  out  all  parts  whioh  did 
not  apply  to  mines. 

Sir  WILLIAM  TOMLINSON  said  the 
Bill  ought  not  to  be  presented  to  the 
House  in  this  way.  What  sort  of  a  Bill 
was  it  going  to  be  when  it  was  cut  down 
in  this  fashion  and  applied  to  mines  only. 
Would  it  apply  to  persona  in  charge  of 
boilers  as  well  as  steam  engines  ? 

Mr.  JOSEPH  WALTON :  Certainly. 

Sir  WILLLA.MTOMLINSONsaid  boilers 
were  no  more  dangerous  in  mines  than 
in  other  places,  and  as  a  matter  of  fact 
there  were  fewer  accidents  in  mines  from 
this  cause.  Under  the  Coal  Mines  Regu- 
lation Act  the  owner  or  the  agent  of  a 
coal  mine  was  personally  liable  in  regard 
to  negligence  in  this  matter,  and  if  in- 
competent persons  were  employed  to 
manage  boilers  or  engines  tbey  could  be 
fined  or  sent  to  prison. 

Sir  FREDERICK  BANBURY  (Oam- 
berwell,  Peckham)  called  attention  to  the 
fact  that  forty  Members  were  not  present. 

House  counted  and  forty  Members 
being  found  present, 

Sir  WILLIAM  TOMLINSON  resumed 
his  speeclu  He  wished  that  the  hon.  Mem« 


ber  who  had  moved  the  Second  Reading 
of  the  Bill  had  gone  a  little  more  into 
detail  as  to  what  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee contained.  When  he  went  to  the 
library  to  try  to  secure  a  copy  of  the 
Report  he  found  that  the  hon.  Member 
had  already  taken  it  into  the  House.  He 
was  quite  certain  that  the  Committee 
did  not  recommend  that  the  Bill  should 
apply  to  mines  only. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  WALTON:  But  the 
Secretary  for  the  Home  Department 
suggested  that  if  it  applied  to  mines 
only  that  would  be  quite  a  different 
matter. 

Sir  WILLIAM  TOMLINSON  said  the 
hon.  Member  had  introduced  a  Bill  on 
which  a  Select  Committee  had  reported 
adversely,  and  then  he  came  and  told 
the  House  that  the  promoters  were 
willing  to  make  it  applicable  only  to 
certain  classes  of  engines  and  boilers. 
The  Report  of  the  Committee  was  not 
that  the  Bill  should  be  cut  down  to  one 
applicable  to  mines  only,  where,  indeed, 
the  regulations  should  be  of  greater 
severity  than  in  other  cases.  Some  atten- 
tion should  have  been  given  to  those  para- 
graphs in  the  Report  which  showed  how 
completely  illusory  the  Bill  was.  What 
was  now  proposed  was  to  cut  out  certain 
absurd  parts  of  the  Bill,  to  leave  all  the 
other  absurdities  as  they  stood,  and  then 
to  say  that  they  would  only  apply  to 
mines.  Any  more  absurd  proposal  he 
had  never  seen  in  his  experience  of  that 
House.  The  Bill  was  intended  to  apply 
to  persons  in  charge  of  engines  and  boilers. 
Clause  3  provided — 

"  The  term  '  boiler '  shall  mean  and  inolude 
only  a  closed  vessel  having  a  steam  pressure  of 
ten  pounds  to  the  square  inch  ana  upwards, 
as  may  be  used  for  generating  steam,  or  for 
heating  water,  or  for  heating  other  liquids, 
or  into  whioh  steam  is  admitted  for  heating, 
steaming,  boiling,  or  other  similar  purposes ; 
the  term  *  engine  *  means  any  engine  used  in 
the  production  of  motive  power,  and  worked 
by  steam  from  a  boiler ;  the  term '  horse-power ' 
means  nominal  horse-power." 

Claused  exempted  from  the  application 
of  the  BiU— 

"  Anv  boiler  or  engine  used  exclusively  for 
domestic,  agricultural,  or  fanning  purposes,  or 
any  boiler  or  engine  used  in  the  service  of  His 
Majesty,  or  any  boiler  or  engine  used  by  a 
railway  company,  or  any  boiler  or  engine 
used  on  board  &  steamship  having  a  oertifioate 
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from  the  Board  of  Trade,  or  aoy  road  traction- 
engine  or  steam-roller." 

The  Report  of  the  Committee  showed 
how  absurd  that  piopoeal  was.  The 
bcheme  ol  the  Bill  was  to  provide  two 
clasbeg  of  certificates,  the  qualifications 
required  being  described  in  Chmse  6  as 
follows — 

\*  (L)  A  person  takins  cham  or  control  of  any 
boiler  or  engine  to  iniich  this  Act  applies,  of 
five  horse-power  or  upwards,  or  of  any  ensine 
to  which  this  Act  applies,  used  for  winoing 
workmen  or  minerals  ap  or  down  the  shaft  of  a 
mine,  mnst  hold  a  first-dass  certificate  or  a 
special  certificate  of  service  under  this  Act ; 
(iL)  A  person  taking  charge  or  control  of  any 
other  boiler  or  engine  to  which  this  Act  applies 
most  be  the  holder  either  of  such  acertnicate 
as  aforesaid  or  of  a  second-class  certificate  under 
this  Act" 

The  Report  of  the  Committee  con- 
demned the  proposal  in  regard  to  the 
second-class  certificates  as  perfectly 
illusory.  If  such  certificates  were  granted 
thej  would  only  result  in  increasing  the 
danger  by  creating  a  false  sense  of  security, 
because  they  would  afford  no  guarantee 
whatever  of  the  qualifications  of  a  person 
who  had  the  management  of  a  boiler  or 
engine.  Clause  7  provided  that  the 
penalty  for  taking,  or  employing  to  take, 
charge  or  control  of  a  boiler  or  engine 
without  the  qualification  required  by  the 
Act  was  to  be  a  penalty  of  forty  shil- 
lings for  the  first  onence,  and  ten  pounds 
for  the  second  ofience.  Far  heavier 
penalties  were  imposed  under  the  present 
law  in  connection  with  the  worlang  of 
machinery  at  mines.  He  would  remind 
the  House  that  the  Workmen*s  Compen- 
sation Act  contained  provisions  which 
operated  very  usefully  in  the  direction 
of  securing  safety.  [An  Hon.  Member  : 
Does  that  prevent  accidents?]  It  did 
not  prevent  accidents,  nor  would  thi^ 
Bill.  He  took  no  exception  to  the  severity 
of  the  regulations  under  which  th^ 
owners  and  managers  of  mines  were 
obliged  to  work.  The  workmen  oughi 
to  be  protected  by  the  strictest  provision^ 
in  the  carrying  on  of  their  dangerous  oc[ 
oupation,  but  he  maintained  that  th^ 
conditions  which  secured  safety  in  the 
carrying  on  of  industries  were  not 
strengthened  by  the  illusory  protection 
proposed  to  be  given  by  this  BilL 

Another  objection  to  the  Bill  was  that 
the  responsibility  was  diffused  over  two 
Government  Departments.      The  latter 

Sir  WiUiofn  Tomlinson. 


part  of  Clause  6  provided  that  tiie  Bo  rd 
of  Trade  was  to  have  power  to  make 
certain  regulations  in  regard  to  the 
certificates,  while  Clause  10  provided  that 
all  certificates  should  be  made  in  dupli- 
cate, one  part  to  be  delivered  to  the'peison 
entitled  to  the  certificate,  and  the  otiier 
to  be  "  kept  in  such  manner  as  a  Secre- 
tary of  State  directs.*'  His  fundamental 
objection  to  the  whole  scheme  of  the  Bill 
was  that  such  certificates  as  were  pro- 
posed to  be  granted  would  not  form 
a  proper  test  of  the  fitness  of  a  man  to 
manage  an  engine  or  boiler.  By  far  the 
most  important  qualifications  required 
were  those  moral  qualities  which  could 
not  be  tested  by  examinations.  A  man 
might  be  able  to  pass  an  examination, 
and  yet  not  have  the  nerve  or  force 
of  character  necessary  in  one  who  had 
the  control  of  engines  and  boilers,  and 
this  was  especially  true  in  the  case  of 
mines.  Accidents  from,  over  -  winding 
were  now  very  few.  This  was  partly  be- 
cause of  the  precautions  which  the  dis- 
coveries of  science  had  enabled  mineowners 
to  adopt,  and  partly  owing  to  the  fact  that 
great  care  was  always  taken  to  see  that 
those  in  charge  of  mining  operations 
were  fully  qualified.  [An  Hon.  Member  : 
A  good  argument  for  the  Bill.]  He 
begged  to  move  that  the  Bill  be  read 
a  second  time  upon  that  day  six  months. 

♦Sir  FRANCIS  POWELL  (Wigan) 
seconded  the  Amendment.  He  was  a 
member  of  the  Select  Committee  whicb 
considered  the  Bill  brought  forward  in 
a  former  year,  and  he  thought  those  who 
investigated  the  provisions  of  the  measure 
at  that  time  had  some  reason  to  complain 
that  exactly  the  same  Bill  had  been 
reintroduced  now.  Not  the  slightest 
respect  had  been  paid  by  the  promoteis 
of  this  Bill  to  the  evidence  of  the  wit- 
nesses, or  to  the  Report  of  the  Select 
Committee<.  He  confessed  that  the  part 
of  the  case  which  then  impressed  him 
most  was  the  absolute,  paramount, 
and  governing  importance  of  moral 
qualities  on  the  part  of  those  who  had 
charge  of  boilers— not  merely  moral 
qualities  in  the  sense  of  steadiness  and 
sobriety,  but  those  qualities  of  a  purely 
intellectual  character  which  enabled  a 
person  in  charge  of  a  boiler  to  act  with 
decision  at»  a  critical  momenta 
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Mr.  JOSEPH  WALTON:  Do  moral 
qoalities  include  a  knowledge  of 
machinery  ? 

♦Sib  FRANCIS  POWELL  hoped  the 
hon.  Member  would  allow  him  to  proceed. 
He  knew  as  much  about  the  subject  as 
the  hon.  Member.  A  comparison  had 
been  drawn  between  men  to  whom 
this  Bill  would  apply,  and  men  in  charge 
of  marine  boilers.  It  seemed  to  him  that 
there  was  no  analogy  whatever.  To 
have  charge  of  engines  and  boilers  on  a 
ship  in  mid- Atlantic  was  quite  a  difEerent 
thing  from  having  charge  of  engines  and 
boilers  on  land,  where  public  opinion 
could  be  brought  to  bear  on  the 
selection  of  the  individual  and  where 
his  conduct  could  be  kept  under 
daily  review.  Speaking  as  a  layman 
in  these  matters  he  thought  the 
promoters  of  the  Bill  held  somewhat 
exaggerated  views  as  to  the  length  of 
time  required  in  order  to  obtain  the 
necessary  knowledge  and  experience. 
Another  thing  which  had  struck  him  was 
that  a  man  might  be  very  fit  in  one  year 
to  hold  a  certificate  of  the  nature  pro- 
posed, while  at  the  end  of  a  certain 
number  of  years  ho  might  have  lost  his 
skill  and  be  no  longer  the  man  he  formerly 
was.  He  and  some  of  the  other  members 
of  the  Committee  thought  that  a  certifi- 
cate under  such  circumstances,  so  far 
from  being  a  protection,  might  be  a 
snare  and  a  trap.  It  should  be  re- 
membered that  employers  had  not  only 


a  strong  interest  in  taking  precautions 
for  protecting  the  life  and  limb  of  their 
workmen,  but  also  in  providing  for  the 
proper  management  of  their  machinery. 
They  did  not  wish  to  risk  precious 
machinery  to  incompetent  persons.  The 
safety  of  property  was  a  consideration 
inferior  to  the  protection  of  life  ;  never- 
theless, if  industry  was  to  go  on,  property 
must  be  secured. 

And,  it  being  half-past  Five  of  the 
clock,  the  Debate  stood  adjourned. 
Debate  to  be  resumed  upon  Monday 
next. 


TRADES  UNIONS  AND  TRADE  DISPUTES 

BILL. 

Order  for  consideration,  as  amended 
(by  the  Standing  Committee),  read,  and 
discharged.     Bill  withdrawn. 


PUBLIC  ACCOUNTS  COMMITTEE. 

First  Report  brought  up,  and  read. 
Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be 
printed.     [No.  176.] 

Whereupon  Mr.  Deputy-Speaker 
adjourned  the  House  without  Question 
put,  in  pursuance  of  Standing  Order 
No.  3. 

Adjourned  at  twenty-eight  minutes 
before  Six  o*clook  till  Monday 
next. 
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Aberavon  Tramways  Provisional  Order 

County  Council  Consent  to,  Board  of 
Trade  Rej)ort  as  to  dis|)enBing  with, 
Presented,  May  11,  5,  33. 

Aberdare  Urban  District  Council  BiU 

/.  2r.*  May  IS,  720. 

Re^.*  May  26,  1514.  • 

Accidents 

Railway,  sa-  under  Railways. 

Accrington  Corporation  Bill 

/.  Rep.*  May  26,  1514. 

Accrins^n  District  Oas  and  Water  Board 
Bill 

/.  Rep.*  May  23,  1073. 

Acland-Hood,  Et.  Hon.  Sir  A,— Parliamen- 
tary Secrt'tary  of  the  Treasury  [Somerset, 
Wellington] 

Defence  of  the   Empire,   Opportunity  for 
Resuming  Debate  on.  May  11,  164. 

Dogs  BiU,  Date  of  taking,  May  18,  852. 

National  Telephone   Agreement,   Date   of 
Resuming   Debate  on.  May  15,  402. 

Naval   Volunteers    (Land)    Bill,    Date    of 
taking,  May  18,  852. 


Acton  Sewage  Bill 

I  2r.*  May  11,  3. 
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Register  of  Temporary  Laws,   Presented^ 
May  24,  1227. 

Aden 

Frontier  Force,  Decision  as  to  granting  of 
Medal  to. 

Q.     Sir  C.   Ras^ch;    A.     Mr.  Brod- 
rick.  May  24,  1234. 

Adjournment  of  the  House 

Sitting  suspended  on  Account  of  disorderly 
Scenes. 
Os.     Mr.  J.  Bums,  May  22,  1065  ; 
Mr.  Deputy-Speaker,  1065, 1066,. 
1071,  1072. 


Admiralty 

First  Lord — Earl  Cawdor. 

Financial  Secretary — Mr.  Pretyman. 

Millard,  Mr.,  Reason  for  Dismissal  of. 
Q.     Mr.     Lloyd-George ;    A.     Mr.    A. 
Lee,  May  19,  861,  862. 

Vote  for.  Opportunity  for  Discussion  on. 
Os,    Mr.  £.  Robertson,    May  18,  845  ; 
Mr.  Pretyman,  846. 
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c.  Com.  May  17,  631. 
Rep,^  May  17,  683. 
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Bill-Posting  on  Trees,  Gates,  etc., 
taking  Measures  to  check  Prac- 
tice of,  240-242. 

Ireland. 

Application  of  Act  to,  244. 

Expenses  incurred  under  the 
Bill,  Applying  Rate  to  De- 
fray, 243. 

Local  Authorities,  safeguanJing  Powers 
of,  242,  243. 

London — Expenses  to  be  defrayed  out 
of  Ck>nsolidated  Rate,  243. 

Scotland,  Application  of  Aet  to,  244. 

Time  Limit  for  existing  Advertise- 
ments, 239,  240 


Afghanistan 

British  AUssion  to — Agreement  with  Ainoer, 
Date  of  Tabling. 

Q.     Mr.     H.     Roberts;         A.     Mr. 

Brodrick,  May  22,  966. 
Q.     Mr.    J.    F.    HoiHN       A.     Mr. 
BrodricK,  May  24,  12:W. 

Papers  Prcsentinl,  May  22,  919,  940. 

Russian  Railway  Q^nstruction  in.  Attitude 
of  the  British  (lovemment  towanis. 
O*.     Mr.    A.   J.    Balfour,    May  11, 
79-84  ;    Sir  L.  Dilke.  95  ;"    Mr. 
Bowles,  111. 

Title    of     Ruler — Placing    Map    showing 
Frontier  in  Tea  Room,  etc. 

Q,     CoL  Legge;    A.     Mr.  Brodrick, 
May  26,  1 533. 

Africa,  South 

Garrison  in. 

Cost  of,  Charging,  on  Financies  of  the 
Colonies,  projMsed. 

08.  Mr.  J.  Walton,  May  16, 
591. 

Transixirt      Arrangements,      Railway 
Carriages  allotted,  etc. 

Q.  Gen.  Laurie ;  .4.  Mr. 
Arnold -Forster,  May  15, 
275. 


Agrarian  Offences 

Ireland,  «'^e  under  that  title. 

Returns  as  to,  for  Kiiglamt  ami  Sijotland 
propo8e<i. 

Qs.     Mr.    MacVeagh,    Mr.     Flavin  ; 
As.     Mr.    CcK'hrane,    May    25. 
1397,  1398. 
Qs.     ^Ir.  MacVeagh ;     .4*.     Mr.   S. 
Dickson.  May  25,  1398. 


Debate  in  CommiUee  [Commons],  May  17, 
631. 

Arable  Land»  Fall  in  Value  o^  etc.» 
658,  659,  67a 

Clerical  Tithes,  Injustice  of  Rating  of 
668,  669,  680. 

Grant,   AUooation  of,  660,  670,   671, 

I  678. 

Landowners,  Benefits  Confemd  on, 
by  the  BiU,  654,  655. 
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635,  645,  646,  653,  656,  662-669, 
672,  673,  677,  679-682. 

Opi)0.sition  Attitude  towards,  633, 
638,  646,  648,  653,  659,  674,  675, 
678. 

Permanent  Character  of  the  Act — 
Government  Attitude,  etc,  632- 
650. 

Personalty,  LiabiUty  of,  to  Rating  in 
same  way  as  Realty,  670. 

ReUef  of  Agricultural  Rates,  NeceHsity 
for.  (54(5,  (547,  653.  654,  667,  t>63, 
6(54,  (577. 

Royal  CommiMsiou,  Report  of,  634, 
(554,  656,  (557,  661,  662,  665,  667, 
(5(58,    672. 

Urban  Rates,  Burden  of,  650,  654,  658, 
(560-663,  066. 

Valuation  Bill,  Proposals  as  to  Intro- 
duction of,    643,   673,   674,    676^ 

677. 

Agriculture 

Nitrogen-producing    Bacteria,    Tests  and 
Experiments   with. 

Q.  CoL  Sadler ;  A.  Mr.  A.  Fellowea, 

May  11,  52. 
Q.  Mr.  Ffrench  ;   A,  Mr.  W.  Long, 
May  15,  21± 

Railway  Rates  on  Carriage  of  Produce- 
Departmental  Committee  Report^ 
Date  of  Isisuiag,  Publication  of  Evi- 
dence, etc. 

Q.  Mr.    LI.    Morgan :    A.      Mr.    A. 
Fellowes,   May  18,   737. 

Statistics,  Authority  of  Board  of  Inland 
Revenue    to    Collect. 

Q.  Sir  C.  Welby ;  A.  Mr.  V.  Caven- 
dish, May  12,  177. 

Agriculture,  Board  of 

President — Rt.  Hon.  A.  R  Fellowes. 

Forestry  Section,   Information  as   to. 
Q.  Mr.  M.  Ferguson  ;  A.  Mr.  A.  Fellowes, 
May  25,   1383. 
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^Agricnltnre  and  Technical  Instmction 
Department,  Ireland 

Hone-hreeding  Schemes,    Use  of  Hackney 
and  Welsh  Stallions,    etc 

Q.  Mr.  P.  A.  McHugh ;  A.  Mr.  W. 
Long,  May  22,  952,  953. 
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Inspectors,  Information  as  to. 

(js,  Mr.     Delany;  As,  Mr.     W.     Long, 
May  IS,  260,  292. 

^itrosen-producing  Bacteria,  Experiments 

Q,  Mr.  Ffrench;  A.  Mr.  W.  Long,  May 
IS,  272. 

Veterinary  Branch. 

Portal  Veterinary  Service — Decision  as 
to  Pay. 
Q.  Mr.    MacVeagh;  A.  Mr.    V. 
Cavendish,    May   22,   947, 
948. 

•Salaries   and   Retiring  Allowances  of 
Clerks. 
Qs.  Mr.  Nannetti ;  As.  Mr.  W. 

Long,  May  11,  33,  34,  54, 

55;  May    22,    968. 
Qs,  Zilr.  Delany,  Mr.  Nannetti, 

Mr.    O'Kelly ;  As.  Mr.   W. 

Long,  May  16,  477,  478. 
Q.  Mr.     0*Kelly;  A.  Mr.     W. 

Long,  May  17,  626. 
Q.  Mr.     J.     Devlin;     A.     Mr. 

Long,  May  2S,  1402,  1403. 

Ainsworth,  Mr.  J.  S.  [Argyll] 

Clyde,  Inconvenience  arising  from  Naval 
Vessels  Anchored  in.  May  -18,  849, 
851. 

Land  Values  Taxation  (Scotland)  Bill« 
2b.,  May  19,  866-870,  907. 

Alcohol 

Manufacturing  purposes,  for — Industrial 
Alcohol  Committee  Recommendations, 
Effect  of,  on  West  Indian  Distilling 
trade. 

Q.  Mr.     Lawrence ;      A.     Mr.     A. 
Chamberlain,  May  18,  741. 

Alexander  Scott's  Hospital  Order  Con- 
firmation Bill 

c  iR*  and  2r.*  May  12,  173. 

Con.*  May  16,  469. 

3b.*  May  18,  730. 
I.  iR.*  2r.*  and  Bep*  May  18,  727. 

3r.*  May  2S,  1350. 

Alexandra  Park  and  Palace  BiU 

l.  3R.*  May  15,  237. 
c.  1r.*  May  16,  461. 

Aliens 

Arrivals,  Departures,  etc.,  in  1904. 

Qs.  Mr.  Emmott,  Mr.  Lough,  Mr.  J. 
EUis,  Mr.  H.  Samuel;  As.  Mr.  A. 
Douglas,    May   11,   47-49. 

Immigrant  Tax  on,  in  United  States  and 
JVance. 
Q.  Sir  H.  Vincent ;  A.  Mr.  B.  Law, 
May  17,   01.3. 
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Aliens— co»<. 

Immigration  of — ^Infectious  and  Contagious 
Diseases,  Number  suffering  from,  in 
Mazch   and    April. 

Q.  Mr.   Levy;  A,  Mr.   A.   Douglas, 
May  24,  1230. 

Naturalisation  of,  from  1890  to  1904. 
Q.  Mr.    C.    Hay ;  -4.  Mr.    A.    Douglas, 
May  24,  1228,  1229. 

AUensBill 

Ports,  Names  of. 

Qs.  Mr.  John  Campbell,  Mr.  G.  Bowles  ; 
As.  Mr.  A.  Douglas,  May  24,  1239. 

Proceeding  with.  Proposals  as  to. 

Q.  Mr.    Lough;  A.  Mr.    A.    J.    Balfour, 
May  15,   .302-303. 

Alkali,  &c.>  Works  Begrolation  Acts 

Report,  Annual,  Piesented.  May  26,  1517, 
1529. 

Alkali,  &c.,  Works  Bill 

c  iR.*  May  22,  990. 

Ambrose,  Dr.  E.  [Mayo,  W.] 

Glennamaddon  Mountain,  Grazing  Rights 
on.  May  22,  951. 

Newport»(Mayo) 

Distress  in»  alleged.  May  11,  39. 

Land,  Delay  in  Disposal  of,  in  Con- 
gested Districts,  May  11,  39. 

Anderson,  Constable,  Case  of 

See  under  Constabulary,  Royal  Irish. 

Andover  Lighting  and  Power  Bill 

I.  2r.*  May  22,  918. 

Animals 

Experiments  on.  Return  as  to,  for  1904, 
Presented,  May  16,  463;  May  23, 1110. 

Anson  Sir  W.  ISi,— Secretary  to  the  Board  of 
Education  [Oxford  University] 

Attendance. 

Infants'  Departments,  Statistics  a^: 
to.  May  25,  1380. 

Medical  Certificate  in  Cases  of  Ab- 
sence, Regulations  as  to,  May 
22,  948. 

Denbighshire  Dispute — Survey  of  Schools, 
etc.,  May  25,  1396,  1397. 

Elementary  Education,  Cost  of,  in  Grant- 
ham, West  Ham,  etc..  May  25,  1382. 

Merionethshire — Refusal  of  Local  Authori- 
ties to  Carry  out-  Provisions  of 
Education  Act,  1902,  as  to  Notice 
of  Repairs,  etc.,  May  15,  291,  377, 
384,  393. 

Schools. 

Structural  Alterations  in — Duties  of 
Inspectors,  etc.,  May  15,  265. 

Voluntary  and  non -provided.  Cost 
of  Maintenance  of  (1904-5),  May 
15.  264. 
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Anson,  Sir  W.  "BL—conu 

8haw  British  School,  DeciBlon  as  to,  May 
22,  966. 

Stockton-on-Tees  Secondary  Schools,  Fees 
in.  May  IS,  758. 

Teachers. 

Pupil,  Payment  of  Grants  to,  in 
Schools  carried  on  for  Private 
Profit,  proposed,  May  11,  37. 

Registration  in  Technical  Institutes, 
May  24,  1228. 

Anthrax 

I        Jones,     Alhert,k^4^fiu$e     of — Inquiry     into 
Source  of  Infection,  etc.,  proposed. 
Q.     Mr.     Chai}ning ;     A.     Mr.     A. 
1  Douglas,  May  16,  268. 

Arbroath  Corporation  Water  Order  Con- 
firmation Bill 

c.  1b.  and  2r.*  May  12,  174. 
C(m*  May  16,  459. 
3b.*  May  IS.  730. 
1b.*  May  19,  854. 
3b.*  May  25,  1350. 

Architects  (Eegistration)  Bill 

Ifj    c.   iB.*  May  16,  307. 

Armagh 

I  School,  Roll  No.   101 — Payment  of  Salary 
to  Teacher. 
Q.     Mr.     Lonsdale;     A,     Mr.     W. 
Long,  May  15,  272. 

Army 

;    Secretary   of   State-^UU    Hon.     H      O. 
•  Arnold-Forster. 

Under  Secretary — Earl  of  Dononghmore. 

Financial  Secrttary — Mr.  W.  B.  Daven- 
port, ^ 

Artillery,  CJarrison,  Strength  of-l-Proposals 
as  to  Reduction. 

O.     Sir  C.  Dilke,  May  11,  104,  106. 

Auxiliary    Forcej*    (see   also   titles   Militia, 
Volunteers,   Yeomanry). 

Reorganisation   Proposals. 
Q.     Dr.    Thompson ;   A.     Mr.     Ar- 
[  nold-Forster,  May  16,  471. 

Submarine     Mining    Divisions,     Con- 
tinuance of  Recruiting  for. 
Q.     Mr.  Kearley;  A.     Mr.  Ar- 
-nold-Forster,  May  22,  954. 

Training     of,     to     Replace     Regular 
Forces  at  Home  in  time  of  War, 
proposed 
O.     Sir  J.  Colomb,  May  11,91. 

Connaught  Rangers — Charges  against  Ser- 
geant-M^j  or  Murphy. 
Q.     Mr.    Hayden ;    A.     Mr.    Atkin- 
son,   May   23,    1123. 

Defence  of  the  Empire,  see  that  title. 

Duncannon,    Quartering    of    Troops    at — 
Decision  as  to  Memorial. 

Q.     Mr.  Ffrench  ;  A.     Mr.   Arnold - 
Forster,    May  22,   954. 
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Enfield   Small   Arms    Factory,    9ee    under 
eub-heading  Ordnance  Factories. 

Bzpendituie,  Reduction  in. 

Necessity  for. 

Referenoes  to,  in  Debate  on 
the  Finance  Bill,  Jfoy  16^ 
604,  505,  531,  535,  538,  651, 
589,  590,  595,  602. 

Possibility  of. 

ti  0,    Haj.  Seely,  May  11,  I2& 

Foreign  and  Colonial  Defence,  Expenditure 
on. 

O.     Mr.  Lough,  May  16,  531. 

Horses — Epizootic  Lymphangitis,  eee  under 
Horses. 

Longford     Service     Corps,     alleged     Dis- 
satisfaction among  Men  in. 

Q.     Mr.  FarreU;     A.  Mr.  Arnold- 
Forster,  May  17,  615. 

Manoeuvres — Drimnagh     Castle  Demesne,. 
Claim  for  damage  to. 

Q.  Mr.  Xannetti;  A.  Mr. 
Arnold-Forster,  May  11, 
43,44. 

Medical  Corps,  Royal — Reserve  of  Civilian 
Surgeons,    proposed. 

Q.  Dr.  Thompson ;  A.  Mr. 
Amold-Forst^r,  May  16^ 
470. 

Medical    Department — Report    for     1903^ 
Presented,  May  17,  607  ;  May  18,  TTU 

Militia,    Volunteers,    Yeomanry,    see    thtHct 
titles. 

Ordnance  Factories. 

Discharges  for  Causes  other  than 
Misconduct    (1903-1905). 

Q.  Mr.  J.  Burns;  A.  Mr. 
Arnold-Forster,  May  24,. 
1236. 

Enfield  Small  Arms,  Pistols  manu- 
factured at.  Number  and  Cost  of 
(1878-1885). 

Q,  Mr.  Abel  Smith ;  A.  Mr. 
Amold-Forster,  Mam  15,. 
274. 

Pay— Banking  Agents,  Authority  for  em- 
l)loving. 

Q.  Mr.  Atherley-Jones ;  A.  Mr. 
Amold-Forster,  May  22,  953,. 
954. 

Pensions. 

Ck)x,  James,  Case  of. 

©.  Mr.  Farrell;  A.  Mr.  Amold- 
Forster,  May  17,  614. 

M'Donagh,  Private,  Case  of. 

Q.  Mr.  Hayden;  A.  Mr.  Arnold- 
Forster,  May  11,  43. 

Nolan,  James,  Case  of. 
Q.    Mr.    V.    Kennedy;       A.     Mr. 
Amold-Forster,   May  16,  30<>- 
301. 

[eont^ 
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Pistols — Enfield    Small    Anns    Factory- 
Number  and  Cost  of  Pistols  manu- 
factured ( 1878- 1 885). 
Q.    Mr.  A.  Smith  ;   A,  Mr.  Amold- 
Forster,  May  15,  274. 

Prisons,  Total  cost  of. 
Q.     Capt.    Norton ;      ^.     Mr.    Amold- 
Forster,  May  23,  1118. 

Redistribution  of.   Proposals  as  to. 
O.     Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  May  11,  77. 

Sandhurst  Royal  Military  College — De- 
cision as  to  Leaving  and  Qualifying 
Certificates. 

Q.     Mr.  S.  Ornisby-Crore ;    A.     Mr. 
Amold-Forster,  May  18,  751. 

Soldiers,  Military  Honours  at  Funerals  of. 
Q,     Mr.  Sloan  ;  A.     Mr.  Arnold-Forster, 
May  25,  1389. 

Strength  of,  Proposed  Reduction  in. 
Os.     Mr.  Reuwick,  May  11,  142;     Mr. 
A.  J.   Balfour,   154,   155;     Mr.  A. 
Chamberlain,    May    16,    594,    595; 
Mr.  Harwood,  601,  f5(>2. 

Works. 

Acts,  Expenditure  under. 

Estimated  Expenditure  for  1905-6. 

Os.     Air.  M'Crae,  May  16,  509  ; 

Mr.    Buchanan,    598-600 ; 

Mr.   A.   Chamberlain,   599. 

Objections  to  System  of. 

O.     Mr.  M*Crae,  May  16,  507. 

Expenditure  on,  Increase  in. 
O.     Sir  C.  Dilke,  May  11,  102. 

Amold-Forster,   Et.  Hon.  H.   0.— Secretary 
of  state  for  War  [Belfast,  W.] 

Africa,  South,  Garrison  in.  Transport 
Arrangements  for,  etc..  May  15,  275. 

Auxiliary  Forces. 

Reorganisation  Proposals,  May  16, 
471. 

Submarine  Mining  Divisions,  Con- 
tinuance of  Recruiting  for.  May 
22,  954. 

Crosshaven  Roads,  Damage  to,  by  Traction 
Engines  conveying  Materials  to  Gov- 
emment  Works,  May  15,  300. 

Duncannon,    Quartering    of    Troops  at 

Decision  as  to  Memorial,  May  22,  954. 

Government  Departments,  Number  of 
Ex-soldiers  employed  in.  May  23, 
1118. 

Horses — Outbreak  of  Epizootic  Lymphan- 
gitis, Precautions  against  Spreading  of. 
May  11,  40. 

Longford  Service  Corps,  alleged  Dis- 
satisfaction in.  May  17,  615. 

Manoeuvres — Drimnagh  Castle  Demesne, 
Claim  for  Damage  to.  May  11,  44. 

Medical  Corpp,  Royal— Reserve  of  Civilian 
Surgeons,  propost^d.  May  16,  470. 
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Militia   Reorganisation    Proposals — Claiuis 
of  Subaltern  Officers,  May  24,  1236. 

Ordnance  Factories. 

.  Discharges  from  (1903-1905),  May  24, 
1236. 

Enfield  Small  Arms  Factory,  Pistols 
manufaotured  at.  Number  and  Cost 
of  (1878-1885).  May  15,  274. 

Pay — Banking  Agents,  Authority  for  em- 
ploying. May  22,  954. 

Pensions. 

Cox,  James,  Case  of.  May  17,  614. 

MoDonagh,  Private,  Case  of,  May  11,. 
43. 

Nolan,  James,  Case  of.  May  15,  300. 

Prisons,  total  Cost  of,  May  23,  1118. 

Rifle    Clubs,     Grants    to — Conditions    of 
using  War  Office  Ranges,  etc..  May  24, 
1237. 

Sandhurst  Royal  Military  College — De- 
cision as  to  Leaving  and  Qualifying 
Certificates,  May  18,  751. 

Sheemess  Rifle  Practice,  Fatal  Accident 
at.  May  24,  1236. 

Soldiers,  Military  Honours  at  Funerals  of, 
May  25,  1389. 

South    African    War — Auxiliary    Forces — 
Colours — Regulations    as    to    bearing 
words,  "  South  Africa  "  on.  May  11, 
41. 

Thames  Estuary,  alleged  Pollution  of,  by 
Discharge'  of  Crude  Sewage  from 
Forts,  etc.,  at  Tilbury  and  Gravesend. 
May  25,  1375. 

Volunteers — Officers,  Injuries  to,  while 
on  Duty,  Regulations  as  to  Compensa- 
tion for.  May  23,  1116. 

War  Office  Stores — Identification  of  Con- 
tractors by  Marking  Stores,  proposed. 
May  16,  471. 

Arran,  Eaxl  of 

Sligo  National  School  Teachers,  alleged 
Refusal  of,  to  honour  Toast  of  King*8 
Health,  May  25,  1358-1359,  1360. 

Arran  Lights  South 

Sectoring  of. 
Q.     Mr.  C.  McArthur ;    A.   Mr.  B.  Law, 
May  22,  943. 

Arrol,  Sir  W.  [Ayrshire,  S.] 

Land  Values  Taxation  (Scotland)  Bill. 
2r.  May  19,  891-894,  905. 

Arondel  Port 

Account  and  Report  (1904-1905),  Pre- 
sented, May  24,  1227  ;    May  25,  1351. 
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.Ashbourne,  jMrd—l^rdChafUxUor  of  Ireland. 

Closing  of  Licensed   Premises   (Christmas 

Day)  (Ireland)  Bill,  2r.  May  23,  1106. 

Supreme    Court   of    Judicature    (Ireland) 
(No.  1)  Bill,  2b.  May  S3,  936,  937. ;_ 

Supreme    Court    of    Judicature    (Ireland) 
(No.  2)  Bill,  2b.  May  25,  1353-1354. 

. Ashton,  Mr.  T.  G.  [Bedfordshire,  Luton]   j 
Exchequer  Bonds,  proposed  new  Issue  of, 
^May  24,  1255,  1256. 

H^nanoe  Bill,  Cam.,  May  24,  1255-1267, 
1261,  1262.  I 

Naval  and  Military  Works  Loans  in 
Halifax  (N.8.),  Bermuda,  Jamaica,  and 
St  Lucia,  Period  for  Repayment  of, 
May  12,  176. 

Athenry 

Constabulary. 

Domiciliary  Visits  of — Regulations  as 
to  Hour  for  making  Visits,  etc./^ 

Qa.  Mr.  Duffy,  Mr.  Dillon; 
As.  Mr.  W.  Long,  May 
75,295,296.     fe^i|i    *m   - 

Qa.  Mr.  Dillon,  Capt.  Donelan, 
:Mr.  Blake;  As.  Mr.  W. 
Long,  May  17,  627,  628.  4- 

Qs,  Mr.  Dillon,  0,pt.  Donelan, 
Mr.  Kilbride,  Mr.  Blake,  Mr. 
Runciman,  Mr.  Clancy; 
As.  Mr.  Long,  Mr.  Deputy- 
Speaker,  May  23,  1124- 
1126. 

Force,  Strength  of. 

O.     Mr.  W.  Long,  May  18,  764. 
Q,     :Mr.    Lonsdale ;       -4.     Mr.    W. 
Long,  May  18,  765,  766.  4^  ;^ 

.Atherley-Jones.  Mr.  L.  [Durham,  N.W.j 

Army  Pay  Regulations — Authority  for 
Employing  Banking  Agents,  etc.. 
May  22,  953. 

.Athlone 

Workhouse  Disinfecting  Chamber,  Effi- 
ciency of. 

Q.     Mr.    SuUivan;       A.     Mr.    W. 
Long,  May  18,  742. 

.Atkinson,  Rt.  Hon.  J.—AUorriey-Oe^ieral  for 
Ireland  [Londonderry,  N.] 

Connaught  Rangers  —  Charges  against 
Sergeant-Major  Murphy,  May  23, 
112.3. 

Galway — Untenanted  Houses,  Legislation 
for  Dealing  with,  proiwsed.  May  23, 
1123. 

Land  Act,   1903 — Estates  Commissioners. 

Control  over  Work  of,  by  the 
Executive,  alleged,  May  25,  1455, 
1456. 

Instructions  issued  to.  May  25,  1493, 

1494. 
Purchasing     Powers     of.      May    IS, 

759. 
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Land  Purchase. 

Agreements — Protection    afforded    by 
Forms  F  and  P,  May  23,  1133; 
May  24,  1246,  1247. 
Estates     Comini  lio  lers^    Action    of. 
May  25,  1444. 

Non-Juilicid  Teiant?,  Position  of, 
under  Act  of  1903,  May  25,  1454, 
1455. 

Law  Courts — Unreasonable  Detention  of 
Persons  awaiting  trial  in  Courts  of 
Equity,   May  18,   735. 

Local  Registration  of  Title  (Ireland)  Act, 
1891,  Pojtage  incurred  under — Re- 
funding, proposed.  May  16,  47(1. 

Atlantic 

Routes    for    Tranami*jion    of    Mails    and 
Merchandise — Claims  of  Galway. 
Q,  Mr.  a  Devlin  ;  A.  Mr.  Lyttolton, 
May  25,  1391. 

Atlantic  Liners 

Post  Office  Arrcmgementa  on. 
Q.  Mr.    Nannetti;     A.     Lord    Stanley, 

May  15,  266. 
Qs.  Mr.     MacNeill;  As.  Lord     Stanley, 

May  15,  277,  278. 

Attomey-Oeneral 

Sir  22.  B,  Finlay, 

Attorney-General  for  Ireland 

Rt.  Hon,  J.  Atkimon. 

Anghrim 

Constable  Fitzgerald  and  Rev.  Father 
Coghlan,  Inquiry  into  Dispute  between, 
proposed. 

Qs.  Mr.  Roche ;  As.  Mr.  W.  Long, 
May  18,   762. 

Domiciliary  Visits  and  Alleged  Illegal 
Arrestfl  by  Police. 

08.  Mr.  J.  Redmond,  May  25,  1433 ; 

Mr.  W.  Moore.  1437.  143a 
Qa.  Mr.     Roche,     Mr.     MacVeagh; 
As.  Mr.   Long,  May  25,   1405, 
1406. 

Australia 

Merchant  Shipping.  Legislation  as  to. 

Correspondence  Relating  to,  Presented, 
May  23,  1088.    1110. 

Avebnry.  Lord 

Closing  of   Licensed   Premises   (Chriatmas, 
Day)  (Ireland)  Bill  2r.,  May  22,  8.  9; 
May  18,  729;  May  H3,  1105-1106. 

Merchant  Service— Deck  Loads,  Danger  of. 
Accidents  caused  by,  etc.,  May  26, 
1520. 

Woolwich  Borough  Council  Bill,  2r. 
May  23,   1075-1079. 

Aylesbury  Qas  Bill 

L  2r.*  May  18,  725. 

Rep.*  May  25,  1349.     ^ 
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SagOtf  Capt.  J.  F*  [Westmordland,  Kendal] 

^    Staveley  Head  Postal  Facilities,  Improye- 
ment  of,  May  26,  1376. 

Saird>  Mr.  J.  0.  A.  [Glasgow,  Central]. 

Land  Values  Taxation  [SooUand]  Bill*  2b. 
May  19,  876-878. 

Baker  Street  and  Waterloo  Bailway  Bill 

c.  3b.»  May  11,  30. 
/.  lR.»  May  12,  165. 
2e.»  May  22,  918. 

Balbriggaa  Harbour   ' 

Dredging,  Decision  as  to. 
Qs.  Mr.    Clancy;    A,     Mr.    W.    Long» 
May  22,  975.  ^^^ 

Balcaires,     Lori—Lord     of    the    Treoiury 
ijf^     ^'[Lancashire,  Chorley]  ..  ,^ 

Government  Buildings  in  Parliament 
Street,  Progress  made  with.  May  23, 
1122. 

Gwydyr  House  Extension,  Remoyal  of, 
propoHcd,  May  16,  475. 

House  of  Commons. 

Divisions,  proposals  for  signifying,  to 
Members  approaching  the  House, 
May  24,  1244. 

Illness  of  Members — Provision   made 
•ior     Telephone     Communication 
with        Westminster       Hospital, 
May  22,  965. 

Ventilation — Opening  of  Windows 
during  Divisions  proposed.  May  18, 
740. 

Richmond  Park — Method  of  Exterminating 
RabbitR,  May  18,  758. 

Balfour,  Et.  Hon.  A.  J,— Prime  Minuter  and 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  [Manchester  E.] 

Afghanistan,  Russian  Railway  Constmc- 
tion  in.  Attitude  of  the  British 
Government  towards,  May  11,  79-84- 

Agricultural  RatOi  Act,  1896,  etc..  Con- 
tinuance Bill,  Com.,  May  17,  632,  633. 

Aliens  Bill,  Pro])osals  as  to  Proceeding 
with.   May   15,   303.  ^.^ 

Army,  Reduction  in  Strength  of,  proposed. 
May  11,  154,   155.  ^^, 

Business  of  the  House,  Course  of.  May  11, 
60,  61 ;  May  16,  498,  499 ;  May  18, 
111. 

Colonial   Conference,    1906.  \, 

Conditions  of  summoning.   Terms  of 
Reference,  etc.,  May  22^  985,  986, 
,    ,  988,  989;  May  25,  1390,  1411. 

India,  Representation  of.  May  25, 
1412,   1413. 

Preferential  Schemes,  Discussion  of. 
May  25,  1413. 

Vote  of  Censure  on  the  Government, 
Granting     Day     for.     May     23, 
>,       1139  ;  May  25,  1414,  1416-1419. 
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Congested  Districts  (Scotland)  Bill— Date 
of  Taking  Second  Reading,  May  23, 
1116. 

Defence  of  the  Empire. 

Army  and  Navy,   Redistribution  oi. 
May  11,  77. 

Committee  of  Defence. 

Constitution  and  Functions  of. 
May  11,  62-65,  156-158; 
May  17,  629-631. 

Decisions  of,  Opportunity  for 
Discussing,  May  18,  774. 

Documents,  Custody  of.  May  17, 
629,  630. 

Home  Defence. 

Invasion,    Possibilities    oi,    etc. 

May  11,  66-77. 
Troops  necessary  for.  May  15, 263L 

Speech  on.  Circulation  of,  propo8e4 
May  18,  113, 

Submarine  and  Blockade  Mines,  Use 
of,  in  Time  ot  War,  May  11,  64,  65. 

fire      Esoape      Facilities— Necessity     lor 
Legislative  Measures,  May  15,  303. 

Fiscal  Policy. 

Colonial  Conference,  Discussion  att 
May    16,    496-498. 

Colonies,  Preferential  Treatment  for. 
Government  Attitude  towards. 
May  22,  986-989,  1068-1070. 

Germany — Alleged     Seizure     of     Chinese 
Port,  May  16,  500. 

Hong   Kong,    Reduction   of  Garrison  at. 
May  11,  151. 

India. 

Budget,  Date  of  taking.  May  25,  1413. 

Defence  of.  Possibilities  of  Invasion, 
etc.,  May,  11,  78-84. 

Ireland — Estimates,  Date   of  taking,  Mtt^ 
18,  776. 

Judge- Advocate-General, — Duties     of,    by 
whom  performed,  etc..  May  11,  41. 

Local  Government  Board. 

Reorganisation  Proposals,  May  18,  111* 

JStatus,  Improvement  of.  May  12,  175. 

\'ote.  Date  of  taking.  May  18,  776. 

Marine  Insurance    Bill,    Date   of   taking. 
May  16,  494. 

^lilitia  Bill,  Date  of  taking,  May  18,  776. 

Ministry    of    Commerce,    Decision    as    to 
Creation  of.  May  12,  175.  .Jg 

Motors. 

Furious   Driving. 

Fines  for.  Inadequacy  of,  alleged* 
May  15,  262. 

Titled  Personages  and  Ministers 
of  the  Crown  Fined  for. 
May  15,  261. 

Numbers  of.  Prevention  of  Fraudulent 
Shifting  of.  May  15,  261. 
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Balfour,  Et.  Hon.  A.  J.-^cont. 

Navy  Bases,   Abandonment  of,   May  11, 
160-153. 

Navy  Estimatee,  Reduction  in,  proposed. 
May  22,   986. 

Parliamentary  Agents  and  Secret  Com- 
miasions— Case  of  Messrs.  Bircham 
&  Co.,  May  11,  57-69. 

Persia,  Russian  Expansion  in.  May  11,  155. 

Pilotage  Certificatee,  Objections  to  Grant- 
ing, to  Foreigners,  May  23,  1136,  1137. 

Ritualistic     Practices,     Commission  on— 

Date  of  presenting  Report,  May  16, 495. 
St.   Lucia.   Reasons   for  Abandonment  of 

Naval  Base  at.  May  11,  77,  78,  151. 
Scottish  Church  Property  Dispute. 

Johnstone,  Lord,  Position  of.  May  25, 

1390. 
Legislative  Measures,  Proposals  as  to. 

May  22,  984. 
Solicitor-General,  Position  of.  May  23^ 
1137,  1138. 
Scottish  Churches  BiU,  Date  of  Introduc- 
tion of.   May  16,  496. 
Street  Betting  Bill,  Proposals  as  to.  May 

24,   1250. 
Trade,  Board  of— Proposals  as  to  Improv- 
ing 8taiu8  of,  May  12,  175. 
Unemployed  Workmen  Bill,  Date  of  taking. 

May  18,  774,  775. 
Vounteers  —  Re-organisation     Proposals, 
May  22.  983. 

Balfour,  Et.  Hon.  G.  W.-^r.^f  ^  p/  ^^i 

Local  Government  Board  [Leeds,  Central  J 

Agricultural  Rates  Act,  1896.  etc..  Con- 
tinuance Bill,  Com.,  May  17,  635, 
672-075. 

Burial  Grounds,  Monastic  and  Conventual, 
Number  of.  Number  sanctioned  during 
past  five  yeare,  etc..  May  16,  474. 

Education  Act,  1902,  Section  18  1  (c), 
Expenditure  charged  on  Parish  under, 
May  18,  753. 

Holbom  Borough  Council,  Audit  of 
Accounts  of— Method  of  Detecting 
Fraud,   May  15,  285-286. 

Liverpool  Smallpox  Hospitals,  Proposed 
Isolation  of,  May  25,  1380. 

Mattresses,  Manufacture  of— Regulation  of 
Materials  used,  etc.,  May  22,  944. 

Motors 

Accidents  caused  by— Identification 
of  Cars  and  Regulation  of  Speed, 
Proposals  as  to.  May  11,  50,  51. 

Electric,  Regulations  as  to  Warning  of 

Approach  by.  May  25,  1395. 
Heavy— Speed  Regulations,   May  17, 
620. 
London,  Limit  in.  May  15,  284. 

Reckless  Driving,  Prevention  of— Im- 
prisonment for  First  Offence, 
proposed,    May    24,    1243. 
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Balfour,  Et  Hon.  G.  W.— ccmi. 

Motors— conl. 

Speed  Regulations. 

Heavy  Motors,  for,  May  15,  284  ; 

May  17,  620. 
Local     Authorities    applying   for 
Powers  and  15«»«heH  opposing 
Applications,  May  16,  474; 
May  S5,  1393, 1394. 
Winchester  Application  for  Power 
to  limit  Speed,  Opposition  to. 
May  11,  61. 
Parliamentary  Agents— Commission  I»id  by- 
Messrs.  Bircham  &  Co.,  if  ay  22,  962. 
Poor  Law  Children. 

Number  in  Workhouses,  Boarded-out 
and  Emigrated  to  Canada,  May  22 
945. 
Schools,  District  and  Separate,  Number 
in.   May   22,   962. 
Regent's     Park  —  Gloucester     Gate—Re- 
housing Scheme  of  London  and  North 
Western  Railway,  May  22,  949. 
Spotted  Fever— Outbreak  in  Northampton- 
shire,    Measures     taken    to     prevent 
Spreatl  of.  May  25,  1394-1396. 
Swindon— Certification    and    Registration 
of  Holy  Rood  Roman  Catholic  Church. 
May  16,  468. 
Thames    Estuary,    Pollution   of,    by    Dis- 
charge   of    Crude    Sewage,     allegt-a. 
May  25,   1395. 
Underfed  Children,  Provision  of  MealB  for. 
Disfranchisement    of    Parent    conse- 
quent   on  receipt   of    Poor  Law 
Relief,  May  24,  1242. 
Fatherless    Children,    Assistance    to. 

May  15,  283. 
Metropolitan    Common    Poor    Funa. 
Charge  upon.  Proposed,  May  i-j. 
283. 
Unemployed  Workmen  Bill,  Local  Bodies 
to  administer,   proposed  Number  of. 
etc.,  May  24,  1242. 
Vaccination— Regulations    as    to    Size   of 
Scar,  Amendment  of,  propo8ed,3foy  U, 
740. 
Workhouses,  Children  in.  May  22,  945. 

Balfour  of  Burleigli,  Lord 

Advertisements    Regulation     BiU,    Com-. 
May    15,    239,  241-244. 

Ballinlongliane  tv^u^ 

Fishing  Nets,  Seizure  of.  Invasion  of  Fishutg 
Rights,  etc.  ,     ,„  » 

Q.  Mr.  C.  DevUn  ;   A.  Mr.  W.  Long. 
May  22,  980. 

Ballydonlan 

Mahou  Estate. 

Disposal  of  Lands  to  Mr.  Rothwell,  etc. 
Qs.     Mr.  Roche  ;   Aa.   Mr.  W.  Long, 
Jlfay   16,    490. 
Shea,  M.,  Purehase  Agreement  of. 
Q.     Mr.  Roche;  A.    Mr.  W.  Long. 
May  16,  490,  491. 
Untenanted  I^nds,  Application  as  tv. 
Qs.     Mr.    Roche,    Mr.    MacVeagh ; 
Aa.     Mr.    W.    towr.    Matt   24 
»  1249. 
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3allymaoward 

Outrages  on  Farm  of  P.  Costello. 

0$,    Mr.  a  Craig,  May  25,  1462. 

Compensation  paid  for, 
e.    Mr.    C.    Craig;    A.    Mr.    W. 
Long,  May  18,  764. 

^allymena 

Labourers'     Cottages,     Reason     for     Re- 
jection of  Applications  for. 
Q.    Mr.  C.  Craig  M.    Mr.  W.  Long, 
May  18,  743.  {  .,..j  J 

School  Accommodation,  Decision  as  to. 
Qs,    Mr.    Sloan;    As,    Mr.    W.    Long, 
May  19,  864 ;  May  26,  1535,  1536. 

Banbnry,  Sir  F.  0.  [Camberwell,  Peckham] 

Exchequer  Bonds,  New  Issue  o^  Con- 
ditions of,  May  24,  1265. 

Finance  Bill,  Cam,,  May  24,^1265,  1266. 

Gibraltar  Cold  Meat  Store— Allocation 
of  Cost  between  War  Office  and 
Admiralty,   May  18,   830.  J  ^ 

Hammersmith,  City  and^North  East 
London  Railway  Bill,  Standing  Orders 
not  complied  with— Motion  to  refer 
Bill  back  to  Select  Committee,  May 
11,  135,  136.  * 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  [Sunday] 
Bilh  2r.  May  26,  1549-1554. 

Vehicles'  Lights  BiU,  2r,  May  12,  191- 
194. 

•*  Banflfshire,"  Trawler 

Loss  of.  Inquiry  into  Circumstances  of. 
(h     Lord  Muskerry,  J/ay  18,  729. 

Bangor  (County  Down)  Water  an4  Im- 
provement  BiU 

I.  Rep*  May  22,   917. 
3r.*  May  26,   1514. 
c.  iR.*  May  26,   1528. 

Banking 

Ireland— Statistics— Report  for  December, 
1904,  Presented,  May  15,  239,  257. 

Bankruptcy 

Proceedings,  1905— Accounts  Showing  re- 
ceipts and  Expenditure  on  Account 
of.  Presented,  May  11,  6. 

B.inn  Biver 

Drainage  Schemes,  Expenditure  on,  and 
Failure  of,  alleged. 

Os,  Mr.  Jas.  O'Connor,  May  24, 
1318  ;  Mr.  Jno.  O'Connor,  1328  ; 
.Air.  C.  Craig,  1331;  Mr.  W. 
Long,  1341. 

Banogue 

Schools,  Reason  for  Amalgamation  of. 
Q.     Mr.   Lundon;  A.     Mr.   Long,   May 
25,   1399. 
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Barrow  Biver 

Drainage   Schemes,    Expenditure   on  and 


Failure  of,  alleged. 
0«.     Mr.   Jas.   O'Connor,   May  24, 
1318 ;  Mr.  Jno.  0'Conuor,n325  ; 
Mr.  W.  Long,   1341  ;  Mr.  Kil- 
bride,* 1341,  1345. 

Barrymore  Estate  Bill 

I  Hep,*  May  25,  1349. 

Bartley,  Sir  G.  C.  T,  [isUngton,  N.] 

Agricultural  Rates  Act,  1896,  etc..  Con- 
tinuance Bill,  Com,,  May  17,  646. 

Exchequer  Bonds,  New  Issue  oU  Con- 
ditions of.  May  24,  1268. 

Expenditure,  Increase  in,  Financial  {Poei- 
tion  of  the  Country,  etc..  May  16, 
648-551.  ♦ 

« 

Finance  BiU,  2b.,  May  16,  548 ;  Com.,  May 
23,  1209-1211,  1212  ;  May  24,  1264. 

Income  Tax,  Graduation  of,  «>ropoaed. 
May  23,  1210,  1211.  ^^ 

National  Debt. 

Reduction  of.  Effected  this  Year,  ifav 
22,  958. 

Reduction    of.    Provision    made    for 
May  24,  1269,  1270. 

Point  of  Order,  member  rising  to,' May  16, 
488. 

Rating  of  Government  Property,  Increase 
in  Estimates  due  to.  May  15,  290. 

Unemployed  Workmen  BiU,  Proposals  as 
to.  May  18,  775. 

Basingstoke  and  Alton  Light  Bailway 
(Speed  Amendment) 

Order  Presented,  May  26,  1516,  1530. 

Bayley,  Mr.  T.  [Derbyshire,  Chesterfield] 

Liverpool  Smallpox  Hospitals,  Proposed 
isolation  of,    May  25,    1379-1380. 

Beach,  Eight  Hon.  Sir  M.  H.  [Bristol,  w.] 

Finance  Bill,   Com,,  May  24,  1287. 

Beaumont,  Mr.  W.  C.  B.    [Northumberland 
Hexhamj. 

Transvaal— Chinese  Labour— Regulations 
as  to  Corporal  Punishment.  Number 
of  Sentencefi,  etc..  May  15,  273.      y^j 

Beer 

Duty  on. 

Effect  of,  on  the''Consumer,  Supply  of 
Deleterious  Articles,   etc. 
Os.  Mr.  Whitley.  May  23, 1176 ; 

Mr.  A. ^Chamberlain,  1177, 
1178. 

Yield  of,  in  1900,  and  1904. 

Oa,  Mr.  Lough,  May  23,^.175,  1176  ; 
Mr.  A.  Chamberlain,  1177. 
Manufacture  of. 

Analyses   of  Ingredients,   Results  of. 
Q.  Dr.     Hutchinson  ;     A,  Mr.      A. 
Chamberlain,    May  22,   956. 

[cOTit. 
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Beer— eonL 

Muinfacture  of^-eaiit. 

Materials  used  in.  Cautions  as  to. 
Issued  by  Board  of  Inland 
Revenue. 

Q,  Dr.  Hutchinson ;  A.  Mr.  A. 
Chamberlain,  May  23, 
1115. 

HeUBMt 

Constabulary— Medical     Attendance,     De- 
cision as  to. 

Qs.  Mr.  Sloan ;  As,  Mr.  Long,  May  23, 
1134. 

Belper,  Lord 

Advertisements  Regulation  Bill,  Cam., 
May  15,  240,  242. 

Workmen's  Compensation  Bill,  Bep.,  May 
22,  932-933. 

BeU,  Mr.  B.  [Oerby] 

Railway  Accidents— Copy  Pit— Number 
of  Accidents  in  District  in  past  Three 
Years,  May  15,  282. 

Beltnrbet 

Postal  Facilities,  Improvement  of,  proposed. 
Q.  Mr.  V.  Kennedy;  A.  Lord  Stanley, 
May  16,  493. 

Benn,  Mr.  J.  W.  [Devonport] 

Agricultural  Rates  Act,  1896,  etc..  Con- 
tinuance Bill,  Com,,  May  17,  665, 
666. 

Gwydyr  House  Extension,  Removal  of, 
proposed.  May  16,  475. 

Holbom  Borough  Council,  Audit  of 
Accounts  of— Method  of  Detecting 
Fraud,  etc..  May  15,  286,  286. 

Humphrey  Williams  Charity  (Kent  Street 
Estate),  Administration  of.  May  11, 
53. 


Bhownaggree,  Sir  M.  M.  [Bethnal  Green,, 

N.K.] 

India,  Malarial  Diseases  in — Experimenting 
with  Mexican  Remedy,  proposed.. 
May  23,  1119. 

Supply  of  Electricity  Bill,  Proposals  as  t<j» 
May  15,  281. 

Tibet  Convention,  Information  as  to,. 
May  15,  276. 

Transvaal — Representative  Institutionsi — 
Admission  of  British  Indiana  to^ 
Franchise,  proposed.  May  18,  735. 

BigWOOdi  Mr*  J.  [Middlesex,  Brentford] 

Vehicles*    Lights   BiU,      2r  ,    May    12,. 
181-184,  216. 

Bill,  Mr.  C.  [Staffordshire,  Leek] 

Education — Schools,  Structural  Alteratiun> 
in — Duties  of  Inspectors,  etc..  May  15r 
265. 

Gibraltar  Cold  Meat  Store — Allocation  of 
Cost  between  War  Office  and  Ad- 
miralty, May  18,  827,  832. 

Reformatory  and  Industrial  Schools  Com- 
mittee, Terms  of  Reference  to,  May^ 
15,  268. 


Bingham  Estate 

Eviction  of  Antony  Loftus,   Informaticu 
as  to. 

Q.    Mr.  C.  O'KeUy ;  A.     Mr.  Waltt  i 
Long,  May  15,  293. 

Birmingham  Corporation  Bill 

I.  2b.  ♦  May  11,  3. 

Births 

Ireland,  Information  as  to. 

Q.     Mr.    O'Mara;    A.     Mr.    W.    Ltug. 
May  15,  259. 


Navy— Shipbuilding,  Policy  as  to,  May  18,  \  Bishopric  of  Bristol  Bill 
809,   810,  851. 


Parliament,  Houses  of— Basis  of  Valuation 
for  Rating,  May  15,  289-291. 

Parliamentary   Agents    and    Secret    Com- 
missions. 

Bircham  &  Co.,  Messrs. ,  Case  of.  May  11, 
57-59 ;  May  15,  286,  287,  289 ; 
May  22,  962. 

Maurice,  Mr.  B.,  Emoluments  and 
Appointment  of.  May  18,  756. 

Berkshire 

Charities,    Inquiry    into.    Return    as    to 
Results  of.  Presented,  May  15,  268. 

Bermuda 

Naval  and  Military  Works  Loans,  ireriod 
for  Repayment  of. 
Q   Mr.  Ashton;  A.  ]tfr.   V.   Caven- 
dish, May  12,  176. 

Report,  Annual,  Presented,  May  22,  919 ; 
May  23,   1110. 


c.  lR.»  May  22,  939. 

Black.  Mr.  A.  W.   [Banffshire] 

Navy. 

Bases. 

Abandonment  of,  Policy  of,  May 
18,  807. 

Rosyth  Base  Site,  Costof— E.\- 
cessive  Price  paid,  etc.,  Matj 
18,  808. 

Volunteer  Reserve — Batteries  in  tit* 
Western  Highlands,  Erection  cf 
— Progress  of  Scheme,  May  IS, 
808. 

Scottish  Church  Property  Dispute — Posi- 
tion of  Lord  Johnstone,  May  25,  1390. 

Wei-hai-wei,  Dredging  at^  Reasons  for 
Expenditure  on,  etc..  May  18,  809, 
816 
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Blake,  Mr.  E.  [Longford,  S.1 

Canada,  Defence  of.  Possibility  of  In- 
vasion by  the  United  States,  etc.. 
May  16,  553-567. 

Constabulary — Domiciliary  Visits,  Regu- 
lations as  to.  May  17 y  628 ;  May  23, 
1125. 

Expenditure,  Growth  of.  Cabinet  Re- 
sponsibility, etc..  May  16,  551-553. 

Finance  BiU,  2b.  May  16,  551. 

Goyemment  Ships  Bill,  2b.  May  17,  692. 

India,  Defence  of.  Possibility  of  Invasion, 
etc.  ;  May  16,  553. 

Invasion,  Possibility  of.  May  16,  553. 

Land  Purchase,  Ireland — Action  of  Es- 
tates Commi<«sioners,  May  25,  1445. 

National  Telephone  Company,  Agreement 
with.  May  22,  1011. 

Blake.  Late  Mrs.  Helen 

Next-of-kin,    Inquiries  as  to — Cost,    Sums 
allowed  out  of  Elstate  for,  etc. 
Qa.     Mr.   C.   O'Kelly;  As,     Mr.  V. 
Cavendish,  May  17,  611,  612; 
May  22,  983. 

Bligh  Estate 

Sale    of    —    Alleged    Pressure    put    upon 
Tenants,  Case  of  Mr.  P.  O'Keefe,  etc. 
Q     Mr.    J.    Devlin;    A.     Mr.    W. 
Long,  May  15,  294. 

Boland,  Mr.  J.  [Kerry,  S.] 

Cahirdaniel  Postal  Facilities,  Improve- 
ment of,  proposed,  May  19,  860. 

Education. 

Needlework  Instruction  in  Mixed 
Schools  under  a  Master,  Provision 
for.  May  24,   1245. 

Schools  under  Management  of  Religious 
Sects.  Number  of.  May  24,  1246. 

Forestry. 

Afforestation  Association,  Encourage- 
ment of.  May  11,  54. 

Arbor  Day  Celebration,  Proposals  as 
to,  May  16,  492. 

Glen  Marine  Works,  Decision  as  to.  May 
24,    1247. 

Kerry. 

Fishing  Boats — Number  insured  under 
New  Scheme,  May  22,  967,  968. 

Technical  Instruction  Proposals,  May 
23,  1123. 

Land  Purchase  Payments — Remission  of 
Poundage  Rates  on  Postal  Orders, 
proposed,  May  22,  978. 

O'Connell  Estate  —  Reinstatement  Ap- 
plications from  P.  O'Neill  and  D. 
O'Connell.  May  19,  862. 

Sneem 

Carriage  6i  Goods  to.  May  22,  966,  967. 

Postal  Facilities,  Improvement  of, 
May  23,  1135. 
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Trawling,  Illegal,  Prevention  of,  on  Irish- 
Coast,  May  24,  1248. 

Warden  Estate — Delay  in  Reinstatement 
of  Evicted  Tenants,  May  16,  478. 

Waterville  Steam  Laundry,  Advance  of 
Loan  for  establishing,  proposed.  May- 
23,  1123. 


Bolton  Corporation  Bill 

c.  Rep*  May  22,  939. 
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Bosoawen,  Maj.  A.  O.KKent,  Tunbridge] 

Humphrey  Williams  Charity  (Kent  Street 
Estate),  Administration  of.  May  11, 
53. 

MUitia— Service  Abroad  (1899-1902),  Re- 
turn as  to,  proposed.  May  18,  761. 

Militia  Bill,  Date  of  taking,  May   18,   776. 

Railways,    Light — Number    constructed, 
etc..  May  18,  754. 

Boomemouth 

Cost  of  Elementary  Education  at.  Ma:/  25,. 
1381-1382. 

Bowles,  Mr.  T.  0.  [Lynn  Regis] 

Afghanistan,  Rusirian  Railway  Construc- 
tion in,  May  11,  111. 

Agricultural  Rates  Act,  1896,  etc.,  C  .;:i- 
tinuance  Bill,  Com.  May  17.  643,  044. 

Aliens  Bill— Names  of  Ports,  May  24,  1239. 

Defence  of  the  Empire. 

Committee  of  Defence,  Constitution  of. 

Regulations  as  to  Custody  cf 
Documentf,  etc.,  May  11, 
115-117;     May  17,  628-631. 

Invasion,  Possibility  of,  May  11,  110, 
111. 

Exchequer  Bonds,  New  Issue  of.  Condi- 
tions of.  May  24,  1266. 

Finance  Bill,  2r.  May  16,  509,  512 ;  Com., 
May  22,  1030;  May  23,  1152-1154; 
May  24,  1200.  1265-1267,  1280-1282. 
1286. 

Government  Ships  Bill,  2b.  May  17,  688, 
689,  692. 

Motors. 

Accidents  caused  by — ^Identification  of 
Cars — Increase  of  Size  of  Numbers 
proposed.  May  11,  51. 

Speed  Regulations — Applications  from 
Local  Authorities,  May  25,  1393. 

National  Debt. 

Capital  Ex|)enditure  incurred  for 
Works,  Borrowing  Powers  of  the 
Government,  etc..  May  16,  51 U 
612. 

Funded  am'  Unfunded  Debts,  Position 
of.  May  16,  509. 

Sinking  Fund,  Inadequacy  of.  May  24, 
1281. 
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Bowles,  Mr.  T.  0.— coiit 

Navy. 

Baiies,  Abandonment  of,  Objections  to, 

MaylU  112,  113. 
Jamaica,  Naval  Official  Residence  at, 
Estimate  for,  May  18,  782. 

Obsolete  Ships,  Elimination  of.  May  11, 
113. 

Rosyth  Base. 

Abandonment  of.  Proposals  as  to. 
May  11,  113-115;  May  18, 
781. 

Expenditure  on.  Information  an 
to — Limiting  Expenditure  to 
£200,000,  etc..  May  18,  780- 
782,  789,  790. 

Works  Department  and  Works  Loans 
Department,  Proposals  as  to 
Amalgamation  of.  May  18,  782. 

Parliamentary  Agents  and  Secret  Com- 
missions— Case  of  Messrs.  Bircham  & 
Co.,  May  11,  58  ;   May  15,  286,  287. 

Revenue  and  Ex})enditure— Interceptions 
of  Revenue,  May  24,  1280-1282. 

Somaliland  Peace  Negotiations,  Tabling, 
etc.,  May  15,  276. 

Sugar — Price  of.  May  24,  1243. 

Taxation,     Incidence  of,  Appointment  of. 

Committee     to     consider,     proposed, 

May  23,  1152-1154. 

Telephone  »Service — Agreement  with  Na- 
tional Telephone  Company,  May  22, 
1007,  1008. 

Transvaal  War  Contribution  Loan,  May  16, 
514. 

Wei-hai-Wei.  Dredging  at.  Reasons  ior 
Exjjenditure  on,  etc..  May  18,  813. 

firaye,  Lord 

Advertisements  liegulation  Bill,  Com. 
May  15,  241. 

Brentwood  Qas  BiU 

/.  2r.*  May  11,  3. 
Bep.*  May  25,  1349. 

Brigg.  Mr.  J.  [York,  W.  K.  KeighleyJ 

Vehicles'  Lights  Bill.  2r..  May  12,  198- 
199. 

Bright  Mr.  A.  H-— [Shropshire,  OwcHtry] 

Wei-hai-Wei,  Dredging  at.  Reasons  for 
Expenditure  on,  etc..  May  18,  811, 
812. 

Bristol. 

t'ost  and  Telegraph  Office  Staff — Status 
of  Timekeepers. 

Q,     Mr.    C.    Hobhouse;     A.     Lorrl 
Stanley,  May  11,  36. 

Bristol  Corporation  Bill. 

I.  2r*  May  18,  726. 
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Brodriok,  Et.  Hon.  St  John -'Secretory  c/ 

State  for  India  [Surrey,  Guildford] 

Aden  Frontier  Force,  Granting  of  Medal 
to.  May  24,  12^4. 

Administration — Judicial  and  Ezeoutive 
Functions,  Separation  of.  May  25, 1387. 

Afghanistan. 

Agreement  with  Ameer,  Date  of 
Tabling,  May  22,  ^56,  May  24, 
1238. 

Title  of  Ruler,  Placing  Biap  showing 
Frontier  in  l*ea  Room,  etc.,  May 
26,  1533 

Army. 

Administration,  Correspondence  od — 

Date  of  Tabling,   etc..   May  17, 

617. 

Officers,     Transfer     ci — Payment     of 

Travelling  Expenses,  May  15, 269. 

British  Indian  Trading  Rights  in  Soatii 
Africa — Protest  against  Proposed 
Legislaton  etc..  May  24, 1234. 

Calcutta  High  Court — Case  of  Imperator  v. 
A,  C.  Rolt — Tabling  of  Papers,  pro- 
posea.  May  11,  38. 

Earthquaike  Fatality — Goorkas,  Question 
as  to  Compensation  for.  May  2S,  1119- 

Education — Srinagar,  Troposals  aa  to 
Establisnment  of  College  at.  May  24, 
1234. 

Hooghly  Gaol — Summary  Procedure  in 
Case  of  >yoom  Khan,  alleged,  if  ay  11, 
38. 

Malarial  Diseases — Experimenting  with 
Mexican  Remedy,  proposed.  May  2S, 
1120. 

Plague — Deaths  from  (January,  Febmary, 
and  March),  May  12, 178;  May  22,  956. 

Telegraph  Service — Progress  of  jExtensioD 
to  Teheran,  Maj  25,  1386. 

Tibet  Convention,  Information  as  to.  May 
15,  275-276. 

Broinpton.    Chatham,    Gillingham,     and 
Rochester  Water  Bill 

c.  Lords' Amendments  Co.i.*  May  12,  173. 

Bryce,  Rt.  Hon.  J.— [Aberdeen,  S.] 
Defence  of  the  Empire. 

Committee  of  Defence,    Decisions    of. 

Opportunity  for  Discussing,  Mag 

18,  774. 
Invasion,  Possibilities  of.  May  11, 108. 

Education — Shaw  British  School,  Deoision 

as  to.  May  22,  966. 
India,  Defence  of,  possibility  of  Invasion, 

etc..  May  11,  109,  110. 
Scottish    Church    Projierty   Dispute — Pro 

posals    as    to    Legislative    Measuree, 

May  22,  9S4. 
Vehicles'   Lights  Bill,   2r.,   May  12,  214- 

216. 

Weat  Indies   (Government,   Form  of — Ad 
ministrative  Federation  proposed,  Maj 
17,  700,  711. 
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Buohanan,  Mr.  T.  B.  [Perbhshire,  E.] 

ESxpenditurOy  Increase  in,  GrOTemmeut 
Policy,  etc..  May  16,  698>601. 

Unanoe  Bill,  2b.,  May  16^  598;  Com., 
May  23,  1178. 

MJanafactuies,  Board  of — Decision  as  to 
Beoommendations  of  Committee,  May 
16,  476. 

Military  Works  Act,  Estimated  Expendi- 
ture under,  for  1905-6,  May  16,  528- 
600. 

Navy. 

Bases,  Abandonment  of,  Policy  of. 
May  18,  795,  790. 

Coaling  Stations,  Expenditure  on. 
Reasons  for  Removal  of,  from 
the  Estimates,  May  18,  793. 

Dockyards  —  Chatham  Extension 
Works,  Expenditure  on,  May  18, 
792. 

Rosyth  Base,  Expenditure  on — ^Limit- 
ing to  £200,000,  etc.,  May  18, 
791. 

Works. 

Acts,  Expenditure  under — Esti- 
mated Expenditure  for  1905- 
6;  Information  as  to.  May 
16,  598-600;  May  18,  792, 
793 

Louis  for.  Objections  to  System 
of,'  May  18,  793,  794. 

Navy  Estimates — Items  placed  sometimes  on 
the  Votes  and  sometimes  on  Works 
Loans  Acts — Canfusion  arising  from 
Lojs  of  House  of  Commons  Control, 
etc..  May  18,  792-795. 

Portsmouth,  Church  ^and  Parsonage  at, 
Purehase  of — Rciasons  for  Placing 
Charge  on  the  Works  Loans,  May  18, 
794,  796. 

Scottish  Church  Property  Dispute. 

Legislative  Measures*  Proposals  as  to. 
May  22,  984. 

Solicitor-General,  Position  of.  May  23, 
1137. 

Scottish  Churches  Bill,  Diite  of  Introduction 
of.  May  16,  496. 

Sheep  Scab — Postponement  of  Regulation 
of  Movement  Order,  May  24,  i24L 

Taxation — ^War  Taxes,  Policy  of  Retaining, 
m  Times  of  Peace,  May  23,  1178. 

Vehicles  Lights  Bill,  2i„  May  12, 
194,  195. 

Budget 

Protectionist  Character  of. 
0«.  Mr.  Soares,  May  16,  691-594. 

Bnrgholere,  Lord 

Public  Meetings  (Facilities)  Bill,  2b.  May 
23,  1089-1096,   1097,   1103-1104. 
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Banal  Orounds 

Monastic  and  Conventual,    Number    of— « 
Number  Sanctioned  During  Past  Five 
Years,  etc. 
Q,  Mr.    Sloan,    Mr.    J.    0*Connor: 
A.  Mr.   A.   Douglas,   May  11, 
47. 
Q,  Mr.  Sloan;    A,  Mr.  O.  Balfour, 
May  16,  474. 

Burke,  llr.E.  H.  [King's  County,  Tullamore] 

Limerick — ^Malicious  Destruction  of  Hay, 
Compensation  Claims  for — ^Investiga- 
tion ol  alleged  Statement  of  Hrad 
Constable,  May  25,  1464,  1466. 

Westport — Roman  Catholic  Clergvman  as- 
saulted by  Bible-reader,  May  26, 
1462. 

Boms,  Xr.  J.  [Battersea] 

Army  Ordnance  Factories — Discharges 
(1903-1906),  May  24,  1236. 

Navy  Dockyards — ^Discharges  since  June, 
1903,  May  16,  464. 

Bofliness  of  the  House 

Colonial  Conference — ^Personal  Explanation 
demanded  from  Prime  Minister — 
Refusal  of  House  to  hefltf  Colonial 
Secretary,  May  22,  1061-1072, 

Course  of. 
Oa,  Sir  H.  Campbell  -  Bannerman,  Mr. 
A.  J.  Bilfour,  Mr.  K.  Hardie,  Sir 
E.  Strachey,  May  11,  60,^  61 ;  *ir 
H.  Campbell-Ban  .lerman,*  Mr.  A. 
J.  Bilfour,^Mr.  A.  Stanley,  Mr.  K. 
Hariie,  Mr.  J.  Rsdmand,  Mr.  T. 
Taylor,  Mr.  Crooks,  Mr.  Deputy- 
Speakar,  May  16,  498-500;  Sir  H. 
Fowler,  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Miy  18, 
111. 

Batter 

Irish,  Djlay  in  Transit  of — Inquiry  iato 
Limerick   caie,    proposed. 

Q,  Mr.   Joyce;    A,  Mr.    W.    Long, 
May  18,  766. 

Buxton,  Mr.  8.  C.  [lower  Hamlets,  Poplar]' 

Exchequer  Bonds,  New  Issue  of.  Conditions 
of.  May  24,  1267. 

Finance  Bill,  2b.   May  16,  616;      Cam, 
May  23,  1144-1146,  1209;    May  24, 
1267, 1268. 

Income-Tax,  Graduation  of,  propojed. 
May  23,   1209. 

National  Debt,  Poaition  of.  Proposals  as 
to  Reduction,  etc..  May  16,  616-618. 

Somaliland  Peace  Negotiations. 

Italian  Government  and  Mullah, Tieaty 
between.  May  16,  517,  618. 

Progress  of.  May  16,  276. 

Taxation — War  Taxes,  Objections  to  Con- 
tinuing, in  Times  of  Peace,  May  23, 
1144-1146. 

Transvaal  Mines — ^Native  Labour  Recruit- 
ing— Circular  of  Witwatersrand  Native 
Labour  Association,  May  17,  616. 
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CSahirdaniel 

Poatal    Facilities,    ImproTement   of,    pro- 
posed. 
Q,  Mr.  Boland ;    A,  Lord  Stanley,  May 
J9,  860,  801. 
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Canals  Bill 

c  Order  for  Second  Reading  read  and  dis- 


CaldweU,Mr.  J.  LLanark,  Mid.] 

Finance  Bill,  2r.  May  16,  401-402. 

Grants  to  Scotland,  Information  as  to.  May 
12,  176. 

Land  Values  Taxation  (Scotland)  Bill,  2r. 
May  19,  897,  908,  909. 

Caledonian  Bailway  Bill 

e.  Rep.,  May  25,  1369. 

Campbell,  Mr.  John  [Armagh,  s.] 

AUens  Bill— Names  of  Ports,  May  24,  1239. 

Irish  Language  in  Schools,  Delay  in  Pay- 
ment for  Teaching,  May  18,  761. 

Vernersbridge  Postman,  Charges  against. 
May  15,  299. 

Campbell-Bannerman,  Et  Hon.  Sir  H.— 

[Stirling  Burghs] 

Business  of  the  House,  Course  of.  May  11, 
60 ;   May  16,  498. 

Colonial  Conference,  1906,  Conditions  of 
Summoning,  Terms  of  Reference, 
etc..  May  22,  989,  990,  1057,  1058. 

Vote  of  Censure  on 'the  Government, 
Granting  day  for,  May  23,  1138 ; 
May  25,  1413,  1415,  1416,  1418. 

Defence  of  the  Empire. 

Committee    of    Defence,    Duties    and 
^  Functions  of.  May  11,  85. 

Forces  required  for.  Information  as  to, 
:  May  11,  87. 

Invasion,  Possibilities  of.  May  11,  85- 

87. 

Fiscal  Policy — Preferential  Treatment  for 
Colonics,  Government  Attitude  to- 
wards, May  22,  986-990,  1054-1060. 

India,  Defence  of.  Possibility  of  Invasion, 
etc..  May  11,  87. 

Campbeltown  and    Macrihanish    Light 
Bailway 

Order  Presented,  May  26,  1516,  1530. 

Camperdown,  Earl  of 

Advertisements  Regulation  Bill,  Com,, 
May  15,  240,  242. 

Canada 

Colonial  Stock  Act  of  1900,  Extension  of,  to, 
proposed. 
Q,     Sir    A.     Henderson ;     A.     Mr. 
Lyttelton,  May  18,  748. 

Defence  of,  Possibility  of  Invasijn  by  the 
United  States,  etc. 
0«.     Mr.  Blake,  May  16,  553- 
557. 

Halifax  Dock,  see  Halifax. 

Postage  rate  to — Submitting  Question  to 
Colonial  Conference,  proposed. 

Q.     Mr.  C.  Devlin  ;   A.     Lord  Stan- 
ley,  May  25,  1377. 
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charged,  and  Bill  withdrawn.  May  26, 
1536. 

Canary  lalandfl 

Coasting  Trade  closed  to  British  Ships  by 
Spanish  Government. 
Oa,     Lord  Muskerry,  May  22,  923  ; 
Marquess  of   Lansdowne»    929, 
930. 

Canterbury,  Archbishop  of 

Public  Meetings  (Facilities)  Bill,  2b.  May 
23,  1095-1099,  1104. 

Transvaal,  Chinese  Labour  in.  Working  of 
Experiment,  etc..  May  16,  438-442. 

Cape  Colony 

British  Indians  in.  Effect  on,  of  Colonia  IBill 
as  to  Languages. 

Q8.  Mr.Runoiman ;  Aa,  Mr.Lyttel- 
ton.  May  17,  614;  May  24, 
1234. 

Cappatagle 

Dunne,  Rev.  Father,  Transfer  of,  to  Bally- 
macward.  Application    to    Police    for 
Band  to  accompany,  etc. 
Q,     Mr.  Roche ;   A,     Mr.  W.  Long, 
May  16,  490. 
Proclaimed    Mooting — Action    of    Police, 
alleged  Assault  on  Member  for   East 
Galway. 

Os.  Mr.  Roche,  Mr.  Churchill,  Mr. 
Deputy-Speaker,  Mr.  Dillon, 
Mr.  W.  Long,  May  15,  303-305. 
Qs.  Mr.  Roche,  Mr.  Dillon,  Mr.  J. 
Rcnlmond,  Mr.  Kilbride ;  At. 
Mr.  W.  Long,  Mr.  Deputy- 
Speaker,  May  15,  301,  302. 
Q.     Mr.  Roche;   A.    Mr.  W.  Long, 

May  17,  608. 
Qa,     Mr.  Roche,  Mr.  J.  Redmond; 
Aa,    Mr.  Deputy-Speaker,  Mr. 
W.  Long,  May  18,  771,  7?2. 
Q.     Mr.  Roche;   A,    Mr.  W.  Long, 
May  23,  1129. 

Garland 

National  School,  Reason  for  Withdrawal  of 
Grant  from. 

Q,     Mr.  Sloan;  A,     Mr.  W.  Long, 
May  S4,  1248. 

Camtall 

National  School  Teacher — Action  of  Mies 
R.  Sweeny  against  Mr.  W.  Coote — Re- 
tention as  Justice  of  the  Peace,  etc. 
Qa.    Mr.    Reddy,    Mr.    DiUon,    Mr. 
T.  W.  Russell;    Aa.  Mr.  Long. 
Mr.  Deputy-Speaker,    May  23, 
1127,  1128. 
Qa,    Mr.   Dillon ;    Aa.      Mr.  hong. 
May  25,  1406,  1407. 

Camtougher 

Meeting — Speeches     of     Tirkane     School 
Teacher,  etc. 

Q.    Mr.     Sloap ;      A*    Mr.     Long, 
May  25,  1409. 
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Carrington.  Earl 

TransvsAl,  Chinese  Labour  in«  Working  of 
Experiment^  etc..  May  16,  431-4?8. 

Woolwich  Boroagh  Council  Bill,  2r.  May 
S3,  1080-1083. 

Carrowkeel 

I^x>c]aimed  Meeting,  Information  as  to. 
Qs,    Mr.  C.   Devlin,  Mr.  J.   Redmond, 

Mr.  Dillon,  Mr.  P.   O'Brien,  Capt. 

Donelan;    As.  Mr.  W.  Long,  May 

22,  96a-971. 
Qs,    Mr.  C.  Devlin ;   A9,    Mr.  W.  Long, 

May  25, 1403. 
* 

Canston,  Kr.  £.  K.  [Southwark,  w.] 

Customs  Watchers,  Concessions  in  answer 
to  Petition  from.  May  i5,  291 ;  May 
22,  964,  965. 


Cavendiflh,  Mr.  C.  V.  W— Financial  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury  [Derbyshire,  W.] 

Blake,  Late  Mrs.  Helen,  Inquiries  as  to 
Next-of-kin  of— Cost,  Sum  allowed 
out  of  Estate  for,  etc..  May  17^  612 ; 
May  22,  983. 

^    Civil  Service. 

Abstractor  Clerks. 

I«ave,  Annual,  and  Annual  In- 
crements of  Assistant  Clerks, 
Increase  in.  May  23,  1114. 

Memorial  from.  Decision  as  to. 
May  11,  62. 

Position  of,  under  New  Scheme, 
May  19,  865. 

Promotion,  Regulations  as  to. 
May  26,  1632. 

Expenditure  on.  Increase  in.  May  16, 
618-626. 

Salaries    of    Staff,    Proposals    as    to 
Increase  in.  May  16,  623,  624. 

Customs  Watchers,  Conft'csgAKprnnnorvJ  y^ 
to  Petition  frotrelaDii*^bslonRin  answer 
22,  964,  96^^,^ay  iJ,  291 ;    May 

Derrycassansi^-^ 
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Fari^^  fi^Prainage    Charge    due    on 
Educa^     -4  of  Mr.  L.  Hughes,  May  17,  612. 

-^^^l^ion,   Increase   in   Expenditure   on, 
Pip^«.^02/ki6,622. 

qi^-.ance  Bill,  2r.  May  16,  509,  518. 
government  Property,  Increase  in  Rates 

on.  May  16,  521. 
Income  Tax,-Schedu'e  D,  Amount  leviable 
under,  in  United  Kingdom  for  Year 
ending  April  5th.  1905,  etc.,  May  11, 
37. 

■  Inland  Revenue,  Board  of— Authority  to 

■  Collect  Agricultural  Statistics,  May  U, 
177. 

Ireland. 

AffricuUure  and  Technical  Instruction 
Department— Portal  Veterinary 
Service  Pay,  Decision  as  to,  May 
22,  948. 
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Cavendiflh,  Mr.  C.  V.  W.— co»/. 

Ireland — coni, 

Corrib,  Lough— Neglect  of  Duties  by 
Drainage  Board,  alleffed,  May  25, 
1410. 

Erne,  I/>ugh — Decision  as  to  Owner- 
ship Dispute,  May  18,  767. 

Galway  Harbour  Works,  Decision  as 
to.  Amount  of  Loan,  etc..  May  22, 
980,  982,  983. 

Law  Courts  Clerkships — Regulations 
as  to  Examinatlions,  May  16,  491 ; 
May  17,  624. 

National  School  Teachers,  Pensions  of 
— ^Regulations  as  to  Counting 
Service,  May  2f,  1410. 

Nea^h,  Lough,  Drainage  of.  May  15, 
299. 

Riffey  River  Drainage  Board,  Forma- 
tion of.  May  17,  623,  624. 

Law  Officers  of  the  Crown,  Fees  and 
Salaries  of.  May  15,  263;  May  18, 
766,  766. 

Loans  for  Naval  and  Military  Works  in 
Halifax  (N.S.),  Bermuda,  Jamaica, 
and  St.  Lucia,  Period  for  Repayment 
of.  May  12,  176. 

Parliament. 

House  of  Commons  Accommodation, 
Matters  concerning,  Time  spent 
in  Discussing,  May  16,  619. 

Houses  of— Basis  of  Valuation  for 
Rating,  May  15,  289,  290. 

Parliamentary  Agents — Emoluments,  etc., 
of  Mr.  B.  Maurice,  May  18,  766. 

Post  Office  Expenditure,  Increase  in. 
May  16,  621,  624. 

Protectorates,  Expenditure  on,  May  16, 
623. 

Contributions  from  England,  Scotland, 
and  Ireland  (1895-1904),  May  24, 
1230. 

Expenditure,       Proposals    Involving, 
Constently   urged   by    Members, 
May    16,   519-522. 
Solar  EcUpse,  Expedition  to  make  Scientfio 

Observation  of.  May  22,  966. 

Taxation— Local  Accounts,  Treasury  Pay- 
ments to.  May  24,  1232. 


Cawley,  Mr.  P.  [Lanes.,  Prestwich] 

Finance  BUI,   Com.,  May    24,  1262-1264, 
1282-1284. 

Motors— Speed  Regulations— Local  Authori- 
ties applying  for  Powers  and  Bodies 
Opposing  Applications,  May  16,  473. 

Winchester  Application  for  Power  to 
limit  Motor  Speed,  Opposition  to. 
May  11,  61. 
Transvaal  War  Contribution  Loan,  May  24, 
1263,  1282-1284. 
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Cecil,  Lord  H.  R.  H.  IGreenwich] 
Colonial  Conference  (1906). 

Conditions  of  summoning.  Subjects  to 
be  Discussed,  etc..  May  25*  1389. 

Explanation  demanded  from  Prime 
Minister  —  Refusal  of  House 
to  hear  Colonial  Secretary,  May 
22,  1064. 

Ceylon 

Education  of  Tamil  Coolie  Children  on 
Estates,  Papers  Relating  to.  Presented, 
May  16,  406. 

Chamberlain,  Bt  Hon.  J.  [Birmingham,  w.] 

Finance  Bill,  fom..  May  24,  1304-1308. 

Transvaal  War  Contribution  Loan,  Condi- 
sions  of  Issue  of.  May  24,  1304-1308. 

Cli3unberlain,  Rt.  Hon.  J.  A —Chancellor  of 

the  Exchequer  [Worcestershire,    E.] 

Alcohol  for  Manufacturing  Purposes — 
Industrial  Alcohol  Committee  Re- 
commendations, Effect  of,  on  \yest 
Indian  Distilling  Trade,  May  IS, 
741. 

Army,  Reduction  in  Expenditure  and 
Strength  of,  proposed,  May  16,  694, 
695. 

Beer. 

Duty  on. 

Effect  on  the  Consumer — Supply 
of  Deleterious  Articles,  etc.. 
May     23,     1177,     1178. 

Yield  of,  May  23,  1177. 
Manufacture   of. 

Analyses  of  Ingredients,  Results 
of.   May  22,  956. 

Materials  used  in,  Cautions  Issued 
by  Board  of  Inland  Revenue, 

ni5. 

Chicory    Duty,     Propo 

adjustment  of.  May  24,  1234. 

Dog  Licences,  Omission  to  take  out, 
powers  of  Inland  Revenue  Depart- 
ment to  fine  Offenders,  etc..  May 
22,  960,  961.  * 

Exchequer  Bonds,  New  Issue  of,  Mcty 
24,  1261,  1262. 

Finance  Bill,  2b^,  May  15,  346-353  ;  May 
16,  504,  511,  512,  534,  694,  599. 

Com.,  May  22,  1029-1030,  1041- 
1044;  May  23,  1143-1144, 
1151,      U63-1164,      1167-1169, 

1177-1178,1184,1190,1194-1195, 
1202,  1205,  1203-1203,  1219- 
1224;  May  24,  1257-1260, 
1263,  1264,  1278-1279,  1294- 
1296,   1310,    131L 

Clause  1,  line  18,  Meaning  of  Word 
"  Levied,"  May  22,  1029,  1030. 

Clause  2 — Omission  of  Words  "in- 
cluding the  Increased  Duties 
Impojed  by  S3ction  6  of  that 
Act,"  May  23,  1163,  1164. 
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Chamberlain.  Et  Hon.  J.  k.-<o^ 


Financial  Relations  between  EngUnd  a&d 
Ireland. 

Position  of.  May  15,  346. 
Return  as  to.  Errors  in.  Objection  to 

Form  of  Presenting,  etc.,  Jfflf  i5, 

347. 

Income  Tax. 

Comparison    between    Great  BtitMo 

and  Ireland,  May  15,  298. 
Dalkey— Case  of  Mr.  R.  Armstroog. 

May  17,  623. 

Fines. 

Method  of  Dealing  with,  ifay  'X 

1222. 
Total  Amount  Discharged  on,  for 

1903-5.   Jfay  23,  ll.» 

Graduation    of,    proposed,  -Hfljf  •^• 

1206-1209. 
Ireland,     Exemption    of,    proposed 

May  23,  1190,  1194. 

Moynihan,  Mr.,  Protecution  of,  f^r 
Non-payment,  May  24,  1233. 

Schedule  B.,  Assessments  under. 
Reckoning  at  one-fourth  uis\a>j 
of  one-third,  proposed,  Mas  »* 
1224. 

Trades  and  professions,  ReUte  of  id 
in  the  Pound  on  Incomes  derif*J 
from,  proposed,  MiHf  ^^  '"  ' 
1220. 

Monastic    and    Conirentual    Institutioo^ 
Amount  Paid  by.  May  22,  960. 

National  Debt^ 

Borrowing  Powers  of  the  Tre»sur) 
May  24,  1260. 

Capital  LiabiUties  Incurred  for  Work^ 
Borrowing  Powers  of  the  Ootcri^ 
ment,  etc.,  May  16,  511,  512. 

Fixed  DeBl^^S^ge,  Increasing,  r 
posed,  Jffl^'^SfyL  1278. 

Increase  and  ReductwllB  Estimated  f'J 
Current  Financial  vfear,  M09  ' 
957,  958. 

Reduction  of,  Proposals  as  toV^''*j/j, 
598 ;  May  22,  95r,  9^* "  ' 
24,  1259,  1279. 

Chinese  War  Indemnity,  App% 
tion  of.  May  24,  1257,  /* 

Revenue  and  Expenditure. 

Control  Exercised  by  the  Treasur 
etc..  May  16,  594,  H^,  597. 

Permanent    Finance    Committer    ^ 
Control   Expenditure,  Formatio* 
of,  proposed.  May  1S»  596- 
Savings    Banks— Capital   Account,  Eff^c| 
of  Fluctuation   of  Consols  on,  -i"*y 
15,  277. 
Sugar    Duty— Pro    fito   Reduction,   P^' 
posed.  May  25,  137a,  i3»i^ 
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May  1 1  —May  26. 
Chamberlain,  Rt  Hon.  J.  A.—coni. 

Taxation. 

Direct  and  Indirect — Comparison  be- 
tween Great  Britain  and  Ireland 
(1902-1905),  May  12,  178. 

Incidence  of,  on  Various  Glasses  of 
the  Community,  Committee  to 
consider,  proposed  Appointment 
of.  May  23,  1151. 

Ireland,  Over-Taxation  of.  Grievances 
as  to,  May  22,  1041. 

Tea  Duty. 


Ad    Valorem    Duty,    proposed,    May 
23,  1143. 

Ireland,     Exemption     of,     proposed. 
May  22,  1041. 

Reduction  of,  from  6d.  to  4d.,  pro- 
posed, May  23,  1143. 

Tobacco. 

Duties  on.  * 

Additional  4d.  on  all  Classes  of 
Tobacco — Exemption  of  Irish 
Tobacco,  proposed.  May  23, 
1167-1169. 

Cigarettes,  Foreign,  Revenue  from 
Tax  on.  May  18,  742. 

Unstemmed  (Whole  Leaf) — Clearances 
from  Bond,  etc..  May  22,  950. 

Trade  and  Commerce — Comparison  be- 
tween England  and  Ireland,  May  15, 
298. 

Transvaal  War  Contribution  Loan,  May 
24,  1258,  1278. 

Whale  Island,  Expenditure  on  New  Bar- 
racks at,  May  22,  959. 

Whisky  Duty,  Additional,  proposed  Ex- 
emption of  Ireland  from.  May  23,  1184. 

Works  Acts,  Naval  and  Military,  Estimated 
Expenditure  under,  for  1905-6,  May 
16,  599. 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 

Bl,  Hon.  «/.  Austen  Chamberlain. 

Channinj,  Mr.  F.  A.  [Nort bants,  East] 

Agricultural  Rates  Act,  1896,  etc..  Con- 
tinuance Bill,  Com.,  May  17,  653-656. 

Anthrax — Case  of  Albert  Jones,  May  15, 
268. 

Expenditure,  Growth  of,  Financial  Position 
of  the  Gauntry,  etc..  May  16,  557-560, 
.582-585. 

Finance  Bill,  2r.  May  16,  557,  582. 
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Charities 

Berkshire,  Inquiry  into  Charities  in.  Return 
as  to  results  of.  Presented,  May  15, 
258. 

Humphrey  Williams  Charity  (Kent  Strert 
Estate),  Administration  of. 

Q.     Mr.    Benn;    A.    Mr.    G.    Bos- 
cawen.  May  11,  53. 

Charing  Cross  and  Strand   Electricity 
Snpply  Corporation  Bill 

I,  Report  from  Select  Committee,*  May  18, 
725. 


Chaplin*  Rt  Hon.  H.  [Lincolnshire,  Sleafcrd] 

Agricultural  Rates  Act,    1896.  etc.,  Con- 
tinuxnce  3iU,  Com.,  May  17,  637  640.  • 
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Charing  Cross,  Enston,  and  Hampstead 
BaUway  Bill 

c.  3r,»  May  11,  31. 

/.  iR.*  May  12,  165. 

2r.*  May  22,  918. 

Chatham 

Commander-in-Chief  of  the  Navy,  Erection 
of  Residence  for — Estimate. 

08.  Mr.  Whitley.  May  18,  839,  843  ; 
Mr.  Shac'kleton,  840;  Mr. 
Mooney,  841,  844  ;  Mr.  A.  Lee, 
842-844  ;  Mr.  S.  MacNeill,  842  ; 
Mr.  Soares,  843. 
Dockyard  Extension  Works,  Expenditure 
on.  9 

O.  Mr.  Buchanan,  May  18,  702. 

Chelsea  Electricity  Supply  Bill 

/.  Bep.*  May  16,  406. 
3r.*  May  19,  853. 

Chichester 

Parliamentary  Election — New  Writ  Issued, 
May  24,  1225. 

Chicory 

Duty,  Proposals  as  to  Readjustment  of. 
Q.  Mr.  Duncan;    A.  Mr.   A.  Chamber- 
lain, May  24,  1233,  1234. 

Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 

RL  Hon.  W.  H.  Lon^. 

Children 

Infant     Life     Protection — Necessity     for 

further  Legislation,  May  11,  35-30. 
Poor  Law,  su  under  that  title. 
Underfed,  Provision  of  Meals,  etc. 

Disfranchisement  of  Parents  oon- 
sequent  on  Receipt  of  Poor  Law 
Relief. 

Q.  Mr.  K.  Hanlie;   A.  Mr.  6. 
Balfour,    May    24,     1241, 
1242. 
Fatherless  Children,  Assistance  to. 
Q.  Dr.     Macnamara ;      A.  Mr.     G. 
Balfour,  May  15,  283-284. 
Ireland,   Extension  (f  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  Order  to,  proposed. 
Q.  Mr.    Delany;     A.  Mr.    W. 
Long,  May  16,  482. 
Metropolitan    Commcn    Poor    Fund, 
Charge  upon,  proposed. 

Q.  Dr.  Macnamara ;   A.  Mr.  G. 
Balfour,  J/ay  15,  283. 
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China 

Britiah  Trade  with— Mackay  Treaty  ignored 
by  Chinese,  alleged. 
0.  Mr.  Moon ;   A,  Earl  Percy,  May 
12,    175. 

German  Beizure  of  Port,  alleged 

Q.    Mr.   T.  Taylor;   ^.  Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour.  May  16,  499. 

Hankau,     British    Oonceaaion    at.     Steps 
**  taken  to  Reserve  Sites  at,  to  British 

Shipping. 
Os.  Lord  Muskerry,   May  22,  924, 
i  925;    Marquesft  of  l^nfldo\k-ne, 

930,  931. 

Hong  Konsr,  see  iliat  tUle. 

Piracy  on  Coast  and  in  Canton  Delta- 
Government  Proposals  for  Protection 
of  Brilish  Vessel**. 

Q.  Col.     Denny;     A.  Earl    Percy, 
May  18,  738. 

Trade  Reports  Presented,  May  15,  239. 

Chinese  War  Indemnity 

Application  of,  to  Reduction  of  National 
Debt. 

Os,  Mr.  McCrae,  May  24,  1262 ;  Mr. 
A.  Chamberlain,  1257,  1258. 

€hnrchjU,  Mr.  W.  L.  8.  [Oldham] 

CappffWhite  Proclaimed  Meeting,  May  15, 

304. 
Colonial  Conference,  1906. 

Preferential   Schemes,    Discussion   of. 
May  25,  1413. 

Vote  of  Censure  on  the  Government, 
Granting  Day  for,  May  25,  1419. 

National  Telephone  Agreement,  Date  of 
Resuming  Debate  on.  May  15,  403. 

Cigarettes 

See  under  Tobacco. 

City  of  London  Electric  Lighting  Company 
BiU 

I.  Report  from  Select  Committee,*  May  18* 
726. 

Civil  Service 

.    Abstractor  Clerks. 

General  Register  and  Record  Office  of 
Shipping  and  Seamen,  Pay  and 
Promotions  in. 

Q.  Mr.  Reddy  ;  A.  Mr.  R  Law, 
May  17,  612. 

Leave,  Annual,  and  Annual  Increments 
for  Assistant  Clerks,  Increase  in. 
Q,  Mr.  MacVeagh;    A.  Mr.  V. 
Cavendish,  May  23,  1114. 

Memorial  from,  Decision  as  to. 

Q.  Mr.  Nannetti ;  A.  Mr.  V.  Caven- 
dish.  May  11,  52,  53. 
Promotion,    Regulations   as    to. 
Q,     Mr.     Nannetti  ;      A,     Mr.    V. 
Cavendish,  May  26,  1531, 1532. 
Salaries,  etc.,  of.  Effect  of  New  Scheme 
on. 

Qs.  Mr.  Nannetti ;    As.  Mr.  V 
Cavendish,  May  19,  866. 
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May  II— May  26. 

Civil  Service— co»<. 

Ezpenditoro  on.  Increase  in 

References  to,  in  Debate  on  the  Finance 
Bill,  May  16,  619-626,  637. 

Salaries  of  Staff,  Proposals  as  to  Increase 
in,  etc.  _^ 

0.  Mr.  v.  Cavendish,  May  16,  623, 
624. 


Superannuation  —  Retiring  Allowances 
Granted — Treasury  Minute  Presented, 
Mdy  11,  6. 

Civil  Service  Estimates. 

Ireland. 

Chief  Secretary,  Offices  of,  and  In- 
spectors  of  Lunatic  Asylums— 
£13,950,  Com.,  May  25,  1420, 
1476. 

Discussion  of  Irish  Supply,  Lack  cf 
Facilities  for,  alleged. 

Oa.  Mr.  J.  Redmond,  May  25, 
1420. 

Treasury  and  Subordinate  Department*— 
£58,695,  Com,,  May  11,  61,  139. 

Clancy,  Mr.  J.  J.  [I>nblin  Co.,  N.] 

Balbriggan  Harbour,  decision  as  to  dredg- 
ing. May  22,  976. 

Constabulary,  Royal  Irish,  domiciliary 
Visitaby,  May  23,  1126. 

Depopulation  of  Ireland,  May  15,  317. 

Excise  Licence  Duties — Proportion  Re- 
paid into  Local  Taxation  Account, 
May  15,  317,  318. 

Finance  Bill,  2b.,  May  15, 307-321,p48,  T^, 
351. 

Financial  Relations  between  England  and 
Ireland. 
Position  of — Over-Taxation  of  Ireland, 
etc..  May  15,  308-319. 

Return  as  to.  Errors  in.  Objections  to 
form  of  Presenting,  etc.,  May  IS, 
307,308,311. 

Income  Tax,  Ireland — Falling  oft  in  Re- 
ceipt from  the  Tax,  May  15,  317. 

Industrial  and  Material  Condition  of 
Ireland,  May  15,  317-319. 

Claremorris  Estate 

Disposal  of  Lands — Application  of  Messrs. 
Good  and  Black. 

g.     Mr.  J.  O'Donnell;  A.     Mr.  ^. 
Long,  May  18,  746. 

Clay  Cross  Bailway  (Abandonment)  Bill 

L  Rep*  May  23,  1073. 
3r.*  M(Vfi  26.  1514. 

Clonoe 

Extra  Police,  cost  of,  etc. 

C.     Mr.  Sloan ;  A.  Mr.  W.  Long,  Af/ry 
22,  975. 

Closine  of  Licensed  Premises  (Christmas 
Say)  (Ireland)  BiU 

L  2H„May  11,  8-10;  May  18,  728j  May  iS, 
1 106-1  lOd. 
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Day)  (Ireland)  Bill 

e.  Order  for  Second  Reading  Bead  and 
BUI  withdrawn.  May  25,  1511. 

Clyde 

Naval  Veflsels  Anchored  in,  inconvenience 
arising  from,  etc. 

08.    Mr.  Ainflworth,  May  18,  849- 
861  ;  Mr.  J.  Wilson,  851. 

Clyde  Navigation  Bill 

c.  Bep*  May  18,  732. 
Con.*  May  23,   1107. 
3b,*  May  26,  1525. 

Coal 

Export  Duty  on.  Abolition  of,  proposed. 
08.    Mr.  J.  Wilson,  May  16,  586,  587 ; 
Mr.  J.  Walton,  591. 

Coaling  Stations 

Expenditure  on.  Reasons  for  Removal  of, 
from  Naval  Estimates. 

Os.    Mr.  Buchanan,  May  18,  793  ; 
Mr.  A.  Lee,  801. 

Coaltsland 

Football  Team,  Party  Demonstration  by. 
Q.     Mr.  Sloan ;  A.     Mr.  W.  Long,  May 
22,  1^74. 

Polling  Station,  reason  for  Removal  of. 
Q.    Mr.   Doogan;  A.     Mr.   Long,   May 
25,  1404.  1406. 

Coast 

Erosion  of,  by  the  Sea— Investigation  of, 
proposed. 

Q.    Lieutenant-Colonel  Tufnell ;  A. 
Mr.  B.  Law,  May  22,  964. 

Cochin  China 

Trade  Report  Presented,  May  22,  919. 

Cochrane^  Mr.  T.  B.,— Under-Secretary,  ffofne 
0/^e  [Ayrshire,  N.] 

Agrarian  Offences  in  England,  Return  as 
to,  proposed.  May  25,  1397,  1P^8. 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  [Sunday]  Bill* 
2r.,  May  26,  1571-1576. 

Vehicles'  Lights  Bill,  2r.,  May  12,  210- 
214. 

Cogan,  Mr.  D.  J.  [ Wicklow,  E. ] 

Adams,  Constable,  Promotion  of,  May  24, 
1235. 

Cohen,  Mr.  B.  L.  [Islington,  E.] 

Exchequer  Bonds,  New  issue  of.  Con- 
ditions of.  May  24,  1268. 

Finance  BiU,  Com.,  May  24,  1268-1270. 

Government  Buildings  m  Parliament 
Street,  Progress  made  with.  May  23, 
1122. 

Metropolitan  Pneumatic  Des^iatch  Bill, 
Course  of  procedure  with.  May  17, 
620. 
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Post  Office,  Revision  of  Work  in— Powers 
of  Surveyor,  etc. 

Q.  Mr.  James  O'Connor ;  A.  Lord 
Stanley.  May  25,  1378. 

Coleridge.  Lord 

Transvaal,  Chinese  Labour  in.  Working 
of  Experiment,  etc.,  May  16,  407-419. 

Colne  Corporation  Bill 

/.  2r.*  May  18,  726.  ^ 

Bep.*  May  25,  1349. 

Colomb.  Rt  Hon.  Sir  J.  C.  R.  [^t.  Yarmouth] 

Defence  of  the  Empire. 

Colonial  Co  operation,  Necessity  for. 
May  11,  92,  93. 

Committee  of  Defence. 

Decisions    of — Opportunity   for 

Discussion,  May  18,  773. 
Duties  and  Functions  of.  May  11, 
89,  91. 
Forces  required  for.  Information  as  to, 
May  11,  89,  90. 

Prime  Minister,  Speech  of— Circula- 
tion proposed,  May  18,  772. 

Navy. 

Bases,  Abandonment  of,  Policy  of. 
May  18,  809. 

Dockyard  at  Halifax,  Information  as 

to  Expenditure  on.  May  18,  786, 

787.  799,  800. 
Expenditure,    Reduction   in,    due    to 

New  Policy,   Information  as  to, 

May  18,  809. 
Guns — Reserve — Proportion    kept    of 

each  Class,  May  11,  42. 

Jamaica,  Naval  Base  at.  Policy  of 
Abandoning,  May  18,  786. 

Manoeuvres,  Cancellation  of.  May  18, 
852. 

Rosyth  Base,  Information  as  to 
Expenditure  on — Limiting  Ex- 
penditure to  £200,000,  etc..  May 
18,  785. 

St.  Lucia,  Reasons  for  Abandonment  of 
Naval  Base  at.  May  11,  91. 

Whale  Island.  Expenditure  on  New 
Bai racks  at.  May  IS,  787,  788. 

Works,  Loans  for.  Objections  to 
System  of,  May  18,  786. 

Colonial  Conference.  1908 

Conditions  of  Summoning,  Terms  of 
Reference,  etc. 

Os.  Mr.  Lloyd-George,  May  22, 
987  ;  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  988, 
989  ;  Sir  H.  Campbell- Banner- 
man,  989,  990,  1057,  1058. 

Q8.  Mi.  Scares,  Mr.  E.  Robertson, 
Mr.  Lough ;  As.  Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour,  May  22,  986,  980. 

Qs.  Lord  Hugh  C^cil,  Mr.  Lam- 
bert ;  As.  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour, 
May  25,  1389,  1390. 

Qs.  Mr.  E.  RobertAon ;  As.  Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfour,  May  25,  1411.     * 

[cont* 
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Colonial  Conference*  IQOQ^eant. 

Fiscal  Pob'cy,  Biscusflion  of. 

Os,     Mr.  Lloyd-George,  Mr.  A.  J.  Bal- 

f  ur,  Mr.  Deputy-Speaker,  May  16, 

497,  498. 
Qs.    Mr.     Soares,     Mr.     Uoyd-George ; 

Aa.    Mr.   A.   J.   Balfour,   May  16, 

495.  496. 

India,  Representation  of. 

O*.  Mr.  H.  Samuel,  May  25, 1412, 1413  ; 
Sir  C.  Dilke,  1412  ;  Mr.  A.  J.  Bal- 
four, 1412,  1413. 

Preferential  Schemes,  Discussion  of. 
Os.    Mr.  H.  Samuel,  Mr.  Churchill,  Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfour,  May  25,  1413. 

Vote  of  Censure  on  the  Government, 
Granting  Day  for. 
Oe.  Sir  H.  Campbell -Bannerman, 
Sir  W.  H.  Dyke.  May  23, 1138; 
Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  1139;  Sir 
H.  Campbell- Bannerman,  May 
25,  1413,  1415,  1416,  1418; 
Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  1414,  1416- 
1419 ;    Mr.  Churchill,  1419. 

Colonial  Office 

Secretary  of  Stale — Rt.  Hon.  A.  Lyttelton. 

Waiting  Room,  Placards  exhibited  in. 
Q,     Mr.  S.  MacNeill ;  A.     Mr.  Lyttelton, 
May  23,  1112. 

Colonies 

Indentured  Immigrant  Laboiu'ers,  Laws, 
Ordinances,  and  Regulations  relating 
to. 

0.     Lord  Stanmore,  May  15,  246. 

Reports,  Annual,  Presented,  May  22,919  ; 
May  23,  1110. 

Universities — Issue  of  Circular  Letters  a<t 
to   Regulations   for  Interchange   and 
Reception  of  Students,  proposed. 
Q.     Sir     J.     Rankin ;  A.     Mr. 

Lyttelton,  May  18,  747. 

Coltnnann  Estate 

Sale  of — Case  of  Mr.  D.  Casey,  etc. 

Q.  Mr.  Murphy ;  A,  Mr.  W.  Long, 
May  18,  768. 

Commercial  Union  Assurance  Bill 

e.  JUp,  May  11,  31. 
3b.*  May  15,  266. 

Committees 

Public  Accounts — Report  Presented,  May 
26,  1586. 

Companies 

Evasions  of  Dentists  Act  and  Medical 
Acts — Opinion  of  Law  Officers  of  the 
Crown. 

Q.    Sir    J.    Tuke;        A.     Mr.    A. 
Douglas,  May  22,  948. 

Winding-up  Act,  1890,  Account  showing 
Receipts  and  Expenditure  under, 
Presented,  May  11,  6. 

Compton,  Lord  A.  F.  [Beds.,  Biggleswade] 

London,  Port  of.  Proposals  as  to  Improve- 
ment of,  May  25,  1381. 
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Congested  Districts  Board  (Irelaiid) 


Land  Purchase  in  Unscheduled  Dislricls. 
g.     Mr.   O'Kelly;     A.    Mr.  W.   Long, 
May  16,  464. 

Congested  Districts  (Scotland)  Bill 

Second  Reading,  Date  of  Taking. 

<?.     Mr.  Weir;    A,     Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour, 
May  23,  in^. 

Congo  Free  State 

Belgian  Administration — Commission  of 
Inquiry,  Date  of  Publication  of  Re- 
port 01. 

Q.  Sir  C.  Dilke ;  A.  Earl  Percy. 
May  23,  1120. 

Consols 

Price  of. 
O.    Mr.  McKenna,  May  16,  547. 

References  to,'in  Debate  on  the  Finance 
Bill,  May  24,  1274,  1276,  1284,  1285. 

Constabulary,  Boyal  Irish 

Accounts,  System  of  Auditing,  etc. — Mis- 
appropriation by  late  Staff  Officer 
at  Dublin  Castle-— Decision  as  to  Re- 
funding by  widow,  etc. 

Qa.  Mr.  Nannetti ;  Aa.  Mr.  W. 
Long,  May  11,  56,  56 ;  May  25, 
1374,  1375. 

Adams,  Constable,  Reason  for  Promotion 
of. 

Q,  Mr.  Cogan;  A,  Mr.  Iiong, 
May  24,  1235. 

Anderson,  Constable,  Case  of. 

Inquiry  proposed. 

Qa.  Mr.  Dillon,  Mr.  J.  Redmond; 
Aa,  Mr.  W-  Long,  May  16, 
486-489. 

Responsibility  of  Sir  A.   MacDonnell 

for  Re-instatement,  etc. 

Oa.    Mr.     W.   Moore,   May  25, 

1447,    1448,    1487,    1488: 

Mr.     Sloan,     1474,     1475; 

Mr.    Dillon,    1487-1491. 

Athenry. 

Domiciliary  Visits  at. 
Qa,  Mr.  Dillon,  Captain  Donelan, 
Mr.  Kilbride,  Mr.  Blake,  Mr. 
Runciman,  Mr.  CUncy ;  Aa. 
Mr.  Long,  Mr.  Deputy-Speaker, 
ifaj^  23,  1124-1126. 

Increase  of  Force  in. 

O.     Mr.  W.  Long,  May  18,  764, 
Q.     Mr.    Lonsdale ;       A,     Mr.    W. 
Long,  May  18,  W,  766. 

Aughrim. 

Domiciliary    Visits    to,    and    Blegsl 
Arrests  at. 
Oa.     Mr.  J.  Redmond,  May  25^ 
1433  ;  Mr.  W.  Moore,  1437, 
1438. 
Qa,     Mr.  Roche,  Mr.  Mac Vea^ ; 
Aa,     Mr.    W.    Long,    May 
25,  1405,  1406. 

Fitzgerald,  Constable,  and  Rev.  Father 
Coghlau,  Dispute  between. 

Qa.     Mr.  Roche ;    Aa.     Mr.  W- 
Long,  May  IS,  762. 
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Belfast— Medioal  Attendance,  Decision  as 
to. 
Qb.    Mr.   Sloan;      As.    Mr.   Long, 
May  23,  1134. 

Clonoe  Extra  Police,  Cost  of. 

Q.    Mr.  SiOfin ;   A,    Mr.  W.  Long,  May 
22,  976. 

Complaints  made  against,  by  P.  Murphv. 
Q.    Mr.   O'KeUy;     A,    Mr.  W.   Long, 
Moif  15,  271. 

Domiciliary  Visits,  Regulations  as  to. 
Qs.    Mr.  Duffy,  Mr.  Dillon;     As.     Mr. 

W.  Long,  May  15,  295,  296. 
Qs.    Mr.  DiUon,  Captain  Donelan,  Mr. 

Blake ;  As,    Mr.  W.  Long,  May  17, 

027,  628. 

Fund  of— Return  for  1887-1906  Presented, 
May  24,  1227. 

Loop  Nationalist  Procession,  Authority  for 
Interference  with. 
Q.    Mr.  MacVeagh;     A.    Mr.  W. 
Long.  May  12,  180. 

M*Dermott,  County  Inspector  H.R.,  Reason 
for  non-attendance  of,  at  Longford 
Petty  Sessions. 

Q.  Mr.  Farrell;  A.  Mr.  ^.  Long, 
May  15,  297. 

Masterson,  Constable,  Case  of. 

Q.     Mr.   Delany ;      A,     Mr.   W.   Long, 
May  18,  767. 

Mountmellick. 

Masterson  and  Cryan,  Constables, 
Charges  against — Decision  as  to 
last  named,  etc. 

Q,  Mr.  Delany  ;  A.  Mr.  Long, 
May  23,  1130. 

Reddy,  Constable,  Charge  against — 
Result  of  Inouiry,  etc. 

Qa,  Mr.  Delany;  As,  Mr. 
W.  Long,  May  18,  768, 
769;   May  23,  1132. 

Pay,  Decision  as  to  Increase  of. 

Q.     Mr.    Sloan ;       A,     Mr.    W.    Long, 
May  15,  271. 

Thurles— Alleged  Ill-treatment  of  W. 
Fryday. 

Q.  Mr.  K.  O'Brien;  A.  Mr. 
Long,  May  25,  1373,  1374, 
1399,  1400. 

Contraband  of  War 

Cotton   as — Protest   against   Decision   in 
"Calchas*'  Case,  proposed. 
Q.    Colonel  Nolan ;  A.    Earl  Percy, 
May  24,  1238. 

Private  Property  at  Sea,  Exemption  of, 
from  Capture,  prop-ised. 

O.     Sir  R.  Reid.  May  16,  5^Q, 

Cookstown 

Football  Team,  Party  DemonHtration  by. 
Q,     Mr.  Sloan  ;    A.     Mr.  \\,  Long,  May 
22,  974. 

Coolaclarig  Farm 

Caretaker,  Police  Protection  uf. 
•  Q^.     Mr.  FUvin  ;    Aa,     Mr.  Long,  May 
25,  1407,  1408. 
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Workhouse  Infirmary,  Sanitary  Condition 

of.  Cause  of.  Outbreak  of  Blood-Poison* 

ing,  etc.  ;1!***v'>^ 

Q,     Mr.  Sloan;    A,    Mr.  W.  Long, 

May  18,  744. 

Corbett  Mr.  A.  C.  [Glasgow,  Tradeston] 

Sale    of    Intoxicating    Liquors    (Sunday 
Bill.  2b.  May  26,  1540-1542. 

Corbett,  Mr.  T.  L.  [Down,  N.] 

Administration  of  Ireland,  May  25,  1469, 
1470. 

Finance  Bill,  2r.  May  15,  345;  Com,, 
May  23,  1195. 

Flax  Culture  in  Ireland,  Expenditure  on, 
etc..  May  16,  477. 

Monastic  and  Conventual  Institutions, 
Succession  Duties  paid  by,  etc.,  May 
22,  960. 

Point  of  Order,  Member  rising  to.  May  16, 
488. 

Porta /ogie  Fishing  Disaster — Decision  as  to 
Compensation,  .if ay  18,  765. 

Corbetti  Estate  Bill 

/.  2r.*  May  18,  725. 

Coroners*  Inquests 

Post  Mortems,  Procedure  as  to — Powers 
of  Coroners,  etc. 

Q.     Mr.  Weir ;  A.     Mr.  A.  DouglHS, 
May  24,  1228. 

Corrib.  Lough 

Drainage  Board,  Neglect  cf  Duties  by, 
alleged. 

Q,     Mr.    C.    Devlin;      A.     Mr.    V. 
Cavendish,  May  25,  1410. 

Cotton 

Contraband  of  War — Protest  against  De- 
cision in  "  Calchas  "  Case,  proposed. 
Q.     Colonel  Nolan  ;  A.     Earl  Percy, 
May  24,  1238. 

County  Courts 

Correspondence  with,  on  Public  Business 
— Free  Postage  proposed. 

Q.    Mr.   V.    Kennedy;      A,     Lord 
Stanley,  ifay2^,  1240. 

County  Courts  (Ho.  2)  Bill 

Proposals  as  to. 

Q,    Mr.  H.  Heaton ;    A,    Sir  R.  Finlay, 
May  18,  739. 

Cragg  and  Ardcrone  Farms 

Disposal  cf  Lands,  Reinstatement  of 
Evicted  Tenants,  etc. 

Qa.     Mr.    Murphy;      As,     Mr.    W. 
Long,  May  16,  479. 

Craig.  Mr.  C.  C.  [Antiim,  S.] 

Agrarian  Cringe,  Measures  for  Prevention 
of.  May  18,  763,  764. 

Ballymac  ward— Outrage   in   Farm  of   P. 
Costello,  May  25,  1462. 

Compensation     Paid     for     Outrsget. 
May  18,  764.  ; 

\cont. 
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Craig)  Mr.  C.  C—^^oni. 

Ballymena  Labourers*  Cottages,  Reason 
for  Bejection  of  Application  for, 
Mmf  18,  743. 

CroBsgar,  Sanitary  Condition  of.  May  22, 
950. 

Drainage,  Arterial,  in  Ireland,  Necessity 
for  Government  Undertaking,  May 
24,  1331. 

Droraara  Illegal  Fishing  Case — Interference 
of  Fisheries  Branch  with  Projected 
Proseoiition,  Alleged,  May  19,  860. 

Dursey  Island  Eviction — Action  of  Police, 
etc..  May  22,  97C. 

Rossmacowen  Eviction,  Action  of  Police 
at.  May  22,  975. 

Crean.  Mr.  E.  [Cork,  S.  E.] 

Crosshaven  Roads,  Damage  to,  by  Traction 
Engines  Conveying  Materials  to  Gov- 
ernment Works,  Sfcuf  15,  300. 

8tanton,  Mrs.  R.  T.,  Sale  of  Estate  of, 
May  2.1,  1400. 

Crewe,  Earl  of 

Public  Health  Acts  (Amendment)  Bill, 2b., 
May  11,  27. 

Crimean  Veterans 

Henshaw,  Corporal  John — Military  Hon- 
ours at  Funeral. 

Q.     Mr.     Sloan ;     A.    Mr.   Arnold - 
Fo'rster,  May  25,  1389. 

Criminal  Law  and  Procedare  (Ireland)  Act 
(1887)  Bepeal  Bill 

c.  Order  for  Second  Reading  read  and 
Bill  withdrawn,  May  23,  1224. 


Cripps,  Mr.  C.  A.  [Lancashire,  Stretford] 

Agricultural  Rates  Act,  1896,  etc..  Con- 
tinuance Bill,  Cmn.,  May  17,  656, 
657. 

Merionethshire — Refusal  of  Local  Author- 
ities to  Carry  out  Education  Act  1902, 
Mmj  15,  370. 

Crombie,  Mr.  J.  W.  [Kincardineshire] 

Land  Values  Taxation  (Scotland)  Bi'l,  2p., 
May  19,  878-879. 

Crooks,  Mr.  W.  [Woolwich] 

Telegraph  Service— Transfer  of  Telegraph- 
ists, Retention  of  Seniority,  etc.. 
May  18,  739. 

Unemployed  Workmen  Bill,  Date  of  Taking. 
May  16,  500 ;  May  IS,  775. 

Croom 

Sale  of,  with  Remainder  of  Estate  of  Lord 
Dunraven— Powers  of  Commissioners, 
etc. 

Qa.  Mr.  O'Shaughnessy ;  As.  Mr. 
W.  Long,  May  18,  767,  768: 
May  19,  864,  866. 

Cross,  Viscount 

Workmen's  Compensation  Bill,  /?«».,  May 
22,  933-934. 
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May  ll—May  26. 

Sanitary    Oondition,    Pioposala    for    Im- 
provement of. 
Q.    Mr.  C.  Craig ;  A.    Mr.  W.  Long, 
May  22,  960. 

Crosshaven 

Damage  to   Roads   by  Traction   Engines 
Conveying  Materials  to  Government 
Works. 
Q.     Mr.    Crean;    A.     Mr.    Arnold- 
Forster,  May  15,  300. 

Croydon  Corporation  Bill 

/.  2r.  May  18,  726. 

Rejwrt  from  Select  Committee,  *May  26, 
1614. 

Croydon  Oas  Bill 

/.  2r.*  May  11,  3. 
Rep.*  May  23,  1073. 

Cuba 

Extradition  Acts,  1870  to  1895,  Applica- 
tion of,  to — Order  in  Council  Ire- 
se  .ted;  May  18,  727,  734. 

Cullinan,  Mr.  J.  ll'ipperary,  S.] 

Kilross — Negotiations  for  Purchase  of  Farm 
of  Mr.  M.  Mooney,  May  18,  760. 

Cushendall 

Sanitary  Arrangements,  Improvement  of* 
Q.    Mr.    O'Neill;    A.    Mr.    W.    Long, 
May  18,  769,  770. 

Castoms  and  Excise 

Ireland,   Establishment  of  Separate  Cus- 
toms for,  proposed. 
()8.     Mr.    Flynn,    May   22,    1035; 
Mr.    Dillon,    1037,    1038;    Mr. 
Lough,    1044;    Mr.    P.    Smith, 
1048. 
Watchers,  Concescfions  in  Answer  to  Petit iin 
from. 

Qn,  Mr.  Causton ;  As,  lAr,  V. 
Cavendish,  May  15,  291  ;  May 
22,  964,  965. 

Cyclades 

Trade  Report  PicRcnted,  May  11,  5. 


Dalkey 

Income   Tax   Collection — Case  of  Mr.    R. 
Armstrong. 
Qs.  Mr.   Farrell ;  As.  Mr.  A.  Cham- 
berlain, Miy  17,  023. 

Dalrymple>  Sir  C.  [Ipswich] 

National  Telephone  Company,  Agreement 
with.  May  22,  1012. 

BalzieL  Mr.  J.  H.  [KiikcaUly,  Barghs] 

Agricultural  Rates  Act,  1896,  etc..  Con- 
tinuance Bill,  Com.,  May  17,  640,  641, 
675-677. 

Defence  of  the  Empire.  Facilities  for 
Discussion  of.  May  11,  164. 

Finance  Rill,  Com.,  May  23,  1148-1149. 
1221  ;  May    24,     1301-1304. 

Uibrsltar  Cold  ^Jeat  Store— Allocation  ut 
Cost  between  War  Office  and  Admindty, 
May  18,  823,  826,  833-836. 

[coni. 
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Dabdeli  Mr.  J.  H.-con<. 

Scottish  Churoh  Property  Dispute — Posi- 
tion ot  Solicitor-General,  May  23, 
1137,  1138. 

Tea  Duty,  Reduction  of,  proposed,  if  ay  23, 
1148,  1149. 

Telephone  Service — National  Telephone 
Company,  Agreement  with.  May 
22,   1012-1015. 

Date  of  resuming  Debate  on,  May  15, 
403. 

Transvaal  War  Contribution  Loan,  May  24* 
1301-1304. 

Barien  Gold  Mining  Company  Bill 

/.  Rep.*  May  18,  725. 

3e.*  May  22,  918. 
c.  iR.*  May  23,  1109. 

Bartrey,  Earl  of 

United  Irish  League  Meeting  at  Scots 
House,  Inflagiinatory  Language  used 
at.  May  25,  1363-1366. 

Bavenport,  Mr.  W.  B,    Finaticial  Secretary 
to  the  War  Office  [Cheshire,  Macclesfield] 

Defence  cf  the  Empire — Home  Defence, 
Troops  available  for,  during  Absence 
of  Regular  Army,  May  22,  955. 

Gibraltar  Cold  Meat  Store — Allocation  of 
Cost  between  War  Office  and  Ad- 
miralty, May  18,  824-826,  830,  834, 
835. 

London,  Expenditure  on  Fortifications  of, 
May  23,  1119. 

Militia. 

Service  Abroad    (1899-1902)    Return 
as  to,  proposed.  May  18,  751. 

Training — Arrangements   for   Lanark- 
shire Regiments,  May  17,  615. 

South  African  War  Stores  and  Supplies, 
Wastage  in — Date  cf  suppl3ring  Return 
to  Printers  and  to  Members,  May  18, 
750,   751. 

Be  So8,  Lord 

Closing  of  Licensed  Premises  (Christmas 
Day)  (Ireland)  Bill,  2b.,  May  23,  1106. 

Beaf  and  Bamb  Persons 

Ireland,  Information  as  to. 

Q.  Mr.     O'Mara;  A.  Mr.     W.     Long, 
May  15,  259. 

Beame  Valley  Bailway  Bill 

c.  2r.*  May  22,  939. 

Beaths 

Ireland,  Information  as  to. 

Q.  Mr.    O'Mara;  A.  Mr.   W.   Long, 
May  15,  259. 

Uncertified  Deaths  since   1900. 

Q.  Mr.     Weir;  A.  Mr.     W.     Long, 
May  17,  613. 
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May  U— May  26. 

Befence  of  the  Empire 

Blockade  Mines,  Use  of,  in  Time  of  War. 
O.  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  May  11,  65. 

Colonial  Co-operation,   Necessity  for. 
O.  Sir  J.  Colomb.  May  11,  92,  93. 

Committee  of  Defence. 


Colonial  Representation  on. 
Os.  Mr.  A.J.  BaMour,  May  11,  63, 64  ; 
Mr.  Bowles,  116. 

Constitution  of.  Information  as  to. 
Os.  Mr.  G.  Bowles,  May  i/,  115-117; 

Mr.    A.    J.    Balfour,    15^158; 

Mr.  Harwood,  159. 
Qs,  Mr.  G.  Bowles.  Sir  H.  Fowler ; 

An.  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  May  17, 

628-631. 

Continuity  of  Policy,  Necessity  for. 
O.  Mr.  Haldane,  May  11,  119. 

Co-ordination  of  Services  effected  by. 
Os.  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  M  ly  11,  64 ; 
Mr.   Haldane,   120. 

Court  of  Appeal  against  Decisions  of 
Departments,  Erroneous  Idea  of. 
Os.  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  May  11, 
62;    Sir      H.      Campbell- 
Banner  man,  85. 

Decisions  of. 

Discussion  of.    Opportunity    for. 
Qs.  Sir  J.  Colomb,  Mr.  Bryce  ; 
As.  Mr.     A.     J.     Balfour, 
May   18,    773,    774. 

Finality  of. 
Os,  Major  Seely,  May  11,  128, 
129,     139;      Mr.     A.     J. 
Balfour,  153. 

Documents,  Custody  of. 

Qs.  Mr.  G.  Bowles  ;  As.  Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour,  May  17,  629.  630. 

Duties  and  Functions  of. 

Os.  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  May  11,  63, 
64  ;  Sir  H.  Campbell- Banner- 
man,  85  ;   Maj.  E.  Gordon,  122, 

Executive  Powers  and  Authority  of. 
Os.  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour.  May  11,  62 ; 
Sir    H.    Campbell- Bannerman, 
85;  Sir  J.  Colomb,  91. 

Expenditure,  Control  over — Possibility 
of  reducing. 

O.  Sir  C.  Dilke,  May  11,  99- 
105. 

History  of. 

O.  Sir  C.  Dilke,  May  11,  99. 

Preparations  for  War,  Position  as  to. 
O.  Maj.  E.  Gordon,  May  11,  122- 
125. 

Prime  Minister,  Relations  with. 

Os.  Mr.  C.  Hobhouse.'jWay  11,  141  ; 
Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  156. 

Records,  Necessity  for  Keeping. 
O.  Mr.  Haldane,  May  11,  1 19. 

Value  of,  to  Statesmen  and  the  Country 
generally. 

O.  Sir  J.  Colynb,  May  11,  S9. 

Work  of. 

O.  Mr.  Haldane,  May  11,  nS. 


Def— Denl 


Sefenoe  of  the  Tmpire—cant 


Discussion  of — Facilities  for  further  De- 
bate. I 
Os,  Maj.  Seely,  May  11,   102 ;  Sir  | 
E.    Lees,    163  ;     Mr.    DaUiel,  > 
Sir  A.  AclandHood,  164. 


INDEX. 
May  11— i/ay  26 

I  Defence  of  the  Empire— ^'ow^. 

Prime  Minister*  Statement  of. 
Circulation  of,  froposed. 
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Forces  Required  for.  Information  as  to. 
Oe,  Sir  H.  Campbell-Bannerman,   May 
12,  87  ;  Sir  J.  Colomb,  89,  90. 

Foreifin  and  Colonial  Defence,  Expenditure 
on. 

Os,  Mr.  Louffh,  May  16,  531  :  Sir  R. 
Reid,  638  539 :  Mr  Blake,  553- 
557. 

Home  Defence. 

Auxiliary  Forces,  Training  of,   to  re- 
place the  Regular  Army  at  Home 
in  time  of  War. 
O.  Sir  J.  Colomb,  May  11,  '91. 

Command  of  the  Sea — Change  effected 
by  the  Evolution  of  Submarines 
and  Torpedo  Boats. 

Os.  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  May  11, 
72, 73.  , 

Invasion,  Possibilities  of. 

Os,  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  May  IJ, 
66-77:  Sir  H.  Campbell 
Bannerman,  85-87 ;  Sir 
C.  Dilke,  100;  Mr.  Peel, 
107,  108  ;  Mr.  Bryce,  108  ; 
Mr.  G.  Bowles,  111  ;  Mr. 
Ronwick,  142,  143;  Col. 
Sandys,  148  ;  Sir  K.  Lees, 
161;  Sir  J.  Gorst,  Jf ay  itf , 
532;  Sir  R.  Reid,  538; 
Mr.  Blake,  553. 

Hypothetical  Case  devised  by  the 
Committee  of  Defence. 
Oa.  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour 
May  11,  67-77;  Sir 
H.  Campbell-Banner- 
man,  86 ;  Mr.  Bowles, 
110. 

Number  of  Men  and  amount  of 

Tonnage     lequired      by     a 

Foreign    Country    to    effect 

an  Invasion. 

Os,  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  May 

ii,  70,  71,  73,  74  ;    Sir 

H.    Campbell-Banner- 

man,  86. 

London,    Expenditure    on    Fortifica' 
tions  of. 
Q.  Mr.  Dillon;    A,  Mr.  B.  Daven- 
port, May  23,  1119. 

Troops  available  for,  during  absence 
of  Regular  Army  from  Great 
Britain. 

Q,  Sir  H.  Vincent ;    A.  Mr.  B. 
Davenport,  May  22,  95.5/ 

Troops  required  for. 

Q,  Mr.     McCrae ;      A.  Mr.     A.      J. 
Bklfour,  May  15,  262,  203. 

India,  Defence  of,  4e.e  vndrr  Inilia. 


Q.  Sir  J.   Colomb ;    A.  Mr.   A.  J. 
Balfour,  May  18,  772,  773. 

Delay  in  making. 
Os.  Sir  C.  Dilke,  May  11,  94,  95. 

Problems  of.  . 

O.  Mr.  Peel,  May  11,  105-107. 
Submarine   Mines,    Defence   of   Ports  by 
Means  of,  Decision  of  the  Committee 
as  to. 

Os.  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  May  11,  64, 
65. 
Wellington,  Duke  of.  Letter  of,  to  Sir  J. 
Burgoyne  in  1847,  Printing  and  Cir- 
culating as  a   Parliamentary   Paper, 
proposed. 

Oa,  Earl  of  Wemyss,  May  IS,  247- 
250;  Earl  of  Donoughmore, 
248,  249,  253 ;  Duke  of  Rut- 
land,  249 ;  Marquess  of  Lans- 
downe,  251  ;  Lord  Tweed- 
mouth,  1^2;  Lord  Newton,  253. 

Delany,  Mr.  W.  [Queen's  County,  Ossory] 

Agriculture    and    Technical     Instruction 
Department. 

Inspectors,   Information  as  to.   May 
15,  260,  292. 

Veterinary  Branch  Clerks,  Position  of 
May  16,  477. 

Children,  Underfed — Extension  of  Local 
Government  Order  as  to  Provision 
of  Meals,  to  Ireland,  proposed,  Maiy 
16,  482. 

Constabulary,  R.I. 

Masterson,  Constable,  Case  of.  May  18, 
767. 

MountmeUick. 

Charges  against  Constables 
Masterson  and  Cryan,  May 
23,  1130. 

Reddy,  Constable,  Inquiry  into 
Charge  against.  May  18,  768 ; 
May  23,  1132. 

Drainage,  Arterial,  in  Ireland,  Neoessity 
for  Government  Undertaking,  May 
24,  1339. 

Dublin  Police  —  Promotion  Regulations, 
May  15,  271. 

Belmeg^,  Mr.  A.  S.i  Eetate  of 

Purchase  of — Case  of  Edmond  Murphy. 
Q.    Mr.   Lundon ;    A.    Mr.  W.    Long, 
May  18,  764. 

Denbighshire 

Education  Dispute — Survey  of  Schools  etc- 
Qa,     Mr.    Moss,    Mr.    H.    Roberts,    Mr- 
Lloyd   George  ;   As.     Sir  W.  Anson, 
May  25,  1390,  1397. 

Benny,  Col.  J.  M.  [Kilmarnock  Burghs] 

Cliina — Piracy  on  Coast  and  in  Cantmi 
Delta,  Government  proposals  fer  Pro- 
tection of  British  Vessels,  etc.  May  IS. 
738.  ^  i-  • 
Samoa  War  of  1899  in — British  Claims  for. 
Damages,  Sittlement  of,  May  11,  46 
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Dentists 

Number  struck  off  the  Register  for  Mis- 
conduot  during  last  ten  years. 

Q.     Mr.  Weir  ;  A.     Mr.  A.  Douglas, 
May  23,  1114,  1115. 

Unregistered,  Administration  of  Anaesthe- 
tics by — Legislative  Measures  for  Pro- 
tection of  the  Public,  proposed. 

Q.     Mr.  A.  Henderson  ;  A.     Mr.  A. 
Douglas,  May  16,  466. 

Depaty-Chairman 

Amendment  out  of  Order,  Brought  into 
(yrder  by  a  Subsequent  Amendment, 
May  17,  632. 

Case  sub  judice^  Discussion  on,  not  allowed, 
May  26^  1442,  1444,  1457. 

Finance  Bill — Postponement  of  Discussion 
on  Transvaal  War  Contribution  Loan, 
May  24,  1263. 

Ir4el3vant  Matter,  Introduction  of ,  May  11, 
143;  if  ay  i7,  647,  662  ;  Mayl8,S09, 
810,  833,  842,  848;  May  22,  1046- 
1049;  May2S,  1141,  1145,  1147, 1153, 
1154,  1170. 

Personal  Insinuations  in  Debate,  May  26, 
1460,  1461,  1464,  1490. 

Deputy-Speaker 

Adjournment  of  the  House  to  Discuss 
matter  of  Urgent  Public  Importance, 
May  22,  990. 

Amendments  out  of  Order,  May  22,  991. 

Chair,  Member  arguing  with.  May  16,  589. 

Colonial  Conf  dreace.  Explanation  demanded 
fiom  Prim 3  Miu'ster — Refusal  of  House 
to  hear  Colonial  Secretary,  May  22^ 
1061,  1062,  1063,  1067,  1070. 

Irrelevant  matter.  Discussion  of.  May  16, 
.  589  ;  May  22,  993, 995, 1004. 

Leader  of  the  Opposition,Insulting  Language 
attributed  to.  May  23,  1138. 

Parliamentary  Agents  and  Secret  Com- 
missions— Case  of  Messrs.  Bircham& 
Co.,  May  11,  59. 

Personal  Explanations. 

Debate  on,  not  Permissible,  May  16, 
304, 305. 

Form  of,  May  16,  302. 

Point  of  Order,  Member  rising  to.  May  16, 
488 ;    May  22,  1061,  1062. 

Questions,  aeeihaitUU — Speaker*s  rulings. 

Sitting  of  the  House  suspended  on  Account 
of  Disorderly  Scenes,  May  22,  1065, 
1066,  1071,  1072. 

Urgent  Public  Importance,  Matter  of, 
Definition  of.  May  16,  305 ;  May  16, 
497,  498. 

Derrycassan 

'Farm  of  Mr.  L.  Hughes,  Proceedings  for 
Drainage  Charge  due  on. 
Q.    Mr.  V.  Kennedy;    A,     Mr.  V. 
Cavendish,  May  17,  612. 
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Atlantic  Routes — Claims  of  Galway,  May 
26,  1391. 

Ballinglonghane  Fishermen,  Rights  of. 
May  22,  980. 

Canada,  Postage  rate  to — Submitting  Ques- 
tion to  Colonial  Conference,  proposed. 
May  26,  1377. 

Carrowkcel  Proclaimed  Meeting,  informa 
tion  as  to.  May  t%968-971,  May  26 
1403. 

Corrib,  Lough — Neglect  of  Duties  by 
Drainage  Board,  alleged.  May  26, 
1410. 

Finance  Bill,  Coin^  May  22,  1046-1048. 

Qalway. 

Harbour  Works,  Decision  as  to.  May 
22,  982. 

Telegraph  Office,  Additional,  proposed. 
May  18,  770. 

Untenanted  houses.  Legislation  for 
Dealiiig  with,  propased.  May  23, 
1122. 

Law  Officers  of  the  Crown,  Fees  and 
SaUries  of.  May  18,  756. 

Tea  Duty — Exemption  of  Ireland,  pro- 
posed. May  22,  1046,  1047. 

• 

Telegraph  Service — Proposals  as  to  Empire 
Cable  scheme.   May  25,    1377. 

Wei-hai-Wei,  Dredging  at,  reasons  far 
Expenditure  on,  etc..  May  18,  815. 

Devlin,  Mr-  J.  [Kilkenny  N.] 

Agriculture  and  Technical  Instruction 
Department,  Salaries  of  Veterinary 
Branch  Clerks,  May  26,  1402. 

Bligh    Estate,    Sale    of — alleged    Pressure 
upon  Tenants,  ci^e  of  Mr.  P.  O'Keete, . 
j  etc..  May  16,  294. 

Longford,  Lord,  Estate  of — Terms  of 
Purchase,  May  16,  293. 

Dewar,  Mr.  J.  A.  [Inverness] 

Navy  —  Voluatear  Reserve  —  Batteries 
ia  the  Western  Higlilands,  Erection 
of — progress  of  scheme.  May  18,  796. 

Vehicles  Lights  BiU,  2r.,  May  12, 
196-197. 

Dewar,    Sir   T-    E.    [Tower     Hamlets, 
George's] 

Fire  Escape  Facilities — Necessity  for  Legis 
lative  Measures,  May  16,  303. 

Poisons,  Accidents  with.  Compulsory  use 
of  standard  bottle,  etc.,  May  16, 
466. 

Telegraph  Service — Underground  Cable  to 
the  north.  Progress  made  with.  May 
16,  468. 

Telephone  Cables,  Prevention  of  risk  frond 
Fire  from.   May  16,  279-280. 
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[Glasgow,  Bridgton] 

Agrarian  offences.  Return  as  to,  proposed. 
May  25,  1398. 

Education — Pupil  Teachers — Regulations 
as  to  Compulsory  Vaccination,  May  23, 
1113. 

Educational  Endowments  (Scotland)  Act, 
1882,  Annual  income  of  Trusts  under. 
May  17,  610. 

Fisheries. 

Herring  Fishery   close   time   Regula- 
tions, May  16,  475. 

Mansfield  Commission,   Date  of  Pre- 
senting Report  of.  May  24,  1228. 

Qrants,  Information  as  to.  May  12,  176. 

Land  Values  Taxation  (ScotUnd)  Bill,  2b., 
May  19,  906-910. 

Lewis,  Island  ot. 

Barvas    SchooK    Sanitary     condition 
of.  May  25,  1379. 

Uig — Expediting    report    of     Medical 
Officer,  proposed.  May  17,  610. 

Licensing  (Scotland)  Act,  1903 — Definition 
of  Medical  Officer  under  Section  55, 
May  15,  264. 

Manuiactures,  Boanl  o! — lecision  as  to 
recommendations  of  Committee,  May 
16,  476. 

Motor  Traffic  Regulations — Ascertaining 
opinion  of  Local  Authorities,  May  19, 
862. 

Pie*^  and  Harbours — Fraserburgh,  Peter- 
head, and  Wick  Harbours,  Expenditure 
on,  May  15,  264. 

Unemployed  Question,  Inquiry  into,  pro- 
posed.  May  24,   1245. 

Dilke.  Et  Hon.  Sir  C.  W.  [Gloucester,  Forest 
of  Dean] 

Afghanistan,  Russian  Railway  construction 
in«  May  11,  95. 

Army — Garrison  Artillery,  Strength  of. 
May  11,  104,  105. 

Colonial  Conference,  1906 — Representation 
of  India,  May  25,  1412. 

Congo  Free  State — Belgian  Administra- 
tion— Commission  of  Inquiry,  Date 
of  Publication  of  Report  of,  May  23, 
1120. 

Defence  of  the  Empire. 

Expenditure,  Control  over.   May  11, 
99-105. 

Statement  as  to.   Delay  in  Making, 
May  11,  94,  95. 

Hong  Kong,  Reduction  of  Garrison  at. 
May  11,  102,  150. 

India,  Defence  of,  Possibilities  of  Invasion, 
etc.,  May  11,  94-98. 

Labour  Conference,  International,  Laying 
Conclusions  of,  before  Parliament, 
proposed,  May  22,  942. 
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Navy. 

Bases. 

Abandonment  of.  Policy  of.  May 

18,  795,  803. 
Expenditure   on.    May   11,    102, 
103,   150. 

Cordite,  Experiments  made  as  to  Im- 
provement of.  May  18,  801. 

Guns — Reserve — Proportion  kept^  in 
British  and  Foreign  Fleets,  May 
11,  42-43. 

Rosyth  Base. 

Expenditure  on — Limiting  to 
£200,000,  etc..  May  18,  802, 
804. 

Site,  Cost  of — Excessive  Price 
Paid,  etc..  May  18,  802,  805. 

Wei-hai-wei,  Naval  Base  at.  Reasons 
for  Maintaining — Infcx'mation    as 
to  Expenditure,  etc..  May  18,  813. 
West  Indies  Government,  Form  of — ^Ad- 
ministrative Federation  proposed.  May 
17,  700,  707,  715,  724. 
Works,  Loans  for.  Objections  to  System  of. 
May  18,  802. 

DiUon.  Mr.  J.  [Mayo,  E.] 

Administration  cf  Ireland,  Policy  of 
Chief  Secretary,  etc..  May  25,  1486. 

Agricultural  Rates  Act,  1896,  etc.,  Con- 
tiniuince  Bill,  Conu,  May  17,  631. 

Anderson,  Constable,  Case  of,  Ma^  25, 
1487-1491. 

Athenry,  Domiciliary  Visits  at.  by  Con- 
stabulary, May  23,  1124,  1125. 

Camtall  School — ^Action  of  Miss  B.  Sweeny 
against  Mr.  W.  Coote,  etc.,  May  23, 
1127,  1128;  May  25,  1406,  1407. 

Carrowkeel  Proclaimed  Meeting^  Infor- 
mation as  to,  May  22,  970. 

Constabulary,  R.  I. 

Anderson,  Constable,  Case  ol — ^In- 
quiry proposed,  May  16,  486-489. 

Domiciliary  Visits,  Regulations  as  to^ 
May  15,  296 ;  May  17,  627,  628. 

Customs — ^Ireland,  Separate  Onstoms  for. 
Establishment  of,  proposed.  May  22, 
1037,  1038. 

Depopulation  of  Ireland,  May  15,  357»  358. 

Development  Grant,  Ireland. 

Objections  to  System  of,  May  15,  358, 
359. 

Report  on — Date  ol  Issue,  May  18,  769. 
Drainage,   Arterial,  in  Ireland,   Necessity^ 
for    Govemm6rt    undertaking,    etc.. 
May  24,  1346. 

Education. 

Dale,  Mr.,  Report  of — Publication  of 
Observations  of  Commissioners^ 
proposed.  May  24,   1246. 

Rule  127  (B)  Meetings  of  Coin- 
missioners — ^Tabling  of  Minutes 
proposed.  May  15,  295 ;  M<My  26, 
139& 

[caiU. 
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Dillon,  Mr.  J.—oo/U. 

Education.  — corU . 

Riilos,  New,  Eftect  of,  May  25,  1407. 

Finance  Bilt  2r.,  May  15,  363-360 ;  Com. 
May  22,  1036-1039,  1049;  May  23, 
117^1177,  1210;  May  24,  1263, 
V285-1289,  1291. 

Financial  Relations  between  England  and 
Ireland,  Position  of,  May  15,  353-360. 

Qalway  Proclaimed  Meeting,  Action  of 
PoUce  at.  May  15,  301,  304. 

Gibraltar  Cold  Meat  Store— Allocation  of 
Cost  between  War  Office  and  Ad- 
miralty, Jf  ay  18,  820,  824-826,  833, 
836. 

Industrial  and  Material  Condition  of  Ire- 
land, May  15,  354-358. 

Land  Act,  1903— Estates  Commissioners, 
Regulations  issued  to.  Information  as 
to,  May  25,  1491-1494,  1510. 

Land  Purchase,  Ireland— Action  of  Estates 
Commissioners,  May  25,  1442-1444. 

London,  Expenditure  on  Fortifications  of, 

May  23,  1119. 
National  Debt,  Position  of.  May  24,  1285, 

1286. 

Taxation. 

Ireland,  Overtaxation  of.  Grievances  as 
to.  May  22,  1036-1039,  1049. 

War  Taxes,  Objections  to  Continuing, 
in  time  of  Peace,  May  23,  1176, 
1177. 

Tea  Duty,  Exemption  of  Ireland  from, 
proposed^  May  22,  1036. 

Transvaal  War  Contribution  Loan,  May 
24,  1286-1288. 

Telephone  Service — Agreement  with  Na- 
tional Telephone  Company,  May  22, 
1015-1018. 

Bimsdale,  Et  Hon.  Sir  J.  C.  [London] 

Telephone  Service — Postponement  of  Na- 
tional Telephone  Company  Agreement, 
proposed,  May  11,,  61. 

Thames  Estuary,  Pollution  of,  by  discharge 
of  Crude  Sewage,  alleged.  May  25, 
1375,  1395. 

Debbie,  Mr.  J.  [Ayr  Burghs] 

Land  Values  Taxation  (Scotland)  Bill, 
2e.,  May  19,  871-873. 

DockyardB 

Su  under  Navy. 

Dogs 

Licences,  Omission  to  take  out — Powers  of 
Inland  Revenue  Department  to  fine 
Offenders,  etc. 
Q9,    Mr.    Lough,    Mr.    W.    Moore; 
As.    Mr.  A.  Chamberlain,  May 
22,  960,  961. 
Stray,  Destruction  of,  in  London,  Informa- 
tion as  to  Methods  ol 
Q.    Mr.     Mo*Crae;       A.    Mr.     A. 
Douglas,  May  15,  280-281. 
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Dogs  BiU 

Date  of  Taking. 
O.    Sir   A.    Acland-Hood,  May  18,  852. 

Donegal 

Land  Appeals — Reason  for  Delay  in 
Delivering  Judgment. 

Q.     Mr.    M*Fadden;      A.     Mr.   W. 
Long,  May  12,  180,  Igl. 

Donelan,  Capt.  A,  J.  C.  [Cork,  Eaat] 

Athenry — Domiciliary  Visits  of  Con- 
stabulary, May  23,  1125. 

Carrowkeel  Proclaimed  Meeting,  Informa- 
tion as  to,  May  22,  971. 

Constabulary,  R.I.,  Regulations  as  to 
Domiciliary  Visite  by.  May  17,  628. 

Forests  and  Woods,  Preservation  of,  in 
Ireland — Restrictions  on  Powers  of 
Landlords  to  cut  down  Timber,  etc., 
ifayii,  54;  May  16,  ^m. 

Motors — Speed  Regulation — Instructions 
to  Metropolitan  Police,  May  17,  618. 

Postmen,  Auxiliary,  Conditions  of  Qualify- 
ing for  Rural  Postmen's  Appointments, 
May  22,  946. 

Sherlock  Estate,  Progress  of  Negotiations 
for  Sale  of,  Maiy  22, 950. 

Youghal  Auxiliary  Lunatic  Asylum — 
Chaplain  resi(fing  in  House  provided 
for  Medical  Superintendent,  May  16, 
484. 

DonOUglmiore,  Earl  ot—Vnd£r  Secrttanj  for 
War 

Defence  of  the  Empire — Letter  from  Duke 
of  Wellington  to  Sir  J.  Burgoyne, 
Printing  and  Circulating  of  proposed, 
May  15,  248,  249,  253. 

Naval  and  MiUtary  Medala  Bill,  2b.,  May  15, 
245  ;   Com.,  May  25,  1352-1353. 

Doogan,  Mr.  P.  C*  [Tyrone,  E.] 

Coalisland  Polling  Station,  Removal  of. 
May  25,  1404. 

Tyrone,  Coxmty  ol — Alterations  in  Polling 
Stations  for  Local  Qovemment  Elec- 
tions, May  12,  179. 

Dopping  Hepenstall  Estate 

Purchase   of.    Negotiations  for,    and    Re- 
instatement of  Evicted  Tenants. 
•  Q.    Mr.  Farrell ;  A.     Mr.  W.  Long, 

May  15,  296. 

Douglas,  Et.  Hon.  A.  A.— Secretary  oj  State 
for  the  Home  DtparimetU  [Kent,  St, 
Augustine's] 

Aliens. 

Arrivab,  Departures,  etc.,  in  1904, 
May  11,  47-49. 

Immigrants  suffering  from  Infectious 
Diseases,  May  24,  1230. 

Naturalisation  of,  from  1890  to  1904, 
May  24,  1228. 

Aliens  Bill— Names  of  Ports,  May  24,  1239. 

[coni. 
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Douglas.  Bt  Hon.  A.  A.  -cont. 

Anthrax— Case  of  Albert  Jones,  May  15, 
268. 

Burial  Grounds,  Moctastic  and  Conventual 
Private — Official  List,  Information  as 
to.  May  11,  47. 

Companies  Acts,  Evasions  of  Dentists  Act 
and  Medical  Acts  under — Opinion  of 
Law  Officers  of  the  Crown,  May  22, 
948. 

Coroners'  Inquests — Procedure  as  to  Pest 
Mortems,  May  24,  1228. 

Dentists,  Unregistered,  Administration  cl 
Anaesthetics  by — Legislative  Measuies 
for  Protection  of  the  Public,  proposed. 
May  16,  466. 

Dogs,  Stray,  Methods  of  Destruction  of,  in 
London,  May  16,  280. 

Fires  from  Telephone  Cables,  Prevention  of 
Risk  from,  May  15,  280. 

Infant  Life  Protection — Necessity  for 
further  LegisUtion,  May  11,  36. 

Labour  Conference,  International,  Laying 
Conclusions  of,  before  Parliament, 
proposed.  May  22,  942. 

Licences,  Hackney  and  Stage  Carriage — 
Number  of,  etc..  May  25,  1385. 

London,  Motor  Speed  Limit  in — Clause  9 
of  Act,  Recognition  of.  May  11,  60. 

Medical  and  Dental  Practitioners  struck 
ofi  Register  for  Misconduct,  Number 
of.  May  23,   1116. 

Motors. 

Magistrate,  Driving  at  Illegal  Speed 
by — Case  of  Capt.  J.  R.  Stanford, 
May  22,  962. 

Fetersfield — Investigation  of  Accident 
to  Naval  Officer,  May  16,  472. 

Speed  Regulation — Instructions  to 
Metropolitan  Police,  May  17,  617, 
618. 

Nicholson,  J.,  Case  of — Remission  of 
Sentence,  proposed,  May  11,  49 ; 
May  16,  467. 

Poisons,  Accidents  with,  Compulsory  Use 
of  Standard  Bottle,  etc..  May  16,  467. 

Police,   Metropolitan. 

Motor  Speed  Regulation,  Instructions 
as  to,  May  17,  617,  618. 

Pensions — Attesting    Authorities    for 
'^  Life  Certificates,  May  17,  619. 

Telephone  Communication  in  Country 
Districts,  Extension  of.  May  11, 
46. 

Prisons,  Books  for.  Regulations  as  to — 
Case  of  Rev.  Charles  Jennings,  May  15, 
279. 

Reformatory  and  Industrial  Schools — 
Committee,  Terms  of  Reference  to, 
May  15,  268. 

Douglas,  Mr.  C.  M.  [Lanark,  N.W.] 

i«and  Values  Taxation  (Scotland)  Bill,  2b., 
May  19,  894-896. 
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DrnmTnallan 

Boycott,    Alleged    Incitement    to.     Pro 


posed  Guvemment  Action,  etc. 
Q.  Mr.    Sloan;  A.  Bfr.    W.    Long, 
May  17,  625,  626. 

Dnmkenness  (Ireland)  Bill 

c.  Bep.*  May  18,  111. 

Dublin 

Bricklayers,    Lockout    of — Application   of 
Conciliation    Act,    proposed. 

Qs,  Mr.  Nannetti;  As,  Mr.  B.  Law, 
May  16,  493,  494. 

Police    Promotion    Regulations. 
Q.     Mr.     Delany;     A»  Mr.     W.     Long, 
May  15,  271. 

Post  and  Telegraph  Office. 

Additional     Superior     Appointments, 
Decision   as   ta 
Q,    Mr.     Nannetti ;    A.    LonI 
Stanley,  May  15,  267. 

Counter  Clerks,  Increase  of  Work  of 

Involved   by  paying  Salaries  of* 

Natioi  al  School  Teachers,  aUegetL 

Q.    Mr.     Nannetti ;    A,     Lonl 

Stanley,  May  19,  861. 

Learners,  Male,  Delay  in  Appointment 
of. 

Q.  Mr.    MacVeagh;  A,  Lord 
Stanley,  May  22,  947. 

Trinity    College — Estates    Commissionnit 
Report. 

Date  of  Presenting,  EiTect  on  Sales  of 
Estates,  etc. 

Qs,  Mr.    J.    O'Connor;  A.  Mr. 

W.  Long,  May  IS ;  •i92. 
Qs.  Mr.     Flavin;  A»,  Mr.     W 
Long,  May  16,  476. 

Report,  with  Appendix  and  Minoteit 
of  Evidence  Preserted,  May  19, 
856,  859. 

Dublin  Corporation  (Suporannnation)  BiU 

L  2r.*  May  12,  165. 
Hep.*  May  26,  1349. 

Dublin  United  Tramwayi  Bill 

/.  Bep.*  May  23,  1107. 

Dublin,  Wicklow  and  Wexford  Bailway 

Bill 

c.  Bep,*  May  18,  731. 
(Jon*May23\  1107. 
3b.*  May  26,  1625. 

DuflEy,  Mr.  W.  J.  [Gal  way,  S.] 

Constabulaiy,  R.  I.,  Regulations  as  to 
Domiciliary  Visits  by.  May  15,  295. 

Duke,  Mr.  H.  E.  [Plymouth] 

Merionethshire — Refusal  of  Local  Author- 
ities to  Carry  out  Education  Act,  190c£, 
May  15,  376,  379. 

Duncan,  Mr.  J.  H.  [Yorkshire,  W.  K,  Otley) 

Chicory  Duty,  PropoaalB  as  to  Readjust. 
ment  ot.  May  24,  1233. 
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DanoaniKm 

^  Troops,  Quartering  at,  proposed.  Decision 


Dun— Edtt 


as  to  Memorial,  etc. 

Q.     Mr.  Pfrench ;  A,    Mr.  Arnold- 
Forster,  May  22,  954. 

Dundalk 

Harbour  Buoys,  Colouring  of. 

Q.     Mr.  C.  Me  Arthur;  A.     Mr.  B.  Law, 
May  22,  943. 

Dnndee  Water  Order  Confirmation  Bill 

c.  iR.*  May  12,  173-174. 

Con*  May  16,  469. 

3k.*  May  18,  730. 
I.  lE.*  2r.*  and  Bep*  May  18,  727. 

Dundnun 

Lunatic  Asylum. 

Escape  of  Convicts,  Precautions  against. 
Reason  for  Dismissal  of  Attend- 
ant McKeottgh,  etc. 

g.     Mr.  Nannetti;    A.  Mr.  W. 
Long,  May  26,  1633,  1634. 

Peision  of  Shoemaker,  J.  McKeogh. 
Q.    Mr.  Mooney  ;  A.     Mr.  W.  Long, 
May  22,  951. 

Donraven.  Lord,  Estate  of 

Croom,  Inclusion  of,  in  Sale — ^Applications 
for,  etc.  % 

Qs,  Mr.  O'Shaughnessy ;  As,  Mr. 
W.  Long,  May  18,  767,  768 ; 
May  19,  864,  865. 

Durham*  County  of 

Polling  Districts,  Order  altering,  presented, 
May  24,  1227 ;  May  26,  1351. 

Duney  Island 

Evictions,  Action-  of  Police,  Use  of  Govern- 
ment Vessel,  etc. 
Os.     Mr.  W.  Moore,  May  26,  1438- 

1440. 
Q.     Mr.    C.     Craig;    A.     Mr.     W. 
Long,  May  22,  976. 

Dyke*  Kt  Hon.  Sir  W.  H.  [Kent,  Dartford] 

Colonial  Conference — Vote  of  Censuie  on 
the  Government,  Granting  Day  for. 
May  23,  1 138, 

Ealing  Corporation  Bill 

/.  2r.*  May  18,  726. 

Earl  of  Stamford's  Cheshire  Estate  Bill 

/.  IR.*  May  16,  405. 

East  Cowes  Gas  Bill 

c.  Rep.*  May  18,  732. 
3r.*  May  22,  938. 

EastSam 

Cost  of  Elementary  Education  at, 

Q.     Mr.   E.   Gray;  A.     Sir  W.   Anson, 
May  26,  1381,  1382. 

East  India 

See  India. 
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East  London  and  Lower  Thames  Electiie 
Power  Bill 

/.  Report*  from  Select  Committee,   May 
18,   725.  • 


Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  Bill 

/.  Bill  withdrawn*  May  12,  166. 

Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  (Ho.  2)  Bill 

/.  iR.*  May  12,  166. 

Edgware  and  Hampstead  Railway  Bill 

c.  3r.*  May  11,  31. 
I.  IB.*  May  12,  166. 
May     22, 


2b* 


918. 


Edinburgh 

Telegraph     Office — ^Retirement     Age     for 
Officials. 

Q.     Mr.  McCrae  ;  A.   Lord  Stanley, 
May  22,  946. 

Education,  Board  of 

President — Marquess   of   Londonderry. 
Secretary— Sir  W.  R.  Anson. 

Education  Board  Provisional  Orders  Con- 
firmation (Liverpool  etc.)  Bill 

I.   2r.*  May  12,  166. 

Com.  and  Rep.*  May  23,  1074. 

SK.*May26,  1350. 
c.   iR.*  May  26,   1528. 

Education  Board  Provisional  Order  Con- 
firmation (London  Ho- 1)  Bill 

/.  2b.*  May  12,  166. 

Education  Board  Provisional  Order  Con- 
firmation (London  No.  2) 

I.  2r.*  May  12,  166,  172. 

Com.  May  23,  1074,  1088-1089.  | 
R^p.*  May  2^,  1350. 
3b.*  May  26,  1616. 

Education  (England  and  Wales) 

Attendance. 

Infants*  Departments,  Statistics  as  to. 
Q.  Mr.  E.  Gray ;  A.  Sir  W.  Anson, 
May   25,    1380. 

Medical  Certificate  in  cases  of  Absence, 
Regulations  as  to. 
Q.  Mr.  Hunt ;  A,  Sir  W.  Anson, 
May  22,  94^. 

Denbighshire  Schools,  Repair  of — Appoint- 
ment of  Surveyor,  etc. 
Qs.  Mr.  Moss,  Mr.  H.  Roberts,  Mr. 
Lloyd-George;     As.     Sir     W. 
Anson,  May  26,  1396,  1397. 

Expenditure. 

Elementary    Education,    cost   of,    in 

Grantham,  West  Ham,  etc. 
<,  Q.  Mr.   E.   Gray;    A.  Sir  W. 

Anson.     May    25,     1381, 

1382. 

Increase  in. 

References  to,  in  Debate  on  the 
Finance  Bill,  May  16,  1^2, 
526,  627,  537»  588. 
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Ediioation  (England  and  Wales)— <on<. 

Expenditure — conL 

Parish,  charged  on,  under  Section  18  (1 ) 
(c)  of  Act,  Decision  aa  to. 

Q.  Sir  J.  Rankin;    A.  Bir.  G. 
Balfour,  May  18,  753. 

Inspectors,    Duties    of,  as   to    Structural 
Alterations  in  Schools. 
Q.  Mr.    Bill;     A,  Sir    W.    Anson, 
May  15,  266. 

Merionethshire,  see  that  tiile. 

Schools. 
[See  alio  siibhef  d'vgs  names  of  Schools,] 

Administration  of,  under  Welsh  Inter- 
mediate Act  of  1899,  Report  on, 
Presented,  May  11,  5,  32. 

Structural  Alterations,  Duties  of  In- 
spectors as  to. 

Q.  Mr.  Bill ;  A,  Sir  W.  Anson, 
:::  May  15,  265. 

Voluntary  and  Non -provided — Cost  of 
Maintenance   (1904-5). 

Q.  Dr.    Shipman;     A.  Sir   W. 
Anson,  May  15,  264. 

Shaw  British  school.  Decision  as  to. 

Q,  Mr.  Bryce ;    A.  Sir  W.  Anson,  May 
22,  966. 

Stookton-on-Tees  Secondary  Schools,  fees 
in. 

Q,  Mr.     K.    Hatdie;     A,  Sir    W. 
Anson,  May  18,  758. 

Teachers. 

Pupil,    Payment    of    Qrants    to,    in 
Schools    carried     on    for    Private 
Profit,    proposed. 
Q.  Sir  James  Rankin;    A,  Sir 
W.  Anson,  May  11,  37. 

Registration  of,  in  Technical  Institutes. 
Q.  Mr.  Yoxall;    A.  Sir  W.  Anson, 
May  24,  1227,  1228. 

Education  (Ireland) 

Armagh    M.N.    School,    Roll    No.    101— 
^yment  of  Salaiy  to  Teacher. 
Q.  Mr.  Lonsdale  ;  A.  Mr.  W.  Long, 
May  15,  272. 

Ballymena  School  Accommodation,   Pay- 
ment of  Grants,  etc., 

Qs.  Mr.  Sloan ;  As.  Mr.  Long,  May 
26,    1535,    1536. 

Garland    School,    reason    for    Withdrawal 
of  Grant  from. 
Q,  Mr.  Sloan ;    A,  Mr.  Long,  May 
24,  1248. 

Cavan— School,   Roll  No.    11,041,   Circuit 
9B>-Claim  for  Salary  of  Teacher. 
Q.  Mr.  S.  Young ;  A,  Mr.  W.  Long, 
May  15,  295. 

Oollooney  District,  proposals  as  to. 
Q.  Mr.  0*Dowd ;  .^.  Me.  W.  Long,  May 
18,  760. 

Dale,    Mr.,    Report    of — Publication     of 
7  Observations  uf  OommissionerSy  pro- 

Q,  Mr.  Dillon;   A.  Mr.  Long,  May 
24,  1246. 
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Downing,  Mr.  £.,  Reports  made  by. 
Q.  Mr.  Nolan ;    A.  Bir.  W.  Long,  M^ 
16,  478. 

Intermediate    Examinations,    RegolatioDi 
as  to. 

Qs.  Bir.    Farrell;     As.    Mr.    W 
Long,  May  16,  480. 

\    Irish  Unguage,  see  that  title. 

Kerry  Technical  Instruction  Proposab. 
Q.  Mr.  Boland ;  A.  Mr.  Long,  May  23, 
1123,  1124. 


Manual  Instruction,  Proposals  aa  ta 
Q.  Mr.   O'Malley;    A.  Bir.   Long,  May 

19,  863,  864. 
Q.  Bir.  Bolaad ;   A.  Mr.  Long»  May  24, 
1245. 

National  School   Teachers. 

King's  Health,  Toast  of.  Refusal  of 

Xoaohers    at    Sligo    to    honour, 

alleged. 

Os.  Lord  Oraomore  and  Browne 

May  25,  1354-1368,  1361  \ 

Earl  of  Arran,  135I^13«I ; 

Lord     Muf  kerry,      1359 ; 

Blarquess  of  Londonderry, 

1360-1362  ;   Earl  of  Biayo, 

Duke     of    Rutland,     Yig. 

Goschen,  1362. 

Pensions — Regulation  as  to  counting 
Service  in  Poor  Law  Schools. 
Q.  Mr.     Roche;      A,  Bir.     V. 
Cavendish,  May  25,  1410. 

Rural  District  Councillors  as. 
g.  Bir.  O'KeUy ;   A.  Bir.  W.  Long, 
May  22,  974. 

Needlework  Instruction  in  mixed  Schools 
under  a  Biaster,  Provision  for. 

Q.    Bir.  ^  Boland  ;     A.  Bir.     Long^ 
May  24,  1245. 

Ru!e  127  (b). 

Meetings   of   Commissioners,   TaUing 
of  Blinutes  of,  proposed.*^  ^ 
Qs.  Mr.    Dillon;     As.  Bir.    W. 
Long,  May  15,  295 ;   M^ 
25,   1398,   1399. 

Objections  to,  and  Protests  a^inst. 
Q.  Mr.  Farrell ;    A.  Bir.  W.  Long, 
May  16,  480,  481. 

Rules,  New,  Effect  of— Tabling  Retnzns 
etc.»  laid  before  CommissionecSy  pro- 
posed. 

Q.  Bir.  Dillon;    A.    Bir.    If.    liong 
May  25,  1407. 

Schools,  Number  of.  Managed  by  Religious 
Sects. 

Q.    Mr.     Boland;        A.    Bir.     W. 
Long,  May  24,  1246. 
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Edaoatioii,  Scotland 

Ck>ntuiaation  Classes. 

Code  of  Regulations  for.   Presented, 
May  15,  239,  257. 

Reports,    SUtistics,   etc.,    1903-1904, 
Presented,  May  19,  856,  859. 

Grants,  Information  as  to. 

Q.     Mr.  Caldwell ;    A,     Mr.  S.  Dickson, 
May  12,  176. 

Lewis,  Island  of — Proposals  for  Improve- 
ment of  Sanitary  Conditions  of  Baryas 
Schools. 

Q.     Mr.  Weir ;  A.     Mr.  S.  Dickson, 
May  25,   1379. 

Report  of  Committee,  1904-1905,  Presented, 
May  15,  239,  257. 

Secondary  and  Technical,  Allocation  of 
Funds  for — Return  Presented,  May  16, 
462. 

Teachers,  Pupil — Compulsory  Vaccination 
Regulations. 
•  Q.     Mr.  Weir ;   A.     Mr.  S.  Dickson 

May  23,  1112,  1113. 

Edacationil  Endowments  (Scotland)  Act> 
1882 

Trusts,  Annual  Income  of,  under. 
Q.     Mr.    Weir;     A.     Mr.     S.    Dickson, 
May  17,  010. 


SESSION  1905. 
May  11— May  26. 

EUiot  Mr,  A.  B.  D.  [Durham] 


[Edu— 'Ern 


Electric „  - 

(Ho.  1)  fii 


Provisional    Orders 


c  Rep.*  May  18,  732. 

Con*  May  19,  858. 

3b.  May  22,  939. 
/.  lE*  May  23,  1074. 

Electric    Lighting     Provisional    Order 
arc.  2)  BilL 

c  Rep.*  May  18,  732. 

3r.*  May  19,  857. 
/.  in.*  May  22,  919. 

Electric    Lighting    Provisional    Order 
(So,  3)  Bill 

c  Rep.*  May  18,  732. 

Con.*  May  19,  858. 

3b.*  May  22,  939. 
I  iB.*  May  23,  1074. 

Electric    Lighting    Provisional    Orders 
(No.6)BUl 

c  2b.*  May  16,  453. 

Electric    Lighting    Provisional    Orders 
Of 0.  TfBiir 

2r.*  May  16,   459. 
Rep.*  May  25,  1369. 
Con.*  May  26,  1526. 

Elementary  Education  (School  Attend- 
ance) Bill 

c.  iB.*  May  15,  306-307. 

EIlice>  Capt  E.  C.  [St.  Andrews  Burghs] 

Gibraltar  Cold  Meat  Store — Allocation  of 
Cost  between  War  Office  and  Admir- 
alty, May  18,  832. 
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Finance  Bill,  2b.|  May  15,  319-324,  326, 
343-344. 
Com.,  May  22,  1039. 

Financial  Relations  between  England  and 
Ireland,  Position  of — Over-taxation  of 
Ireland,  etc..  May  15,  319-324. 

Industrial  and  Material  Condition  of  Ire- 
land, May  15,  319. 

Tea,  Duty  on — Exemption  of  Ireland  pro- 
posed. May  22,  1039. 

Ellis,  Mr.  J.  E.  [Nottingham,  Rushcliife] 

Aliens — Arrivalj,  Departures,  etc,  in  1904 
May  11,  49. 

Hammersmith,  City  and  North  E^t  Lon- 
don Railway  Bill — Standing  Orders  not 
complied  with — Motion  to  refer  Bill 
*     back  to  Select  Committee,  May  11, 
134. 

Emmot,  Mr.  A.  [Oldham] 

Agricultural  Rates  Act,  1896.,  etc..  Con- 
tinuance Bill,  Com.,  May  17,  644,  645. 

Aliens — Arriyals,  Departures,  etc.,  in 
1904,  May  11, 47,  48. 

Depopulation  of  Ireland,  May  15,  344. 

Finance  BiU»  2b.,  Mcty  15,  342-346 :  Com., 
May  24,  1292-1294,  1295. 

Financial  Relations  between  England  and 
Ireland,  Position  of — Over-Taxation 
of  Ireland,  etc.,  May  15,  342-346. 

Navy. 

Guns — Mark  ix.  12 -inch.  Cost  of.  May 
15,  258. 

"  King  Edward  VII,"  Cost  of.  May  15, 
268. 

Transvaal  War  Contribution  Loan,  May  24, 
1292-1295. 

Enfield 

Small    Arms    Factory,    Discharges    from 
(1903-1906). 
Q.  Mr.   J.   Bums;   A.  Mr.   Arnold - 
Forster,  May  24,  1236. 

Enniskillen 

Assizes — Case  of  0.  Cleary. 

Q.  Mr.  E.  Mitchell;    A.  Mr.  W.  Long, 
May  16,  482,  483. 

Postal  Arrangements,  Improvement  of. 
Q.  Mr.  Jordan ;    A.  Lord  Stanley,  May 
18,  770,  771. 

Epping  Gas  Bill 

/.  Rep.*  May  18,  726. 
3b.*  May  22,  918, 

Epizootio  Lymphangitis 

see  under  Horses.^ 

Erne>  Lough 

Ownership  Dispute,  Decision  in. 

Q,  Mr.  Jordan ;    A.  Mr.  V.  Cavendish^ 
May  18,  757. 

3  M  2 
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Esmonde,  Sir  T.  G.  [Wexford,  N.] 

Piers  and  Harbours  in  Scotland — Expendi- 
ture on  Harbours  of  Wick,  Peterhead 
and  Fraserburgh,  May  15,  264. 

Evictioiui,  Ireland 

For  particular  places  see  their  names. 

Reinstatements — Instructions  issued  to 
Estates  Commissioners. 

Os.  Mr.  J.  Redmond,  May  25,  1427  ; 
Mr.  Dillon,  Mr.  Atkinson,  1493, 
1494. 
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Exchequer  Bonds 

Cancellation  of  Issue  of  1900. 

References  to,  in  I>ebate  on  the 
Finance  Bill,  May  24,  1250,  1251, 
1253,  1254. 

New  Issue  of. 

References  to,  in  Debate  on  the 
Finance  Bill,  May  24,   1266. 

Conditions  of  Issue,  Price,  etc. 

References  to,  in  Debate  on  the 
Finance  Bill,  May  24,  1256, 
1261,   1262,    1264-1268. 

Extradition 

Cuba,  Application  of  Acts  of  1870-1895  to 
— Order  in  Council  Presented,  May  18, 
Til,  734. 

Extradition  Bill 

/.  iR.*  May  22,  920. 
2b.,  May  25,  1352. 

Factories 

Flax  and  Linen,  Number  subject  to  In- 
spection, Number  of  Spindles  and 
Looms  in  use,  etc. — Return  ordered, 
May  18,  734. 

FarreU,  Mr.  J.  P.  [Longford,  N.J 

Army  Pensions— Case  of  James  Cox,  May 
17,  614. 

Constabulary,  R.I. —County  Inspector 
H.  R.  M*Dermott,  Reason  for  Non- 
attendance  of,  at  Longford  Petty 
Sessions,  May  15,  297. 

Dalkey  Income  tax  Collection— Case  of  Mr. 
R.  Armstrong,  May  17,  623. 

Dopping  Hepenstall  Estate,  Negotiations 
for  Purchase  of,  and  Re-instatement  of 
Evicted  Tenants,  May  15,  296. 

Education. 

Intermediate    Examinations,    Regula- 
tions as  to.  May  16,  480. 

Rule  127  (b).  Protests  against,    May 
16,  480. 

Inny  Junction  Peat  Cultivation  Experi- 
raentp,  May  18,  769. 

King-Harman  Estate— Re-instatement  of 
William  Fox,  May  15,  296-297. 

Land    Act,    1903— Purchasing   Powers   of 
Estates  Commissioners,  May  18,  769. 
36 


INDEX 

May  1  l-^May  26. 

Farrell,  Mr.  J.  T.-cont. 

Longford. 

Army    Service    Corps,    alleged    Dis- 
satisfaction in.  May  17,  615. 

Magistrates,  Religion  of,  May  16,  481. 

Maconochie  Estate — Delay  in  issuing 
Vesting  Orders,  May  17,  625. 

O'Brien  Estate,  Sale  of— Progress  oi 
Negotiatiomi,  May  16,  480. 

Riffey  River  Drainage  Board,  Formation 
t  f.  May  17,  623,  624. 

Swine  Fever  Outbreaks — Removal  of  Res- 
trictions on  Movement  ot  Swine,  pro- 
posed. May  18,  753. 


Fayersham 

Postman,  Decision  as  to  Petition  forwarder! 

by. 

Q.     Mr.  Jas.  O'Connor;     A,     Lord 
Stanley,  May  24,  1231,  1232. 

Fee  Fund,  House  of  Lords 

_     Annual  Account  Presented,  May  19,  855. 

FellOWes.  Bt  Koil  A.  K— President  of  the 
Board  of  AgrictUture  [Hunts,  Ram&ey.] 

Agriculture— Railway  Rates  on  Carriage  of 
Produce — Date  of  issuing  Departmen- 
tal Committee  Report,  May  18,  737. 

Forestry  Section  of  Board  of  Agriculture, 
Information  as  to,  May  26,  1383. 

Nitrogen-producing  Bacteria,  Experiments 
in  treating  Soil  with.  May  11,  52. 

Scotland — Sheep  Scab. 

Dipping,  Compulsory— Modification  of 
Order,  proposed.  May  25,  1384. 

Regulation  of  Movement  Order,  Post- 
ponement of.  May  24,  1241. 

Swine  Fever,  Outbreaks  in  United  King- 
dom, May  24,  1241. 

Ireland — Removal  of  Restrictions  on 
Movement  of  Swine,  proposed. 
May  18,  754. 

Ferguson*  Hr.  B.  C.  Munro  [Leith  Borehp.] 

Agricultural  Rates  Act,  1896,  etc.,  Coa- 
tinuance  Bill,  Com,  May  17,  657. 

Agriculture,  Board  of — Information  as  to 
Forestry  Section,  May  25,   1383. 

Navy  Estimates — Items  placed  sometimes 
on  the  ^^otes  and  sometimes  on  Works 
Loans  Acts — Confusion  arising  from 
Loss  of  House  of  Commons  (>jntrol, 
etc.,  May  18,  806,  807. 

FerffUSSOn,    Bt.  Hon*  Sir  J.  [Manchester, 

N.E.] 

Finance  Bill,  Com,  May  23,  1156. 

Government  Ships  Bill,  2b,  May  17,  693. 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  [Sunday] 
Bill,  2r.  May  26,  1542-1544. 

Tea  Duty — Proportions  borne  by  Pro- 
ducer and  Consumer,  May  23,  1156. 
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[Ffr-  Fis 


Pfrench.  Mr.  P.  [Wexford,  S.] 

Dancannon,  Quartering  of  "Froops  at — 
Decision  as  to  Memorial,  Mcfy  22,  964. 

Nitrogen- producing  Bacteria,  Experin.ents 
with.  May  15,  272. 

Field,  Mr.  W.  [Dablin,  St.  Patrick,] 
Depopulation  of  Ireland,  May  15,  333. 
Finance  Bill,  2R.  May  15,  328-336 ;    Com. 
May  22,  1050;    May  23,  1149-1160. 
1166,    1169,    11921196. 

Financial  Relations  between  England  and 
Ireland,  Position  of — Over- taxation  of 
Ireland,  etc..  May  15,  328-336. 

Glaanevin  New  Buildings— Use  of  Irish 
Slates,  Jlf ay  23,  1116. 

Income  Tax,  Exemption  of  Ireland  from, 
proposed.  May  23,   1192-1196. 

Industrial  and  Material  Condition  of  Ire- 
land, May  15,  333-336. 

Iron  and  Steel,  Prevention  of  Gambling  in, 

proposed,  Mcty  23,  1113. 
Taxation,     Incidence     of.      Appointment 

of  Committee  to  consider,    proposed, 

May  23,  1149,  1160. 
Tea  Duty. 

Ireland,     Exemption     of,     proposed* 
May  22,  1060. 

Reduclion  of,  proposed.  May  23,  1150, 
Telephone   Service — Agreement   with   Na- 
tional Telephone  Company,  May  22, 
1006. 

Tobacco  Duties — Additional  4d. — Exemp- 
tion' of  Irish  Tobacco  from  Tax,  pro- 
posed. May  23,  1166. 

Finance  Bill 

[For  subjects  of  Debate,  see  titles.  Income 
Tax,  Sugar,  Tea,  Revenue  and  Ex- 
penditure] 

c.  2r.  May  15,  307-364;  May  16,  501, 
582 

Com.  May  22,  1028-1054;  May  23, 
1140-1224;  May  24,  1260-1316, 
1348. 

Clause    1,    Line    18~Meaning    of    Word 

"  Levied." 

O*.     Mr.    Soares,    May    22,    1028, 

1029;      Mr.    A.    ChamberUin, 

1029,  1030;    Mr,  Flynn,  1030; 

Mr.  Whitley,  1030. 

Clause   2~Omi88ion  of  Words  "including 

the    Increased    Duties    imposed    by 

Section  6  of  that  Act. 

Os,    Mr.  Whitley,   May  23,   1163- 

1166;      Mr.    A.    Chamberlain, 

1163,  1164. 

X'inanoial  relatiomi  between  England  and 
Ireland  • 

Position  of — Over  Taxation  of  Ireland,  etc. 
Os.  Mr.  Clancy,  May  15,  308-319  ;  Mr. 
Elliot,  319-324;  Mr.  Flynn,  324- 
327  ;  Sir  J.  Gorst,  327,  328  ;  Mr. 
Field,  328-336;  Mr.  P.  Smith, 
336-338.;  Mr.  S.  MacNeill,  338- 
342  ;  Mr.  Emmott,  342-345  ;  Mr. 
A.  Chamberlain.  346 ;  Mr.  Dillon 
353-360. 
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Financial  BelationB  between  England  and 
Ireland  — cont 

Return  as  to.  Errors  in.  Objections  to  form 
of  presenting,  etc. 

Os.    Mr.  Clancy,  May  15,  307,  308 
311  ;   Mr.  A.  Chamberlain,  347 

Findlay,  Mr.  A,  [Lanark,  N.E.] 

Land    Values    Taxation    (Scotland)     Bill 
2E.,  May  19,  891,  893. 

Finlay,  Sir  E,  B.— Attorney  General  [Inver- 
ness  Burghsj 

County  Courts  (No.  2)  Bill,  Proposals  as  to. 
May  18,  739. 

Government  Ships  Bill,  2b.  May  17,  690, 
693f 

Judicial  Trustees  Act  (1896),  Trustees  ap- 
pointed under,  May  15,  265. 

Liverpool  Court  of  Passage — Extension  of 
Powers  under  County  Courts  (No.  2) 
BiU,  May  18,  767. 

Parliamentary  Agents  and  Secret  Com- 
missions— Case  of  Messrs.  Bircham 
&  Co.,  May  15,  288,  289. 

Fires 

Escape  from  Fire,  Facilities  for— Necessity 
for  Legislative  Measures. 

Q.     Sir  T.  Dewar ;    A.     Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour,  May  15,  303. 

Telephones  Cables,  Prevention  of  Risks 
from — Inquiry  proposed. 

Q.    Sir   T.    Dewar  r      A,    Mr.    A. 
Douglas,  May  15,  279-280. 

First  Comniissioner  of  Works 

Lord  Windsor. 

First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 

Earl  of  Cawdor. 

First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 

Rt.  Hon.  A.  J.  Balfour, 

Fiscal  PoUcy 

Colonial  Conference  (1906),  Discussion  at. 
Os.  Mr.  Lloyd-George,  Mr.  A.  J.  Bal- 
four, Mr.  Deputy-Speaker,  May  16, 
497, 498. 
Qs.  Mr.  Soares,  Mr.  Lloyd-George  ; 
As.  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour  May  16, 
495,  496. 

Colonies,  Preferential  Treatment  for»  Gov- 
ernment Attitude  towards. 
Os.    Sir   H.    CampbeU-Bannerman, 
May  22,  986-990,  1054-1060; 
Mr.    A.    J.    Balfour,    986-989, 
1068-1070 ;    Mr.  Lloyd-Gcorge» 
987. 
Qs.     Mr.  Soares,  Mr.  E.  Robertson, 
Mr.   Lough ;      As.     Mr.   A.   J. 
Balfour,  May  22,  985,  986. 

Personal  Explanation  demanded 
from  Prime  Minister — Refusal 
of  House  to  hear  Colonial 
Seci-etary,  May  22,  1081-1072.jj 


fis-ny] 


TUbM.  Mr.  W-  H.  [Fiitham] 

Army  Hocw*— Epiiootio  Lymphangitis^ 
ProcAutioiu  a«Mitft  ■pce»diog  ol  Ont- 
bre«k.  May  if,  40. 

Fiahmiet,  Board  of 

FnMeni^VLi.  Hon*  A.  E.  Fellowes. 

Fiihoriot 

IreUnd. 

BalUnlongluuie  Fithermen,  Righto  of. 
Q.    Mr.   C.   DerUn;      A.    Mr.   W. 
Long,  ifoy  22,  080. 

Boat^,  Insuimnoe  Scheme  for^Num- 
her    of    Insuraaces    affected    in 
Kerry. 
Qa.    Mr.  Boland  ;  As.    Mr.  W. 
Long,  May  22,9erj,  96B. 

Dromara,     Poaching    near — Interfer- 
ence   of    Fiiheriefl    Branch    with 
Projected  Prosecution,  alleged. 
Q,    Mr.  C.  Craig ;   A.    Mr.  W. 
Long»  May  19,  860. 

Mackerel  and  Haak,  Damage  done  to, 

by   catching   Immature   Fish   in 

Herring  Nets. 

Qb,    Mr.  Flynn ;    As.    Mr.  W. 

Long,  May  16,  465  ;    if  ay 

22,  971,  972. 

Report  Presented,  May  22,  919,  940. 

Scientific  Investigations — Report  Pre- 
sented, May  22,  919,  940. 

Scotland. 

Herring  Fishery  Close  Time  Regula- 
tions. 

Q.    Mr.    Flynn ;      A.    Mr.    S. 
Dickson,  May  16,  475. 

Mansfield   Commission   Report,   Date 
of  Presenting. 
Q.    Mr.    Weir;       A,    Mr.    S. 
Dickson,  May  24,  1228. 

Fitzmaurico.  lord  E.  0.  P.  IWilis,  Cricklade] 

Agricultural  Rates  Act,  1896,  etf*..  Continu- 
ance Bill,  Com,,  May  17,  642, 673-i575. 

Swindon — Certification  afid  Registration  of 
Holy  Rood  Roman  Catholic  Church, 
May  16,  468. 

Flavin,  Mr.  M.  J.  [Kerry,  N.] 

Agrarian  Offences  in  England,  Returns 
as  to,  proposed.  May  25,  1397,  139S. 

Coolaclarig  Farm,  Caretaker,  Police  pro- 
tection of,  May  25,  1407,  1408. 

Dublin— Trinity  College  Estates.  Date  of 
Presenting  Report  on,  jlfay  16,  476. 

Finance  Bill,  Com.,  May  23,  1166-1167, 
1168,  1170. 

J.<and  Purchase. 

Agreements — Protection  afforded  bv 
Clause  9,  Form  P.,  of  Act  of 
1903.  May  23,  1132,  1133;  May 
24,  1246.  1247. 

Terms  of,  under  Acts  of  1896  and 
1903,  May  22,  973. 

Pilgrim  Hill  Estate  Grazing  Lands,  Dii- 
poial  of,  May  26,  1408. 


INDEX. 
May  \\— May  26. 

Yhmn^  Mr.  K.  J. 


%:■ 


STietico,Actiei  fl- 
at, Mm9  ^.  97«- 
8oe«iB,  Cmrrimge  of  Gooda  to,lf8f :^ 

Swine. 

Fe^er  Oaibreaks  in  Vmit^^f^. 
•tc..  May  24,  1340. 124L 

Inspection  of— alleged  X<«^ 
tlon    In  certain  distrf^^ 
J8,  764. 
Tobacco      I>iitiea— Additioail  4ii- 

emption     of    Irish    Tob^ 

Tnx,  proposed.  May  U  1»» 

1170. 


Flax 


Irtit 


Culture*    Kxpenditare  on,  m  i"^ 
Q.     Mr.    T.    L.   Corbett ;  J    ^ 


Long,   May  16,  47 


»' 


Flax  and  Linen  Factories 

Number  Subject  to  Inspection,  -^"^^ 
of  Spindles  And  I>K)m«  in  e*- 
—Return  Ordered,  May  U,  ^ 

Flower,  Sir  E.  F.  8.  [Bradford.  W] 
Local  GoTemment  Bo»rd  B^otp» 
Proposals,  May  18,  n«- 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  ^"f'fif ' 
Bill,  2k.,  May  26,  1559-Ki6l 

Flynn,  Mr.  J.  C.  fOork,  K] 

CuBtoms— Ireland,  Separate  J^_ 
for.  Establishment  o/,  rr 
May  22,    1035. 

Finance  Bill. 

2r.  May  IS,  324-327.  . 

Com,,    May     22,     l^,   g,. 

1165,1166,1172.1183.11^^ 

Clause  1,  Line  18->^^'to30 
"  Lev^-ed,"  May  «^,  ^^'^ 

Financial  Relations  ^^^^yy^du 
and  Ireland,  P««"^'''"  ,r  32f^ 
ation  of  Ireland,  etc.,  Maff  i*-    ^^ 

Fisheries,    Ireland -Mackerel  ^^^'^ /^^ 
Damage   done    to,    »'y/^  , .    Jj^ 
mature   Fish  in   Herring  ^^^^    ^1 
16,  465  ;  May  22,  971,  »'-      (^. 

Fisheries,  Scotland— Hernng  f^*"^/, 
time  Regulations.  ^^^^ ;''  ^^//, 

Hegarty    Estate— Case  of  J- 

May  15,  269.  ^,, 

Income-tax,  Exemption  oi*^ 

proposed.  May  23,^  H^    Uoyni^** 
Kanturk— Prosecution^Nji^r.     ^^./^j, 

for     Non-rayment     <fc^ 
May  24,  1233.  V^^  of 

Newman  Estate,  Sale  of— ExcA^ 
Holding  of  Mr.  T.  O'Callaghan,^ 
23,  1135. 

P^claimed  Meetings,  Poh'ce  Inteifei 
(  with,  May  25,  U71-U73. 


t:^ 
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fi-ll  Kynn,  Mr.  J.  C— «>»*. 

«  ,9  South  African  War  Stores  and  Supplies 

J  Wastage,    Return    as    to — Date    of 

Supply  to  Printers  and  to  Members, 
-■   -  Jfay  i«,  760,  761. 

h:  Tea  Duty. 

Ireland,     Exemption     of,     proposedt 
^  May  22,  1033-1036. 

Reduction  of,  to  4d.,  proposed,  May 
25,1141.1142. 

Tobacco  Duties — Additional  4d. — Exemp- 
tion of  Irish  Tobacco  from  Tax,  pro- 
posed. May  23,  1166,  1166,  1172. 

■  ^  Whisky  Duty,  Additional,  Proposed  Ex- 

'  '  *  emption  of  Ireland  from.  May  23, 1 183. 

Foreign  OiBce 

Seereiary    of  StaU  —  Marquess  of  Lans- 
downe 

Protectorates,  Expenditure  on. 
O,    Mr.  V.  Cavendish,  May  16,  623. 

Forestry 

Ifi.^       *     Indian    Forest    Service    Department,    see 

that  title. 

Ireland,  see  thai  title. 


I'W 


.^"' 


JC 


Foster,  Sir  B.  W.  [Derby,  Ilkeston] 

Cigarettes,  Foreign,  Revenue  from  Tax  on, 
May  18,  742. 

India — Deaths  from  Plague,  May  12,  177. 

Poor  Law  Children  in  District  and  Separate 

Schools,  May  22,  962. 
Telegraph  Service — Sick  Leave  in  Central 

Office^)ase  of  Mr.  BuUamore,  May  16, 

266;  May  26,  1632. 

Fowler,    Et    Hon.    Sir   H.    H.     [Wolver- 
hampton, E.] 

Agricultural  Rates  Act,  1896.,  etc..  Con- 
tinuance Bill,  Com.,  May  17,  633-636. 

Business  of  the  House,  Course  of.  May  18, 
111. 

Defence  of  the  Empire — Constitution  of 
Committee  of  Defence,  May  17,  630. 

Motors. 

Electric,  Regulations  as  to  Warning  of 

Approach  by.  May  25,  1396. 
Speed    Regulations. 
I  Local    Authorities,   Applications 

from.   May  25,   1393. 
Metropolitan  Police,  Instructions 
to.  May  17,  617,  618. 
prisoners.  Regulations  as  to    Books  for — 
Case  of  Rev.  Charles  Jennings,  May  15, 
278-279. 

France 

Aliens,  Immigrant,  Tax  on,  in  Boulogne 
and  Calais. 

Q.  Sir  H.  Vincent ;  ^.  Mr.  B.  Law, 
May  17,  613. 
Trade    Reports    Presented,    May   11,    6 ; 
May  22,  919;  May  26,   1516. 


Fraserburgh 

,^f— Ei  H*'bour,   Expenditure  on. 

) 7  jiijyc^^  ^  Q*  Sir  T.  Esmonde ;  4*  Mf.  S.  PIckson, 

May  16,  264. 
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May  II— May  26. 

!  Fuller.  Mr.  J.  M.  F.  [WUts,  Wentbury] 

Mattresses,  Manufacture  of.  Regulation  of 
Bfaterials  used,  etc..  May  22,  944. 

Fumess,  Sir  C. 

National  Telephone  Company,  Agreement 
..  with,  May  22,  1019. 

Galway 

Harbour  Works,  Decision  as  to.  Amount  of 
Loan,  etc. 
Q.  Col.   Nolan  ;  A.  Mr.  V.  Caven- 

dish.  May  22,  980. 
Qs.  Mr.     C.     Devlin;  As.  Mr.     V. 
,  Cavendish,  May  22,  982,  983. 

Telegraph    Office,    Additional,    proposed. 
Qs.  Mr.   C.   Devlin ;  As.  Lord  Stanley, 
May  IS,  770. 
Untenanted  Houses,  Legislation  for  Deal- 
ing with,  proposed. 

Q.  Mr.  C.  Devlin  ;  A.  Mr.  Atkinson, 
May  23,  1122,  1123. 

Gamblers  Divorce  Bill 

/.  Com.,  May  11,  4. 

Eep.*  May  16,  238. 

3b.*  May  16,  406. 
e.  1b.*  May  16,  461. 

Oardner,  Mr.  E.  [Berkshire,  Wokingham] 
Motors,    Heavy,    Withdrawal    of    Local 
Government   Order  as   to,   proposed, 
May  17,  724. 

Oas    and    Water   Orders   Confirmation 
(No.  1)  Bill 

/.  2b.*  May  11,  4. 
Com.*  May  18,  726. 

Gas  Orders  Confirmation  Bill 

L  2b.*  May  26,  1515. 

Germany 

Chinese  Port,  Alleged  Seizure  of. 

Q.  Mr.  T.  Taylor ;  A.  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour, 
May  16,  499. 

Marshall  Islands,  British  Shipping  Trade 
with,  German  Treatment  of — Termina- 
tion by  German  Government  of  Agree- 
ment with  Jaluit  Company,  etc. 
Oa.  Earl  of  Jersey,  May  11,  28,  30  ; 
Marquess  of  Lansdowne,  28,  30  ; 
Lord  Muskerry,  May  22,  923  ; 
Marquess  of  Lansdowne,   930. 

Gibraltar 

Cold  Meat  Store  at,  Cost  of.  Allocation  of, 
between  War  Office  and  Adpuralty,  etc. 
Os.  Mr.  Whitley,  May  18,  820,  828  ; 
Mr.  Dillon,  820,  824-826,  833, 
836 ;  Mr.  A.  Lee,  821,  834 ; 
Mr.  Kearley,  821,  822 ;  Mr.  C. 
Warner,  822,  827 ;  Mr.  Dalziel, 
823,  826,  833-836 ;  Mr.  Prety- 
man,  823,  827,  835,  836  ;  Mr.  B. 
Davenport,  824-826,  830,  834 
835 ;  Mr.  Godded,  827  ;  Mr. 
Bill,  827,  832 ;  CoL  Lockwood, 
Mr.  Morrison,  829;  Sir  F. 
Banbury,  830;  Mr.  Renwick, 
Mr.  W.  Rutherford,  831  ;  Capt. 
Ellice,  832 ;  Mr.  Mooney,  832, 
834;  Mr.  Soares,  833,  836 
Mr.  £.  Robertson,  834,  835 
Mr.  McCrae,   836. 


Fis-riy] 


KAen  Mr,  V-  Hi  [Fulham] 

Army  Hones — Epiaootio  Lymphangitis — 
Precautions  against  spreading  of  Out- 
break, if  ay  l/,  40. 

FiiherieSf  Board  of 

President-'VLt,  Hon.  A.  E.  Fellowes. 

Fiflheries 

Ireland. 

Ballinlonghane  Fishermen,  Bights  of. 
Q,    Mr.   C.   DevUn;      A.    Mr.   W. 
Long,  May  22,  980. 

Boats,  Insurance  Scheme  for — Num- 
ber   of    Insurances    affected    in 

Kerry. 
Qs.    Mr.  Boland  ;  As.    Mr.  W. 
Long,  May  22,  967,  968. 

Dromara,     Poaching    near — Interfer- 
ence   of    Fisheries    Branch    with 
Projected  Prosecution,  alleged. 
Q.    Mr.  C.  Craig ;    A.    Mr.  W. 
Long,  May  19,  860. 

Mackerel  and  Haak,  Damage  done  to, 

by   catching   Immature   Fish   in 

Herring  Nets. 

Qs.    Mr.  Flynn ;    As,    Mr.  W. 

Long,  May  16,  465  ;    May 

22,  971,  972. 

Report  Presented,  May  22,  919,  940. 

Scientific  Inyestigations — Report  Pre- 
sented, May  22,  919,  940. 

Scotland. 

Herring  Fishery    Close  Time  Regula- 
tions. 

Q,    Mr.    Flynn ;      A.    Mr.    S. 
Dickson,  May  16,  475. 

Mansfield   Commission   Report,   Date 
of  Presenting. 
Q.    Mr.    Weir;       A,    Mr.    S. 
Dickson,  May  24,  1228. 

Fitnnaurice,  Lord  E.  G.  P.  [Wilts.  Cricklade] 

Agricultural  Rates  Act,  1896,  etc..  Continu- 
ance Bill,  Com,,  May  17,  642, 673-i375. 

Swindon — Certification  afid  Registration  of 
Holy  Rood  Roman  Catholic  Chureh, 
May  16,  468. 

Plavin,  Mr.  H.  J.  [Kerry.  N.] 

Agrarian  Offences  in  England,  Returns 
as  to,  proposed.  May  25,  1397,  1398. 

Coolaclarig  Farm,  Caretaker,  Police  pro- 
tection of.  May  25,  1407.  1408. 

Dublin— Trinity  College  Estates.  Date  of 
Presenting  Report  on.  May  16,  476. 

Finance  Bill,  Com.,  May  23,  1166-1167, 
1168,  1170. 

Land  Purchase. 

Agreements — Protection  afforded  bv 
Clause  9,  Form  P.,  of  Act  of 
1903.  May  23,  1132,  1133;  May 
24,  1246.  1247. 

Terms  of,  under  Acts  of  1896  and 
1903,  May  22,  973. 

Pilgrim  Hill  Estate  Grazing  Lands.  Dis- 
posal of,  May  25,  1408. 
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Rossmacowen  Eriction,  Action  of  Police 
at,  May  22,  976. 

Sneem,  Carriage  of  Goods  to.lfoy  2^,  967. 
Swine. 

Fever  Outbreaks  in  United  Kingdom, 
etc..  May  24,  1240,  1241. 

Inspection  of — alleged    Non-Inapec 
tion    in  certain  districts.  May 
18,  764. 

Tobacco  Duties — Additional  4d. — Ex- 
emption of  Irish  Tobacco  from 
Tax,  proposed.  May  23,  1166,  1167, 
1170. 

Flax 

Culture,  Expenditure  on,  in  Ireland. 
Q.     Mr.  T.   L.  Corbett;  A.     Mr.    W. 
Long,  May  16,  477. 

Flax  and  Linen  Factories 

Number  Subject  to  Inspection,  Number 
of  Spindles  and  Looms  in  use,  etc. 
— Return  Ordered,  May  18,   734. 

Flower,  Sir  E.  F.  8.  [Bradford,  W.] 

Local  Government  Board  Reorganisation 
Proposals,  May  18,  776. 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  [Sunday] 
Bill,  2r.,  May  26,  1559-1561. 


Customs 
proposed. 


Flynn,  Mr.  J.  C.  [Cork,  N.] 

Customs — Ireland,     Separate 
for.    Establishment    of. 
May  22,  1035. 

Finance  Bill. 

2r.  May  15,  324-327. 

Com.,  May  22,  1030,  1033-1036, 
1049-1050;  tMay  23,  1141-1142. 
1165.  1166, 1172, 1183,  1189-1190. 

Clause  1,  Line  18— Meaning  of  Word 
"  Levied."  May  22,  1030. 
Financial     Relations     between      England 
and    Ireland,    Position   of — Orer- tax- 
ation of  Ireland,  etc..  May  15,  324-327. 

Fisheries,    Ireland — Mackerel    and  {Haak. 
Damage   done    to,    by  Catching   Im- 
mature  Fish   in   Herring  ^ets.   May 
16,  465  ;  May  22,  971,  972.  ^ 

Fisheries,  Scotland — Herring  Fishery  Close- 
time  Regulations,  May  16,  475. 

Hegarty  Estate — Case  of  J.  0*Driscollp 
May  15,  269. 

Income-tax,  Exemption  of  Ireland   from. 

proposed.  May  23,  1189. 
Kan turk— Prosecution   of    Mr.    Moynihan 

for     Non-rayment     ol     Income-tax, 

May  24,  1233. 

Newman  Estate,  Sale  of— Exch»ion  of 
Holding  of  Mr.  T.  0*CalUghan;.lfay 
23,  1135. 

P|t>claimed  Meetings.   Police  Interference 
[  with.  May  25,  1471-1473. 
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Flynn,  Mr.  J.  C— con*. 

South  African  War  Stores  and  Supplies 
Wastage,  Return  as  to — Date  of 
Supply  to  Printers  and  to  Members, 
May  18,  760,  751. 

Tea  Duty. 

Ireland,     Exemption     of,     proposed* 
May  22,  1033-1036. 

Reduction  of,  to  4d.,  proposed.  May 
23,  1141,  1142. 

Tobacco  Duties — Additional  4d. — Exemp- 
tion of  Irish  Tobacco  from  Tax,  pro- 
posed. May  23,  1165,  1166,  1172. 

Wbisky  Doty,  Additional,  Proposed  Ex- 
emption of  Ireland  from.  May  23, 1 183. 

Foreign  Office 

Secretary    of  StaU  —  Marquess  of  Lans- 
downe 

Protectorates,  Expenditure  on. 
0.     Mr.  v.  Cavendish,  May  16,  523. 

Forestry 

Indian  Forest  Service  Department,  see 
that  title, 

Ireland,  see  that  title. 

Foster,  Sir  B.  W.  [Derby,  Ilkestonl 

Cigarettes,  Foreign,  Revenue  from  Tax  on. 
May  18,  742. 

India — Deaths  from  Plague,  May  12,  177. 

Poor  Law  Children  in  District  and  Separate 

Schools,  May  22,  962. 
Telegraph  Service — Sick  Leave  in  Central 

Office — Case  of  Mr.  Bullamore,  May  15, 

265;  May  26,   1532. 

Fowler,    Et    Hon.    Sir    H.    H.     [Wolver- 
hampton, E.] 

Agricultural  Rates  Act,  1896.,  etc..  Con- 
tinuance Bill,  Com.,  May  17,  633-636. 

Business  of  the  House,  Course  of.  May  18, 
111. 

Defence  of  the  Empire — Constitution  of 
Committee  of  Defence,  May  17,  630. 

Motors. 

Electric,  Regulations  as  to  Warning  of 

Approach  by.  May  25,  1395. 
Speed    Regulations. 
I  Local     Authorities,    Applications 

from.   May  25,   1393. 
Metropolitan  Police,  Instructions 
to.  May  17,  617,  618. 
Prisoners,  Regidations  as  to    Books  for — 
Case  of  Rev.  Charles  Jennings,  May  15, 
278-279. 

France 

Aliens,  Immigrant,  Tax  on,  in  Boiilogne 
and  Calais. 

Q.  Sir  H.  Vincent ;  ^4.  Mr.  B.  Law, 
May  17,  613. 
Trade    Reports    Presented,    May   11,    5 ; 
May  22,  919;  May  26,   1615. 

Fraserburgh 

Harbour,   Expenditure  on. 
Q.  Sir  T.  Esmonde ;  4.  Mf.  S.  Plckaon, 
May  15,  264. 
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Fuller.  Mr.  J.  M.  F.  [Wilts.  WeMtbury] 

Mattresses,  Manufacture  of.  Regulation  of 


Materials  used,  etc..  May  22,  944. 

Fumess,  Sir  C. 

National  Telephone  Company,  Agreement 
..  with.  May  22,  1019. 

Oalway 

Harbour  Works,  Decision  as  to.  Amount  of 
Loan,  etc. 
Q.  CoL   Nolan ;  A.  Mr.  V.   Caven- 
dish,  May  22,  980. 
Qs.  Mr.     C.     Devlin ;  As.  Mr.     V. 
,  Cavendish,  May  22,  982,  983. 

Telegraph    Office,    Additional,    proposed. 
Qs.  Mr.    C.    Devlin ;  As.  Lord   Stanley, 
May  18,  770. 

Untenanted  Houses,  Legislation  for  Deal- 
ing with,  proposed. 

Q.  Mr.  C.  Devlin  ;  A.  Mr.  Atkinson, 
May  23,  1122,  1123. 

Oamble*B  Divorce  Bill 

/.  Com.,  May  11,  4. 

Rep.*  May  15,  238. 

3b.*  May  16,  406. 
e.  iB.*  May  16,  461. 

Gardner,  Mr.  E.  [Berkshire,  Wokingham] 
Motors,    Heavy,    Withdrawal    of    Local 
Government   Order  as   to,   proposed. 
May  17,  724. 

Oas    and    Water   Orders   Confirmation 
(Ho.  1)  BUI 

/.  2b.*  May  11,  4. 
Com.*  May  18,  726. 

Oas  Orders  Confirmation  Bill 

/.  2b.*  May  26,  1516. 

Germany 

Chinese  Port,  Alleged  Seizure  of. 
Q.  Mr.  T.  Taylor ;  A.  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour, 
May  16,  499. 

Marshall  Islands,  British  Shipping  Trade 
with,  German  Treatment  of — Termina- 
tion hy  German  Grovemment  of  Agree- 
ment with  Jaluit  Company,  etc. 
Os.  Karl  of  Jersey,  May  ii,  28,  30  ; 
Marquess  of  Lansdowne,  28,  30  ; 
Lord  Muskerry,  May  22,  923  ; 
Marquess  of   Lansdowne,   930. 

Gibraltar 

Cold  Meat  Store  at,  Cost  of.  Allocation  of, 
between  War  Office  and  Admiralty,  etc. 
Os.  Mr.  WhiUey,  May  18,  820,  828  ; 
Mr.  DiUon,  820,  824-826,  833, 
836 ;  Mr.  A.  Lee,  821,  834 ; 
Mr.  Kearloy,  821,  822;  Mr.  C. 
Warner,  822,  827  ;  Mr.  Dalsiel, 
823,  826,  833-836 ;  Mr.  Prety- 
man,  823,  827,  836,  836  ;  Mr.  B. 
Davenport,  824-826,  830,  834 
836  ;  Mr.  Goddi^rd,  827  ;  Mr. 
BiU,  827,  832 ;  CoL  Lockwood, 
Mr.  Morrison,  829;  Sir  F. 
Banbury,  830;  Mr.  Renwick, 
Mr.  W.  Rutherford,  831  ;  Capt. 
EUice,  832 ;  Mr.  Mooney,  832, 
834;  Mr.  Soares,  833,  836 
Mr.  E.  Robertson,  834,  836 
Mr.   McCrae,   836. 
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Gibraltar— c<w<. 

Official  Reeidenoes  at.   Reasons   for  con- 
tinuing Expenditure  on. 
Os.     Mr.   C.   Warner,  Mr.   A.   Lee, 
May  18,  81J. 

Olasgow 

Telegraphic  Underground   Cable  to.  Date 
of  Completion  of. 

Q.    Sir  J.  Leng  ;  A,     Lord  Stanley, 
May  23,  1121. 


New  Buildings — Use  of  Irish  Slates. 
Q.     Mr.  Field ;  A.     Mr.  W.  Long,  May 

23,  1115,  1116. 

Olen 

Marine  Works,  Decision  as  to. 

Q.    Mr.    Boland ;  A.    Mr.   Long,    May 

24,  1247,  1248. 

Olennamaddon  Hountain 

Grazing  Rights  on.  Ownership  of,  etc. 
Q.    Br.    Ambrose;  A,    Mr.    W.    Long, 
May  22,  961. 

Ooddard,  Mr.  D.  F.  [Ipswich] 

Gibraltar  Cold  ^eat  Store — Allocation  of 
Cost  between  War  Office  and  Ad- 
miralty, Mar.  18,  827. 

Gordon,  Mr.  J.  [Londonderry] 


Oortunloe 

Outrage,  Result  of  Investigation  mto. 
Q.    Mr.  Tully ;  A,    Mr.  W.  Long,  May 
12, 179,  180. 

OoBohen,  Vis. 

Sligo  National  School  Teachers,  Alleged 
Refusal  oi,  to  honour  Toast  of  King's 
Health,  May  25,  1362. 

Oosport  and  Fareham  Tramways  Bill 

/.  Bep*  May  23,  1073. 

Government  Bnildings 

Parliament  Street,  in.  Progress  made  with. 
Q,     Mr.    Cohen ;     A,    Lord    Balcarres, 
May  23,  1122. 

Government  Departments 

Co-ordination  cff.  Necessity  for. 

0«.  Mr.    Haldane,    May    11,    120-122; 
Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  15?. 

Messengers  in.  Number  of  ex-soldiers  and 
sailors  employed  as — Return  ordered. 
May  22,  941. 
Q,    Sir  C.  Rasch ;  A,    Mr.  Amolc^- 
Forster,  May  23,  1118. 

Securities  held  b> — Return  Presented, 
May  12,  175. 


'  Government  Property 

Agrarian    Outrages   in   Ireland,    May   25,  \  y^  ,  * 

lAftO   lAsn  »         ir       »  Rates  on.  Increase  m. 

iWA  141W.  ^     ^^  y  Cavendish,  May  16,  521. 

Tyrone  Boycotting  Case— Action  of  County    n^^^^^^^A,  av;^.  -oiu 
Crown  Solicitor  and  Solicitor- General  '  Government  Slups  BlU 


in  giving  evidence,  May  25,  1457. 
Gordon  Maj.  W.  E.  [Tower  Hamlets,  Stepney] 

Defence  of  the  Empire — Preparations  for 
War,  Position  of  the  Committee  with 
regard  to.  May  11,  122-125. 

India,  Defence  of.  Possibility  of  Invasion, 
etc..  May  11,  125-127. 

Gore-Booth  Estate 

Sale  of.  Decision  as  to  RcinRtatoment  of  J. 
Quinn,  etc. 
Q.     Mr.     O'Dowd ;  A,     Mr.   W.  Long, 
May  19,  8G3. 

Gorst,    Rt  Hon.  Sir  J.  E.     [Cambriage 

University] 
Army    Expenditure,    Necessity    for    De- 
crease in.  May  16,  535. 

Defence  of  the  Empire — Possibility  of 
Invasion,  May  16,  532. 

Finance  Bill,  2r.  May  15,  327-328  ;  May 
16,  532  ;  com.  May  24,  1284-1285. 

Financial  Relations  between  England  and 
Ireland,  Position  of — Over-taxation  of 
Ireland,  etc.,  May  15,  327,  328. 

India,  Defence  of,  PosBibility  of  Russian 
Invasion,  etc..  May  16,  533-535. 

National  Debt,  Provision  for  Reduction 
of,  May  24,  1284. 

Poor  Law  Children  in  Workhouses,  etc., 
May  22,  944. 

Prisoners,  Regulations  as  to  Books  for, 
May  15,  279. 

Transvaal  War  Contribution  Loan,   May 
24,  1285. 
40 


c.  2b.  May  17,  685. 

Crown,  Ships  belonging  to.  Stains  of,  in 

Foreign    Ports — Applying    Provisions 

of  Naval  Discipline  Act  to,  proposed. 

08.     Mr.  Pretyman,  May  17,  685- 

687 ;  Mr.    £.    Robertson,     Mr. 

Kearley,  686 ;   Mr.  G.  Bowles, 

688,    689,    692;   Sir   R.    Reid. 

689-691  ;    Sir  R.  Finlay.  690- 

692 ;  Mr.    Blake,    692 ;  Sir   J. 

ForguRson,  633  ;  Mr.  Runciman. 

693,  694. 

Graham,  Mr.  H.  R.  [St.  Pancras,  W.] 

Regent's  Park,  Gloucester  Gate — Re- 
housing Scheme  of  London  and  North 
Western  Railway  Company,  May  22, 
949. 

Gnmgemontli  Waterworks   and  Burgh 
Extension  Order  Confirmation  Bill 

/.  3r*  May  25,  1350. 

Grant,  Mr.  C.  [Warwickshire,  Rugby] 

Telephone  Service — National  Telephone 
Company  Agreement,  Position  of 
Employees  under,  May  18,  752. 

Transvaal  Mines — Gold  Output.  Dividends 
paid.  Income  Tax,  etc.  (1902-1904), 
May  18,  746. 

Women*B  Enfranchisement  Bill, 
c.  2b.  ifayi^,  231. 

Grantham 

Cost  of  Elementary  Education  at. 
Q.    Mr.  E.  Gray;    A.    Sir  W.  Anion, 
May  25,  1381,  1382. 


Vol.  146.] 


SESSION  1905. 
May  \\—May  26. 


[Ora— Ham 


Gray,  Mr.  E.  [West  Ham,  N.] 
Education. 

Attendanoe  in  Infants'  Departments, 
May  25,  1380. 

Elementary,   Cost  of   in   Grantham 
West  Ham,  etc..  May  25,  1381. 

Great  Berkhampstead  Oas  Bill 

L   2b.*  May  11,  3. 
-Rep.*  May  23,  1073. 
3b.*  May  26,  1514. 

Great  Central  Sailway  Bill 

e,  lUp,^  May  24,  1226. 

Great  Central  Railway   (Pension  Fund) 
Bill 

/.  Bep.*  May  25,  1349. 

Great  Eastern  Bailway  Bill 

L  Hep,*  May  16,  406. 

3r.*  May  22,  918. 
e.  LordW  AmendltB.,  eon.*  May  26, 1526. 

Great_Horthem  (Ireland)   and  Midland 
Railways  Bill 

c.  R»p*  May  22,  939. 

Great  Northern,  Piccadilly,  and  Brompton 
Railway  (HcDBUf  ^ 

c.  Con*  May  19,  857. 

3b.*  ifoy  24,  1226. 
/.  iB.*  May  25,   1350. 

Great  Horthdm  Railway  Bill 

/.  2b.*  May  11,  3. 

Great    Western    Railway     (Additional 
Powers)  Bill 

/.  2b.*  May  18,  720. 

G  reat  Western  Railway  (ITew  Railways) 

/.  2b.*  May  18,  723. 

Greece 

Trade  Report  Presented,  May  11,  5. 

Grey*  Rt.  Hon.    Sir  E.    [Northumberland, 
"Berwick] 

West  Indies  Government,   Form  of — Ad- 
ministrative   Federation,    proposed. 
May  17,  721. 

OriffltlL  Mr.  E  J.  [Anglesey] 

Merionethshire — Refusal  of  Tjocal  Autho- 
rities   to    carry   out    Education    Act, 
1902,  JfayiJ,  381. 

Groves.  Mr.  J.  G.  [SalforJ,  S.] 

Sale    of   Intoxicating   Liquors   [SundavJ 
Bill.  2b.  May  26,  1561-15(55. 

Guildford  Light  Railways 

Order  Presented,  May  26,  1516,  1530.     , 
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Gurdon.  Sir  W.  B.  [Norfolk.  N.) 

West  Indies  Government,  Form  of— > 
Administrative  Federation,  proposed. 
May  17,  716. 

Gurteen 

Cuilmore,  Kilfree  and  Coolavin  Electoral 
Divisions,  Expenditure  in,  by  Con- 
gested Districts  Board. 

0.     Mr.    O'Dowd;       A,     Mr.    W. 
Long,  May  18,  743,  744. 

Gwydyr  Honse 

Extension,  Removal  of,  proposed. 
Q,     Mr.    Benn ;       A.     Lord    Ualcarres, 
May  16,  475. 

Hackney  and  Stage  Carriages 

Licences  for. 
Q.     Capt.  Norton  ;  A.     Mr.  A.  Douglap, 
May  25,  1385. 

Haldane,  Rt  Hon.  R.  B.  [Haddington] 

Committee  of  Defence. 

Records,  Necessity  for  keeping.  May 
11,  119. 

Work  of.  May  11,  118-122. 

Government  Departments,  necessity  for 
co-ordination  of,  May  11  y  120-122. 

Halifax  (K.S.) 

Naval  Dock  at.  Expenditure  on.  Informa- 
tion as  to. 

08,  Sir  J.  Colomb,  May  18,  786,  787. 
799,  800 ;   Mr.  Pretyman,  787  ; 
Mr.  A.  L3e,  799.  800. 
Naval  and  Military  Works  Loans,  Period 
for  Repayment  of. 

Q.     Mr.  Ashton  ;  A,     Mr.  V.  Cavo.i- 
dish.  May  12,  176. 

Hall-marking 

Watches  imported  from  Abrosui,  Contra 
vention  of  I^w  by  sale  of,  alleged. 
Q.     Mr.    A.    Stanley;     A,     Mr.    B. 
I^w,  May  18,  741. 

Halsbnry*  Earl  fit— Lord  Chancellor. 

Closing  of  Licensed  Premiaos  (Christmas 
Day)  (Ireland)  Bill.  2r.  May  11,  8. 

Extradition  Bill,  2r.  May  25,  1352 
Woolwich  Borough  Council  Bill,  2b.,  May 

23,  1086. 
Workmen*8  Compensation  Bill.,  Bep.,  May 

22,  934-936. 

Halsey,    Rt    Hon.    T.    F.    [Hertfordshire, 
Watford]. 

Hammersmith,  City  and  North  East  Lon« 
don    Railway    Bill — Standing    Order 
not  complied   with — Motion  to  refer 
Bill  back  to  Select  Committee,  May 
11,  132-134. 

Hamilton.  Rt.  Hon.  Lord  0.  [Middlesex, 

West  Ealing] 

Finance  Bill,  2ii.,  May  16,  540. 

Finance  Committee  to  control  Expendi- 
ture, formation  of,  pro|K).4ed,  May  16, 
542,  543. 

India. 

Defence   of.  Possibility    of  Invasion, 

etc.,  May  16,  541. 
Financial  System,  Efficient  working  of, 

May  16,  539. 
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Ecclesiastical  Commissioners,  Land  let  by, 
for  Exhibition  purposes — Application 
for  Liquor  Licence,  etc. 
0:  Mr.     H.      Roberts,     Sir     Lees 
Knowles,  May  17,  622. 

Hajnmersmitli,    City    and    North   East 
London  Hallway  Bill 

Standing    Orders    not    complied    with — 

Motion  to  refer  Bill  back  to  Select 

Committee  in  order    that    Parties 

may  Proceed. 

0».  Sir  E.  Strachey.  May  11,  129- 

131,  133  ;  Mr.  J.  Howard,  131  ; 

Mr.  JeffrejTs,  132 ;   Mr.  Halsey, 

132-134;     Mr.    J.    Ellis,    134; 

Mr.   D.   Morgan,  135;     Sir  F. 

Banbury,    135,  136  ;  Dr.  Ship- 

man,   136-138. 

Hardie,  Mr.  J.  K.  [Merthyr  Tydvil] 

Business  of  the  House,  Course  of.  May  16, 
499. 

InfantLifeProteotion — Necessity  for  further 
Legislation,  May  11,  35. 

Scottish  Churches  Bill,  date  of  Litroduction 
of.  May  16,  495. 

Stockton-on-Tees  Secondary  Schools,  Fees 
in.  May  18,  758. 

Underfed  Children,  Provision  of  Meals  for 
— Disfranchisement  of  Parents  con- 
sequent on  Receipt  of  Poor  Law  Relief, 
May  24,  1241. 

Unemployed  in  Scotland,  Inquiry  as  to, 
proposed.  May  24,  1244. 

Unemployed  Workmen  Bill. 

Date  of  Taking,  May  11,  60  ;  May  18, 
774-776. 

Local  Bodies  to  administer,  propo3ed 
number  of,  etc  ,  May  S4,  1242 

Vehicles'    Lights     Bill,     2r.,     May    12, 
207. 

Harmood-Banner,    Mr.    J-   S.  [Liverpool, 

Everton] 

Liverpool  Court  of  Passage,  Extension  of 

g>wer8  of  under  County  Courts  (No.  2) 
ill.  May  IS,  757. 

Harri".  Dr.  P.  Sntherford  [Cimberwell, 

Dulwieh] 

Navy  Reserve — Warrant  Engineers  and 
Engine-Room  Artificers — Number  of 
Enrolments  in  Ports  up  to  December 
31st,  1904,  May  11,  34-35. 

Harwood»  Mr.  0.  [liolton] 

Agricultural  Rates  Act,  1896.,  etc.,  Con- 
tinuance Bill,  Com.,  May  17,  680-682 

Army,  Reduction  in  Expenditure  and 
Strength  of,  proposed.  May  16,  601, 
602. 

Committee   of   Defence,    Constitution   of. 

May  11,  159. 
Finance  BiU,  2b.,  May  16,  601. 
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c  Bep.,  May  11,  31. 
3r.*  May  17,  605. 

Hastings     Harbour    District 
(Abandonment)  Bill 

c.  Hep,  May  11,  3l! 
Con.*  May  17,  605. 
3b.*  May  22,  938. 

Hastings  Tramways  Bill 

/.  Rep*  May  23,  1073. 


Havre 

Trade  RspDrt  Presented,  May  11,  5. 

Hay»  Mr.  0.  D.  [Sh'irediush,  Hoxton] 

Aliens,    Naturalisation  of,   from    1800  to 
1901,  May  24,  1228. 

Post  0£ce — Sick  Leave  Regulations,  if  of 
25,  1379. 

HaydeUi  Mr  J.  P.  [Roscommon,  S.] 

Army. 

Connaught  Rangers — Charges  against 
Sergeant-Major  Murphy,  May  23, 
1123. 

Pensions — Case  of  Private  McDonagh, 
May  11,  43. 

Hayes*  Sir  E.,  Estate  of 

Evicted  Tenants,  Reinstatement  of. 
Q,     Mr.  McFadden ;    A.     Mr.  W.  Long, 
May  18,  760,  761. 

Hayter,  Et  Hon.  Sir  A.  D.  [Walsall] 

Kuklish  M«^ssicre — Report  of  Committtt 
of  Inquiry,  May  1  /,  45. 

Healy,  Mr.  T.  M.  [Lonth] 

Administration  of  Ireland^  Policy  of  Chief 
Secretary,  etc.,  May  25,  1477-1482. 

Land  Purchase,  Ireland — Action  of  Estati'^ 
Commissioners,  May  25,  1443,  1444. 

Heaton.  Mr.  J.  Henniker  [Canterbary] 

County  Courts  (No.  2)  BiU,  Propoaals  m 
to,  May  18,  739. 

Heckmondwike  Improvement  Bill 

I.  2r.*  May  19,  853. 

Hegarty  Estate 

0*Driscoll,  J.,  Case  of. 
Q.    Mr.  Flynn ;   A.     Mr.  W.  Long,  M<ni 
15,  269,  270. 

Hemphill,  Et  Hon.  C.  H.  [Tyrone,  N.] 

Finance  Bill,  2r.  May  15,  321 ;    Conu  Mai 
22,  1039-1041. 

Tea,  Duty  on — Exemption  of  Ireland,  pro- 
posed, May  22,  1039-1041. 

Henderson,  Sir  A.  [Stafford»hire,  W.] 

Canada— Colonial  Stock  Act  (1900),  £zi 
tension  of,  proposed,  May  IS,  74S. 
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Handenoili  Kr.  A.  [Durham,  Barnard  Castle] 

Deatists,  Unregistered,  Admiaistration  of 
AmastheticB  by — Legislative  Measures 
for  Protection  of  the  Public,  proposed, 
Maj  16,  460. 
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Home  Office 

Secretary  of  SUUe—Rt.  Hon  A.  A.  Douglas 
Under-Seereiary—yir.  T,  H.  Cochrane. 


Heneage»  Lord 

Advertisements  Regulation  Bill,  Com.  May 
15, 241. 

Workmen's  Compensation  Bill,  Rep.  May 
22,  931-932. 

Hereford,  BiBhop  of 

Transvaal,  Chinese  Labour  in.  Working  of 
Experiment,  etc..  May  16,  447-450. 

Higham  and  Hundred  of  Hoo  Water  Bill 

/.  Rep,*  May  18,  725. 
8b.*  May  22,  918. 

Highland  BaUway  BiU 

c  Rep.  May  11,  31. 

Con.*  May  16,  459. 

3b.*  May  19,  857. 
/.  iB.*  May  22,  918. 

Hitehin  and  Bifltrict  Gas  Bill 

/.  2r.*  May  11,  3. 

Hobhonse,  Mr.  C.  £.  [Bristol,  E.] 

Bristol  Post  and  Telegraph  Office  Stafif— 
SkUua  of  Timekeepers,  May  11,  30. 

Defence  of  the  Empire — Relations  of  the 
Prime  Minister  with  the  Committee, 
May  11,  144. 

Finance  Bill,  Com.,  May  24,  1279,  1280. 

Financial  Position  of  Great  Britain,  Im- 
portance of  Securing,  May  24,  1279, 
1280. 

Navy  Bases,  Policy  of  Abandonment  of. 
May  11,  145. 

Persia,  Russian  Expansion  in,  May  11,  146, 
147. 

Volunteers. 

Officers,  Injuries  to,  while  on  Duty — 
Regulations  as  to  Compensation, 
May  23,  1116. 

Reduction  of.  Proposals  as  to.  May  11, 
146. 

Holbom 

Borough  Council. 

Accounts,  Audit  of — Method  of  De- 
tecting Frauds,  etc. 

Qa.  Sir  J.  Leese,  Mr.  Benn,  Mr. 
T.  Taylor  ;  As  Mr.  G.  Bal- 
four, Mr.  Deputy  Speaker, 
May  15,  284-286. 

Bircham  k  Co.,   Messrs.,  Commission 
paid  by. 
see,  under  Parliamentary  Agents 
— Secret  Commissions. 

Holy  Trinity,  Portsea.  Bill 

c  3b.*  May  12,  173. 

/.  Commons*  Amendment,  eon.*  May  15, 
238. 
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Hondnras 

Trade  Report,  Presented,  May  15,  239. 

Hong  Kong 

Garrison  at.  Reduction  of. 
Oa.  Sir  C.  Dilke,  May  11,  102,  160 ;  Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfour,  151. 

Torpedo  Ranges  at.  Expenditure  on. 
0.  Mr.  A.  Lee,  May  18,  778. 

Hope,  Mr.  J.  F.  [Sheffield,  Brightside] 

Afghanistan,    Treaty     with     Ameer    of — 
Date  of  Tabling,  etc.,  May  24,  1238. 

Hones 

Epizootic  Lymphangitis. 

Army  Horses,  Number  of.  Suffering 
from — Precautions  against  Spread 
of  Outbreak. 

Q.  Mr.  Hayes  Fisher;  A,  Mr. 
Arnold-Forster,  May  11, 
40. 

Cost  of  Destroying  Horses,  Payment 
of,  by  Government,  proposed. 
Qa,  Mr.  Power ;   As.  Mr.  Long, 
Jifay2J,  1126, 1127. 

Honse  of  GommonB 

see  under  Parliament. 

Honse  of  Lords 

see  under  Parliament. 

Howard,  Mr.  John  [Kent,  Faversham] 

Navy. 

Gunnery,  School  of — Decision  as  to 
Removal  from  Sheerne.^s  to 
Chatham,  May  18,  807  ;  May  23, 
1118. 

Sheemess  Dockyard  Discharges,  pro- 
posals as  to.  May  22,  041,  942. 

Torpedo  School  at  Sheorness,  Decision 
as  to  Establishment  of.  May  18, 
807;    May  23,  1117. 

Howardi  Mr.  Joseph  [Middlesex,  Tottenham] 

Hammersmith,  City,  and  North  East 
London  Railway  Bill — Standing  Orders 
not  complied  with — Motion  to  refer 
Bill  back  to  Select  Committee,  May  11, 
131. 

Hozier,  Mr.  J.  H.  C.  [Lanark,  S.] 

Land  Values  Taxation  (Scotland)  Bill,  2r., 
May  19,  896-900. 

HnU,  Bamsley*  and  West  Siding  Jnnotion 
Railway  and  Dock  Bill 

/.  Rep*  May  23,  1073. 

Hnntt  Mr.  K.  [Shropshire,  Ludlow] 

Education — Attendance — Regulations  as  to 
Medical  Certificate  in  Cases  of  Absence, 
May  22,  948. 
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HntchinflOIli  Dr.  C.  F.  [Sussex,  Kye] 

Agricultural   Rates  Act,    1896,  etc..   Con- 
tinuance Bill,  Com.,  May  17,  646,  647. 

Beer,  Manufacture  of. 

Analyses   of  Ingredients,   Results   of, 

*May  22,  966. 
Materials    used    in.    Cautions    as    to, 

May  23,  1115. 

Pathological  Material,  Postal  Regulations 
for  Transmission  of,  May  22,  963: 

Hylton,  Lord 

Public  Health  Acts  (Amendment)  Bill,  2r., 
May  11,  10-20,  24,  26,  27. 

Hythe  Corporation  Bill 

I.  Rep*  May  18,125. 

Zn*  May  23,  1074. 
e.  In*  May  26,  1.^70. 

Ilford 

Postmen,  Rate  of  Wages  of. 
Q.     Mr.  L.  Sinclair ;  A.     Lord  Stanley, 
May  15,  266,  267. 

Ilfracombe  Harbour  and  Improvement 

/.  2b.*  May  11,  3. 
Bep*  May  18,  726. 
3r.*  May  25,  1349. 

Income  Tax 

Assessments  for.  Number  of,  in  1902  and 
190??— Return  orderea.  May  18,  736. 

Collection — Prosecution  of  Mr.  Moynihan 
for  Non-payment. 

Q.     Mr.  Flynn;  A.    Mr.  A.  Cham- 
berlain, May  24,  1233. 

Fines. 

Method  of  Treating. 

0«.     Mr.    McCrae,    May   23,    1221, 
1222  ;  Mr.  A.  Chamberlain,  1222. 

Total    Amount    Discharged    on,    for 
1903-1906. 
Q,     Mr.    McCrae!    A.     Mr.    A. 
Chamberlain,  May  23, 1 120. 

Graduation  of,   proposed. 

References  to,  in  Debate  on  the 
Finance  Bill,  May  23,  1197- 
1214. 

Committee  of  Inquiry  into,  Appoint- 
ment  of,     proposed. 

References  to,  in  Debate  on  the 
Fhiance  Bill,  May  23,  1199. 
12G9,   1211,  1214. 

Declaration    and    Publication    of   In- 
comes,  proposed. 

References  to,  in  Debate  on  the 
Finance  Bill,  May  23,  1200, 
1203,   1208. 


House  Pent  as  a  Workable  Basis. 
O.     Mr.  McKenna,  May  23,  121?. 
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Income  Tax— cowl. 

Graduation  of,  proposed — cont. 

Pledge   given   b>    Former  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer. 

References  to,  in  Debate  on  the 
Finance  Bill,  May  23,  1205> 
1207,  1209,  1212,  1213. 

Yield  from  a  Moderate  Graduated  Tax. 
Os.      Mr.     Trovelyan,       May    23, 
1204  ;  Sir  G.  Bartloy,  1210.* 

Ireland. 

Compsrison  of,  with  Great  Britain. 
Q.     Mr.  O'Mara  ;  ^.     Mr.  ii.  Chain - 
berlain.  May  15,  297,  298. 

Exemption  of,  proposed. 

References  to,  in  Debate  cm  the 
Finance  Bill,  May  23,  1189. 

Receipts  from  the  Tax,  Falling  off  in. 
0.     Mr.  Clancy,  May  15,  317. 

Reduction  of,  to  lOd.  with  Extra  Tax  on 
Large  Incomes,  proposed. 

References  to,  in  Debate  on  the 
Finance  Bill,  May  23,  1202,  1203, 
1206,  1207,  1214. 

Schedule  B.,  Assessments  under.  Reckoning 

at    one -fourth   instead    of   one-third, 

proposed. 

08,     Sir    E.     Strachcy,     May    23^ 

1223  ;  Mr.  A.  Chamberlain,  1224. 

Schedule  D. 

Amount  Leviable  under,  in  the  United 
Kingdom  for  Year  ending  April 
6th,  1905,  etc. 

Q.     Mr.     P.     White;    .4.   3£r. 
V.  Cavendish,  May  11,  37. 

Method  of  Assessing  Incomes  under. 
Os.    Mr.  Trevelvan,  May  23,  1203  ; 
Sir  G.  Bartiey,  1210. 

Trades  and  Professions,  Incomes  Derived 
from — Rebate  of  Fourjienoe  in 
the  Pound,  propose*!. 

References    to,    in    Debate    on    the 
Finance  Bill,  May  23,  1217-1221. 

India 

Secretary  of  State— B,t  Hon.  W.  St  John 
Brodrick. 

Under  Secretary — Marquess  of  Bat**. 

J^  dministration — Se])a ration  of  Judicial  and 
Executive  P'unctions. 
Q.     Mr.   E.   Wason;  A.    Mr.  Bro- 
drick, May  25,  1387. 

Army. 

Admiiiistration,   Correspondence  on-^ 
Date  of  presenting,  etc. 
Q.     Mr.     Schwann :     A.      Mr. 
Brodrick,  May  17,  616,  61 7, 

Officers,    Transfer     of — Payment    c£ 
I'ravelling  Expenses. 

Q.      iir  i.  King  ;  .4.     Mr.  Prod- 
rick.  May  15,  26P. 

\r<mL 
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India—  cont, 

Calcutta  HigVi  Court — Case  of  Imperator  v 
A.  C.  Rolt — Tabling  of  Papers,  pro- 
posed. 

Q.  Mr.  Weir;  A.  Mr.  Bralrick, 
May  11  38. 

Colonial  Conference  of  1906,  Representa- 
tion at. 
Oe.     Mr.  H.  Samuel  May  25,  1412, 
1413;  Sir  C.  Dilke,   141?;  Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfour,  1412,  1413. 

Defence  of.  Possibility  of  Invasion,  etc. 

Oa.  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  May  7/, 
78-84;  Sir  H.  Campbell- Ban- 
nerman,  87  ;  Sir  C.  Dilke,  94-98  ; 
Mr.  Peel.  106 ;  Mr.  Bryce,  lOP  ; 
Mr.  Bowles,  112;  Maj.  £. 
Gordon,  125--liff ;  Ma].  Seely, 
127;  Col.  Sardys,  148,  14i; ; 
&ir  £.  Lees,  161  ;  Sir  J. 
Gorst,  May  16,  533-535 ;  Lord 
G.  Hamilton.  541 ;  Mr.  Blake, 
553. 

Expenditure  on.  Possibility  of  Effecting 
a  Reduction  in. 

O.  Mr.  Bryce,  May  11, 109, 110. 

Russian     Expansion      towards     the 
Afghan    and    Persian    Frontiers, 
Bangers  of. 
Os.     Mr.   A.   J.   Balfour,   May 
11,  71,     155;  Btir.  C.  Hob- 
house,    146  ,      147 ;     Col. 
Sandys,  149;  Mr.  J.  Wal- 
ton, May  16,  58r. 

Troops    required    for    Defence,    Esti- 
mate of. 
Os.     Mr.   A.   J.   Balfour,   May 
11,     82,     83,     154;      jJir 
C.  Dilke,  96,  9S,  154. 

Earthquake     Fatality — Compensation     to 
Goorkas,  Question  as  to. 

Q.     Capt.   Norton;  A,    Mr.   Brod- 
rick.  May  23,  HI?. 

Education — Srinagar,    I-ropoeals     as      to 
Establishment  of  College  at. 

Q,  Mr.  H.  Roberts;    A.  Mr.  Broa- 
rick.  May  24,  1234. 

Finance. 

Accounts  (Finance  and  Revenue)  for 
1903-1904,  Presented,  May  11, 
5,  32. 

Accounts  (Home),  Presented,  May 
11,  6,  3r 

Budget,  Date  of  Taking. 
Q,     Mr.  H.  Roberts  ;  A.     Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour,  May  25,  1413. 

Financial  Statement,  Return  aa  to.  Pre- 
sented, May  17,  607. 

Hooghly  Gaol — Summary  Procedure  in 
Case  of  Ayoom  Khan— Action  of  Dis- 
trict Magistrate. 

Q.     Mr.  Weir;     A,    Mr.  Brodriok, 
May  11,  38. 

Irrigation  Works,  Capital  Expenditure  on, 
1905-6,  Return  as  to,  ordered,  May  11^ 
33;  Presented,  if  ay  i5,  258. 
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Malarial    Diseases — Experimenting   with 
Mexican  Remedy,  proposed. 

Q.     Sir  M.  Bhownaggree ;    A.     Mr. 
Brodriok,  May  23,  1119,  1120. 

Plague,  Deaths  from,  in  January,  February, 
and  March. 

0.     Sir     W.     Foster;         A.     Mr. 

Brodrick,  May  12,  177,  178. 
Q,     Mr.     H.     Roberts;        A.     Mr. 
Brodrick,  May  22,  955,  956. 

Railways — Capital  Expenditure  on  Works, 
1905-6,  Return  as  to,  ordered,  May  11, 
33  ;  Presented,  May  15,  258. 

Telegraph  Service. 

Indo-European  Telegraph  Company, 
Arrangement  with,  aa  to  Joint- 
Purse  Agreement,  eto. 

Q.  Sir  E.  Sassoon ;  A.  Lord 
Stanley,  May  25,  1377, 
1378. 

Teheran  and  the  Frontier,  Progress  of 
Extension  between. 
Q.    Sir  E.  Sassoon;     A.    Mr. 
Brodriok,  May  25,  1386. 

Tibet,  aee  that  title. 

India    Fortst  Strvice  Department 

Training  of  Students,  Correspondence  re- 
lating to.  Presented,  May  15,  239,  257. 

Inebriate  Beformatories 

Scotland — Regulations  for  Management 
and  Discipline  Presented,  May  25, 
1350,  1371. 

Infant  Life 

Protection  of — Necessity  for  further  Legis* 
lation. 
g.     Mr.   K.   Hardie;     A,     Mr.   A. 
Douglas,  May  11,  35-36. 

Inland  Bevenne 

Agricultural  Statistics,  Authority  for  Col- 
lecting. 

Q.    Sir   C.    Welbv;       A.     Mr.    V. 
Cavendish,  May  12,  177. 

Inny  Junction 

Peat  Cultivation  Experiments,  Progress  of 
Q,     Mr.  Farrell ;  A,     Mr.  Long,  May  18, 
759. 

Ireland 

Lord  Lieutenant — Earl  of  Dudley. 
Chief  Secretary — Rt.  Hon.  W.  H.  Long. 
J^ord   Chancellor — Lord    Ashbourne. 
Attorney-General — Rt.  Hon.  J.  Atkinson. 

Administration. 

Chief  Secretary. 

Offices    of,    Vote    for.    May   25f 
1420,  1475. 

Policy  of.  Influence  of  the  **  As- 
cendancy Party'*  etc. 

Os,  Mr.  J.  Redmond,  May 
25,  1422-1425,  1435; 
Mr.  W.  Moore,  1436, 
Mr.  T.  W.  Russell. 
1458,  1459  ;  Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy,  1477  -  1482; 
Mr.  Dillon,  1486  ;  Mr. 
Long,   1498-I50I. 
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Ireland— con/. 

AdminiBtration — con  t . 

Coercion  Policy,  Revival  of,  alleged. 
Os,  Mr.  J.  Redmond,  May  25, 
1429-1436;  Mr.  W.  Moore, 
1436 ;  Mr.  Sloan,  1477  ;  Mr. 
Dillon,  1495-1497  ;  Bir.  Long, 
1506^1508. 

Ezpenditare   on.    Lack   of   Facilities 
for  Disoofision  of,  alleged. 
Os.    Mr.  J.  Redmond,  May  25 f 
1420,  1421. 

Agrarian  Crime. 

Claims  for  Compensation,  Method  of 
preventing  Outrages,  etc. 

Qs.  Mr.  C.  Crai^;  As,  Mr. 
W.  Long,  May  18,  763,  764. 

Discontinuance  of  Returns  as  to,  pro- 
posed. 
Qs,    Mr  MacVeagh ;   As,    Mr. 

W.  Long,  May  22,  97^. 
Qs,    Mr.  MMVeagh ;   As.    Mr. 
W.  Long,  May  25,  1401. 

Nature  of. 

Os.     Mr.    Gordon,    May   25,    1482, 
1483. 

Non-Discovery  of   Offenders,  Reason 
for. 

Qs,  Mr.  Lonsdale,  Mr.  Kil- 
bride ;  As,  Mr.  W.  Long, 
May  23,  1130,  1131. 

Allotments  for  Her  Js,  Number  of,  provided, 
etc. 

Q.    Col.  Nolan  ;   A,  Mr.  W.  Long, 
May  22,  972. 

Butter.     See  that  title. 

Deaf  and  Dumb  Persons  in  Public  Insti- 
tutions. 
Q.    Mr.  O'Mara  ;  A.    Mr.  W.  Long, 
May  15,  259. 

Deaths,  Uncertified,  since  1900. 

Q.    Mr.  Weir ;    A,    Mr.  W.  Long,  May 
17,  613. 
Depopulation  of. 
Os.    Bfr.   aancy.   May  15,  317 ;      Mr. 
Field,  333  ;    Mr.  Emmott,  344 ;  Mr. 
Dillon,  357,  358. 

Development  Grant. 

Estimate    of — Opportunity    for    Dis- 

%  ^  cussing,  etc. 

f  Qs,     Mr.   Dillon,   Mr.   J.   Red- 

mond ;  As,  Mr.  W.  Long, 
May  18,  760. 

Objections  to  System  of. 
0.     Mr.  Dillon,  May  15,  358,  359. 
Development  Grant  Act,  Report  of  Pro- 
ceedin^rs  imder,   Presented,   May  26, 
1515,  1529. 

Drainage,  Arterial,  Necessity  for  Govern- 
ment undertaking,  etc. 
Os,     Mr.   Jas.   O'Connor,   May  24, 
^  1315;  Mr.  Jno.  O'Connor,  1321, 

1342 ;       Mr.    C.    Craig,    1331  ; 
Mr.     O'Dowd;      1336    ;       Mr. 
Delany,  1339  ;   Mr.  Long,  1340, 
!  1343  :  Mr.  Kilbride,  1341, 1345  ; 

Mr.  J.  Redmond,   1343;     Bit. 
DiUon,  1346. 
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Q,     Mr.  J.  Redmond ;     A.    Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour,  May  18,  776. 

Evictions,  see  that  title;  also  names  of  flaees 

Flax  Culture,  Expenditure  on,  etc. 

Q,     Mr.   T.   L.   Oorbett;     A,    Mr.  W. 
Long,  May  16,  477. 

Forestry. 

Arbor  Day'Celebration,  Proposals  as 
to. 

Q.    Mr.  Roland ;    A,    Mr.  W. 
Long,  May  16,  492. 

Forests  and  Woods,  Preservation  of. 
Facilities  for  planting  Trees,  Re- 
stilbtions  on   Landlord's  Powers 
of  cutting  down  Timber,  etc. 
Qs.  Captain  Donelan,  Mr.  Bo- 
land  ;    As.  Mr.   W.  Long, 
May  11,  54. 
Q.  Captain    Donelan ;     A,  Mr. 
W.  Long,  May  16,  469. 

• 

Horse-breeding  Schemes,   Use  of  Hackney 
and  Welsh  Stallions,  etc. 

Q,  Mr.  McHugfa  ;   A.  Mr.  W.  Long, 
May  22,  952,  953. 
Income  Tax,  see  under  Income  Tax. 

Industrial  and  Material  Condition  oh 
Os.  Mr.    Clancy,    May    15,    317-319; 
Mr.  Elliot,  319  ;  Mr.  Fiekl,  333-336 ; 
Mr.  S.  MacNeill,  340;    Mr.  DiUon, 
354-358. 

Lrish  language,  see  that  title. 

Iveagh-Pirrie    Motor    Scheme,     Progress 
made  with. 
Qs.  Mr.    MacVeagh,    Mr.    J.    Red- 
mond ;      As.  Mr.     W.     Long, 
May  16,  491,  492. 

Land  Act,  Land  Commission,  Land  Par- 
chase,  see  those  tiUes. 

Law  and  Justice,  Administration  of. 
Os.  Mr.  W.  Moore,  May  25,  1445-1447 ; 
Mr.  Gordon,  1482,  1483. 

Liquor  Licensing,  see  (hoi  tidt. 

Milk,  Dried,  Rate  for  Transit  of. 

Q.  Mr.  Joyce;    A.  Bfr.  W.  Long,  May 
18,  766. 

Population. 

Decrease  in. 
Os.  Mr.  Clancy,  May  15,  317 ;  Mr. 
Field,  333  ;  Bfr.  EmmoU,  344 ; 
Bfr.  DUlon,  357,  358. 

Statistics  as  to  Persons  Bfatntained  by 
Boards  of  Guardians,  and  Births, 
Deaths  and  Bfarriages. 

Q.  Bfr.    O'Mara;     A.  Mr.    W. 
Long,  May  15,  259. 

Proclaimed  Meetings,  Police  Interference 
with. 
Os.  BIr.  H.  Burke,  May  25,  1467; 
Bfr.  Flynn,  1471-1473. 

{See  also  names  of  plaees.) 

[coni. 
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Ireland — cont, 

Sunday  Football  Teams »  Party  Demonstra- 
tions by — Proposals  as  to  Preservation 
of  the  Peace,  etc. 
Q,  Mr.   Sloan;    A.  Mr.   W.   Long, 
May  22,  974. 

Swine  Fever  outbreaks — ^Removal  of  Re- 
strictions   on    Movement    of    Swine 
proposed. 
Qs,  Mr.   Farrell,  Mr.   Flavin ;    As. 
Mr.  A.  Fellowes,  May  18,  763, 
764. 

Taxation,  aee  under  that  title. 

Tea,  Duty  on,  see  under  Tea. 

Tobacco,  Duty  on,  see  under  Tobacco. 

United  Irish.  League. 

Intimidation  by.  May  25,  1462,  1463. 

Mieeting  at  Scotshouse,  Inflammatory 
Language  u^ed  at — Prosecution  of 
Mr.  L3mam,  proposed. 
Os,  Earl  of  Dartrey,  May  2S, 
1363-1366;     Marquess    of 
Londonderry,  1366,  1366; 
Lord  Muskerry,  1366. 
Whisky,  see  under  that  tide, 

Irish  Language 

Schools,  delay  in  Payn^ent  for  teaching  in. 
Q.  Mr.  J.  Campbell;   A,  Mr.  W.  Long, 
May  18,  761. 

Iron  and  Steel 

Comers  in — Legislative  Measures  for  Pre- 
vention of  Gambling,   proposed. 
Q.  Mr.  Field ;  A.  Mr.  B.  Iaw,  May 
23,   1113. 

Isle  of  Wight 

Norton,  Outfall  sewer  at.  Alleged  Breach 
of  Contract  in  construction  of. 
Q.  Mr.    Martin ;    A.  Mr.    B.    Law, 
May  23,  1113,  1114. 

Jamaica 

Fruit  Ttade— Provisions  of  contract  with 
Menrs.  Elder,  Dempster  &  Co., 
Q.  Mr.  Whitley ;  A,  Mr.  Lyttelton, 
May  16,  471,  472. 

Naval  and  Military  Works  Loans,  Period 
for  Repayment  of. 
Q.  Mr.  Ashton ;   A.  Mr.  V.  Caven- 
dish, May  12,  176. 

I^aval  base  at.  Policy  of  abandoning. 
Os.  Sir  J.  Colomb,  May  18,  786 ;    Mr. 
A.  Lee,  797. 

Naval  Official  Residence  at,  Estimate  for. 
Os.  Bfr.  E.  Robertson,    May   18,    779  ; 
Mr.  G.  Bowles,  782. 

James  of  Hereford*  Lord 

Woolwich     Borough    Council    Bill,    2b.' 
May  23,  1083-1084. 

Workmen's  Compensation  Bill,  Bep.,  May 
22,  936. 

Japan 

Trade  Report  Presented,  May  22,  919. 
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liondon  Railway  Bill— ^Standing  Orders 
not  complied  with~-ifo<um  to  refer 
Bill  back  to  Select  Committee,  May  11. 
132.  *       9     » 

Jersey,  Earl  of 

Marshall  Islands— German  Treatment  of 
British  Shipping  Trade,  May  11,  28. 
30. 

Jones.  Kr.  B.  B.  [Swansea  District] 

Merionethshire — Refusal  of  Local  Authori- 
ties  to  carry  out  Education  Act  1902. 
May  IS,  374,  386,  391. 

Jones,  Hr.  L-  S.  [Westmoreland,  Appleby] 

Somaliland  peace  Negotiations,  Prosress  of. 
May  15,  276.  ^ 

Jordan.  Hr.  J.  [Fermanagh  S.] 

EnniskiUen  Postal  Arrangements,  Im- 
provement in.  May  18,  770. 

Erne,  Lough — Decision  as  to  Ownership 
Dispute,  May  18,  767. 

Journal  Coniinittee>  Honse  of  Lords 

Report  Presented,  May  16,  406. 

JoyeOi  Kr.  H.  [Limerick] 

Butter,  Inquiiy  into  Delay  in  Delivery  of, 
proposed.  May  18,  766. 

Lights  Commissioners — Information  as  to 
New  Appointments,  May  23,  1136. 

Limerick  Post  Office^Wages  of  Staff, 
Appointment  of  Learners,  etc.,  May 
22,  981.  ^ 

Milk,  Dried,  Rate  for  Transit  of.  May  18, 
766. 

Joyce.  Dr.,  Farm  of 

Refusal  of  Mr.  Dunlop  to  pay  Instalments 
on  Purchase  of. 
Q,    Mr.    Mumaghan;  A,    Mr.    W. 
Long,  May  15,  270. 

Jndge-Advocate  General 

Duties  of,  by  whom  performed,  etc. 

Q,    Mr.  MacNeiU;  A,    Mr.  A.  J.   Bal- 
four.  May  lU  41. 

Jndioial  Tmstees  Act  (1896) 

Trustees  appointed  under. 
Q.    Sir  A.   Roflit;  A.    Sir  R,   Knlay, 


May  15,  265. 


Kantnrk 


Moynihan,  Mr.  Prosecution  of,  for  Non- 
Payment  of  Income  Tax. 

Q,    Mr.  Plynn;  A.   Mr.  A.  Cham- 
berUin,  May  24,  1233. 
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Kearley,  Mr.  H.  E.  [Devonport] 

Auxiliary  Forces — Ck>ntinuance  of  Ke- 
cruiting  for  Submarine  Mining  Divi- 
sions, May  22,  954. 

Gibraltar  Cold  Meat  Store — Allocation  of 
Coat  between  War  Office  and  Ad- 
miralty, Mtsy  18,  821,  822. 

Government  Ships  Bill,  2b.  May  17,  687.      j 

Navy    Dockyards — Writing    Staff — Re-      i 
vision  of  Pay,  May  25,  \m\,  \ 

Telephone      Service  —  Agreement     with  \ 
National     Telephone     Company, 
May  22,  990-1000. 

Date  of  Resuming  Debate  on.  May  15, 
403. 

Kennedy,  Mr.  Vincent  P.  [Cavan.  w.] 

Army  Pensions — Case  of  James  Nolan, 
May  15,  300. 

Belturbet  Postal  Facilities,  Improvement 
of,  proposed.  May  16,  493. 

County  Courts,  Correspondence  with — 
— Free  Postage  proposed.  May  24 
1240. 

Derrycassen — Drainage  Charge  Due  on 
Farm  of  Mr.  L.  Hughes,  May  17, 
612. 

Local  Registration  of  Title  (Ireland)  Act 
1891,  Postage  Incurred  under,  re- 
funding, proposed,  M':y  16,  476. 

Morley  Estate,  sale  of,  Turbary  rights  of 
Tenants,  eic.  May  22,  977. 

**Kent,'H.M.S. 

Mock     Court-Martial — Action     of        Ad- 
miralty   as    to    Practice    of    Private 
Punishment  in  Gun  Room. 
Os.     Mr.  S.  MacNeiU,  May  18,  848, 

849;  Mr.     Pretyman,     850. 
Qs.     Mr.     S.     MacNeiU;  As.      Mr. 
Pretyman,  May  18,  748,  749. 

Kerry 

Fishing  Boats,  Number  of.  Insured  under 
^ew  Scheme. 
Qs.     Mr.    Boland;      As.     Mr.    W. 
Long,  May  22,  967,  968. 

Technical  Education  proposals. 

Q.     Mr.  Boland  ;  A.  Mr.  Long,  Mcu/  23, 
1123,  1124. 

Kilbride,  Mr.  D.  [Kildare,  S.] 

Agrarian  Outrages — Reason  for  Non-Dis- 
00 very  of  Offenders,  May  23,  1131. 

Constabulary  Domiciliary  Visits  by,  May  23, 
1125. 

Drainage,  Arterial,  inliclpid,  Ncccffit} 
for  Government  nndertaking,  May  24, 
1341,  1345. 

Galway  ProcUimed  Meeting,  Action  of 
Police  at,  etc..  May  15,  302. 

Pilgrim  Hill  Estate  Grazing  Lands,  Dis- 
posal of,  May  25,  1408 
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[  Killamey 

Land  Sub-Commission,  Date  of  Sitting 
of. 

Q.     Mr.  Murphy  ;  A.     Mr.  W.  Long, 
May  16,  492,  493. 

Kilrofts 

Farm  of  Mr.  &L  Moooey,  Negotiations  for 
Purchase  of. 

Qs.     Mr.     Cullinan;  As.     Mr.     W. 
Long,  May  18,  760. 

King,  Sir  H.  S.  [Hull,  Central] 

India — Army   Officeis,   Transfer   of — Pay- 
ment oi  Travelling  Expenses,  May  15, 
2C0. 

"  King  Edward  Vn.,"  H.M.S. 

Cost  of. 
Q.    Mr.  Emmott ;     A,    Mr.  Pretymaji, 
May  15,  258. 

King-Harman  Eatate. 

Bog  Lands,  Disposal  of. 

Drury,     Mr.,     Appointment     of,     u 
Secretary  to  Trustees. 

Q.     Mr.   Sloan;      A.     Mr.   W. 
Long,  May  16,  479. 

Trustees,  Procedure  in  Selecting. 
Q.     Mr.  Tully ;    A.     Mr.  W.  Long, 
May  18,  609,  610. 

Fox,  William,  Reinstatement  of. 

Q,    Mr.  J.  P.  Farrell ;  A.    Mr.  W.  Long, 
May  15,  296-297. 

Grazing  lands.  Disposal  of.  Prices  paid  for, 
etc. 

Qs.    Mr.  Tully  ;  As.     Mr.  W.  Long, 
ifay  itf,  469,  470  ;  May  22,^2. 

Knocklane 

Grazing  Lands,  Disposal  of. 
Q.    Mr.    W.    McKillop;       A.     Mr.    W. 
Long,  May  23,  1128. 

Knowles,  Sir  L.  (Salford.  w.) 

Hammersmith — Land  let  for  Exhibition 
Purposes,  Application  for  Liquor 
Licence,  etc.,  May  17,  622. 

Labonchere,  Hr.  H.  [Northampton] 

Finance  Bill,  Cam.  May  24,  1296-1298. 

National  Telephone  Company,  Agreement 
with.  May  22,  1020-1022. 

Transvaal  War  Contribution  Loan,  May  24, 
1296-1298. 

Vehicles  Lights'   Bill,     2r.    May  12,  207 
-210. 

Wei-hai-Wei,  Naval  Base  at.  Reason  for 
Maintaining — Information  as  to  Ex- 
penditure, etc..  May  18,  814. 

Women's  Enfranchisement  Bill,  May  12, 
225-233. 

Labour 

International  Conference — Laying    conclu- 
sions before  Parliament,  proposed. 
Q.     Sir  C.  Dilke ;  A.     Mr.  A.  Doug- 
las, May  22,  042. 
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Lagos 

Hinterland,  Imix>rtation  of  Spirits  to. 
Q.     Mr.  S.  Smith,;     A.     Mr.  Lyttelton, 
May  23,  1111. 

Lambert)  Mr.  G.  [Devonshire,  South  Molton] 

Agricultural  Rat«s  Act,  1806.  etc,  Continu- 
ance Bill,  Cam.  May  17,  636. 

,  Colonial  Conference,  1906 — Subjects  to  be 
discussed.  May  26,  1590. 

Motors — Prevention  of  Reckless  Driving — 
Imprisonment  for  First  Offence,  pro- 
posed, May  24,  1242. 

Revenue  and  Expenditure — Contributions 
from  England  Scotland,  and  Ireland, 
(1896-1904),  May  24,  1230. 

Taxation,  Local — Treasury  Payments  to 
Accounts,  May  24,  1231. 

Lament)  Mr.  H.  [Buteshire] 

West  Indies  Government,  Form  of — Ad- 
ministrative Federation  proposed,  May 
17,  694.  724.  . 

Lanoaster.  Duehy  of 

Chancdior—Rt.  Hon.  Sir  W.  H.   Walrond. 

Land  let,  Ireland,  1903 

Estates  Commissioners. 

Control  over  work  of,  by  the  Executive, 
alleged. 

Os.     Mr.  J.  Redmond,  May  25, 
1425  ;    Mr.  T.  W.  Russell, 
1452-1456 ;    Mr.  Atkinson, 
1455.    1456;      Mr.   Dillon, 
1491. 

•    Purchasing  Powers  of. 

Q.     Mr.    Farrell ;      A.     Mr.    Atkin- 
son, May  18,  759. 

Regulations  issued  to,  Information  a.^ 
to. 

Os.  Mr.  J.  Redmond,  May  25, 
1426,  1427;  Mr.  Dillon, 
1401-1494,  1510 ;  Mr.  Long, 
1492,  1502,  1503. 

Trustees  for  Grazing  Lands  and  Turbary, 
Instructions  to.  Powers  of,  etc. 

Q.     Mr.  Tully ;    A.     Mr.  W.  Long, 
3fay  J/,' 56,  57. 

Working  of. 

Os.     Mr.  J.   Redmond,  May  25,   1425- 
1429;    Mr.  Long,  1501,  1502. 

Land  CommiBsiont  Ireland 

Rules,  Date  of  lH$>ue  of. 

Q.     Mr.  W.  Moore  ;    A.     Mr.  W.  Long, 
May  IS,  7(>5. 

Land  Purchase,  Ireland 

{see  also  Names  of  Places). 

Agreements — Clause  9,  Form  P.  of  Act  of 
1903,  Protection  afforded  by. 
Qs.     Mr.   Flavin ;     As.     Mr.   Long. 
Mr.    Atkiiibon,   May  23,    1132, 
1133. 
Qs.     Mr.  Flavin ;     As.     Mr.  Atkin- 
son, Mai/  24,  1240,  1247. 
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Elstates  Commissioners. 

Action  of,  Intimidation  by  the  United 

Irish  League,  etc. 

Os.     Mr.   W.   Moore,   May  25^ 

1440-1442;       Mr.    Dillon. 

1442-1444;       Blr.    T.    W- 

Russell,  1443,  1450,  1451  ; 

Mr.  T.  M.  Healy,  1443. 

1444  ;  Mr.  Atkinson,  1444  ; 

.  Mr.  Blake,  1445. 

Appointments,  Return  as  to.  Pre- 
sented, May  16,  463. 

Non-Judicial  Tenants,  Position  of,  under 

Act  of  1903. 

Os.     Mr.    J.    Redmond,    May    25, 

1428  ;  Mr.  T.  W.  RusseU,  1453- 

1455 ;       Mr.    Atkinson,    1454, 

1455  ;    Mr,  Long,  1603,  1504. 

Payments — Remission  of  Poundage  Rateri 
on  Postal  Orders,  proposed. 

Q.     Mr.  Boland  ;  A.     Mr.  W.  Long^ 
May  22,  978. 

**  Parcels,"    Agreements    for,    Regulation^ 
as  to  collecting  interest  under  Act  of 
1896,  etc. 
Q.     Mr.   McFadden;      A.     Mr.   \\\ 
Long,  May  18,  760,  761. 

Tenants*  Interests,  Advances  for  Purchant^ 
of. 

Q.     Mr.  Tully ;    .4.     Mr.  W.  Lon  r. 
May  11,  56. 

Terms  of,  under  Acts  of  1896  and  1903» 
Qs.  Mr.     Flavin ;  As.  Mr.    W.    Long. 
May  22,  973. 

Unscheduled  Districts,  Purohases  by  Con- 
gested Districts  Board  in. 
Q.  Mr.  O'KeUv ;  A.  Mr.  W.  Long,. 
May  16,  464. 

Land  Yalnes  Taxation  (Scotland)  Bill 

c.  2b.,  May  19,  866. 

Debate    on    Second    Heading  [Commons], 
May  19,  866. 

Appeals  against  Valuation,  Absence  of 
Provision  as  to,  908. 

Contracts,  Existing,  Objections  to 
Interference  with,  868,  869,  877» 
878,  889,  890,  910. 

Crofters  Act,  Analogy  from,  871,  91  \ 
English  Bill,  Points  of  Difference  i  \ 
870,  878,  880,  886,  887. 

Feu  Duty,  Position  of  Land  Held 
under.  80S,  873,  874,  878,  871^ 
894,  890-91)1.  909,  910. 

Glasgow. 

Interest  of,  in  the  BiU,  890-894» 
898,  901,  910. 

Value  of  Land  in,  892,  893,  904. 

Land-owners,  Interests  of.  Identical 
with  those  of  the  Public,  alleged,. 
873,  874,  876. 

Local  Taxation,  Report  of  Royal 
Commission  on,  901,  902,  906» 
907. 
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Land  Values  Taxation   (Scotland)    Bill 

— ront. 

Debate  on  Scrond  Reading —coat. 
Municipalities. 

Empowering,  to  receive  Incoma 
from  all  Property  BeneHting 
by  Municipal  Expenditure, 
866-872,   891. 

Expenditure  by,  Burden  on  Rate- 
payers, Amount  of  Debt,  etc., 
869.  870. 

Necessity  for  Taxing  Land  Values. 
880-886,  891,  894-896,  902-905. 

Objections  to  the  Bill,  875.  878,  890. 

Open  Spaces  Movement,  Effect  of  the 
BiU  on,  874,  880,  881,  90S. 

Proportion  of  Rates  i)aid  in  Re8})ect 
of  Ownership  in  Scotland ,  887. 
888. 

Public  Opinion  in  Seotlaml  in  favour 
of  the  Bill.  871,  873,  897. 

Royal  Commission  on  Housing  of  the 
Working  Clas^e.H.  iSS4,  Report  of, 
867,  871. 

Site  Value  and  Value  of  Builrlings  on 
the  Site,  Separate  As.4es.snient  for, 
proposed,  866.  877.  887,  880,  890, 
901,  902. 

Towns,  Alleged  Pecuniary  Ber  r.'lts 
Accruing  to,  874,  875. 

Transvaal  and  Orange  River  Color.v, 
•  Results  of  Experimental  Leg i. si : 

tion  in,  88i,  885. 

Valuation  of  Land,  Provisions  as  to.  I 
907,  908. 

Xansdownet.MarQaess  of— Scn-ctanj  n/Sfatf 

for  Foreign  A  fairs 

Canary  Islands— Coasting  Trade  closed  to 
British  Ships  by  Spanish  Government. 
May  22,  929,  930. 

China — Hankaii.   British   (.bncession    at 

Steps  taken  to  reserve  Sites  to  British 
Shipping.  Jffif/  22,  930.  93L 

-Closing  of  Licensed  Prenases  (ChristniaF 
Day)  (Ireland)  r.ill,  2r.,  Jlay  11,  9. 

Defence  of  the  Empire— Letter  from  Duke 
of  Wellington  to  Sir  J.  Burgoyne, 
Printing  and  Circulating  of,  proposed. 
May  16,  25L 

Education  Board  Provisional  Order  Con- 
firmation  (London,  No.  2)  BiU.  2r.. 
May  12,  n I. 

Marshall  Islands— German  Treatment  of 
British  Shipping  Trade,  May  11, 28-30; 
May  22,   930. 

Merchant  Shipping— Coasting  Trade, 
Practice  of  other  Maritime  Powers  in 
Reserving  to  Vessels  of  their  own 
Nationality— Representations  by  H.M. 
Government,  etc..  May  22,  9251-931. 

Philippines— Coasting  Trade  closed  to 
British  Ships  by  United  States  (ilovern- 
ment,  May  22,  928,  9i9.        , ..       , 
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Pubi<-    Hea'th    Acts    (Amendment)   W, 
2r..   May  11,  25-28. 

Pubic     Me-tii«s     (Fat»i!ities)     Bill.    2b, 
May   2:S,    110-1105. 

TransvAii,  (.Sii.v^se  Labour  in.  Working  of 
Experiment,  etc.  May  16,  450-454. 

Whitsuntide  Recess,  Arrangements  as  to. 
May  25,    1351. 

Laurie,    Lt-Gsi.    J.    W.     IPmbroke    and 
H.iverh*  d  .\e  .J 

Africa.     South,     Garr  son     in.     Transport 
Arrangements;  et<-.,  for.  May  IS,  275. 

Motors,    Heavy— Spi'ci    Limit  in  London, 
May  7.5,  284. 

Lautour's  Divorce  Bill 

/.  (Join.  May  11,  4. 

Hep*  May  15,  238. 
c.   1r.*  Mmy  16,  461. 

2r.*  May  23,  1107. 

Law,  Mr.  A.  B.  (Glasgow,  Blackfriars) 

Aliens,  Immigrant.  Tax  on,  in  United 
Stat4>s  and  France,  May  17,  613. 

Coast,  Erosion  of,  by  the  Sea— Investigi- 
tion  proposed.  May  22,  964. 

Dublin.  Lock-out  of  Bricklayers  in—Ap- 
plication of  Conciliation  Act,  proposed. 
May  16,  494.  '^ 

Iron  and  Steel,  Prevention  of  Gambling  in, 
proposed.  May  23,  1113. 

Lights  and  Lighthouses. 
Ireland. 

Commissioners,  New,  Information 
as  to  Ai)]x>intment  ol  May 
23,  1136. 

Sectoring  of  Lights.  Inaccuracies 
in.  Alleged,  May  22,  943. 

London,  Port  of.  Proposals  as  to  Improve- 
ment of.  May  25,  1382. 

Merchant  Service— General  Register  and 
Record  Office  of  Shipping  and  Seamen, 
Pay  and  Promotion  of  Abstractor 
Clerks  in.  May  17,  612. 

Norton,  Isle  of  Wight.  Outfall  Seirar  at. 
Breach  of  Contract  in  ConstractioD 
of,  May  23,  1114. 

Pai^r,  Rates  of  Freight  on,  from  London 
and  Rotterdam  to  Xew  Zealand.  Mav 
23,  1121.  ^ 

Railways. 

Accident  at  Copy  Pit—Number  of 
Accidents  in  District  for  past 
Three  Years.  May  15,  282.  283. 

Light — Number  Constructed,  eks..  Mau 
IS,  754.  * 

Sugar,   Price   of— Price   Prior  to 

Convention,  etc.,  May  24,  1243! 

Sup]>ly  of  Electricity  Bill.  Proposals  as  to 
May  15,  281.  282.  ^' 

AVatches,  Imported,  Contravention  of  La«=- 
by  S\l."  of.  a'lPired,  May  IS,  741. 
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Xaw  Courts 

i        Ireland, 

Clerkships — Regulations  as  to  Ex- 
aminations, Number  of  Appoint- 
ment<»,  etc. 

Qs.  Mr.  MacVeagh  ;  As.  Mr.  V. 
CUvendish.  May  16,  491  ; 
May  17,  624. 

Detention,   Unreasonable,   of  Persons 
Awaiting  Trial  in  Courts  of  Equity, 
alleged. 
Q.  Mr.  McHugh  ;  Mr.  Atkinson, 
May  18,  735. 

Judges  and  Recorders,  Communica- 
tions as  to  Retirement  of. 

Qa.  Mr.  MacVeagh ;  As.  Mr. 
Long.  May  23,  113t. 

Xaw  Officers  of  the  Crown 

Fees,  etc.,  of. 
Q.  Mr.   Whitlev;   A.  Mr.  S.    Civendish. 
May  U.  263  ;  Qs.  Mr.  Whitley,  Mr. 
C.  Devlin  ;  As,    Mr.   V.  Cavendish, 
May  18,  755,  75(). 

Xawrence.    Mr.    W.    F.    (Liverpool,    Aber- 
crombie) 

West  Indies. 

Distilling  Trade,  Effect  on,  of  Recom- 
mendations of  Industrial  Alcohol 
Committee,  May  IS,  741. 

'  Government,  Form  of — Administrative 
Federation  proposed.  May  17,  714. 

Xee>  Mr.  A.  H. — Lord  of  the  Admiralty  [Hamp- 
shire, Fareham] 

Bases,  Policy  of  Abandonment  of,  May  18, 
191. 

Chatham — Commander-in-Chief  of  the 
Navy,  Estimate  for  Erection  of 
Residence  for,  May  18,  842-844. 

Coaling  Stations,  Expenditure  on,  Reasons 
for  Removal  of,  from  the  Estimates, 
May  18,  801. 

Dockyard  at  Halifax,  Information  as  to 
Expenditure  on.  May  18,  800. 

Estimates — Items  placed  Sometimes  on  the 
Votes  and  Sometimes  on  Works  Ix)an8 
Acts — Confusion  Arising  from  Loss  of 
House  of  Commons  Control,  etc.,  May 
18,  800,  801. 

'Gibraltar. 

Cold  Meat  Store — Allocation  of  Cost 
between' War  Office  and  Admiralty, 
May  18,  821,  834. 

Official  Residences  at.  Reasons  for 
(continuing  Expenditure  on.  May 
18,  819. 

Hong  Kong  and  ]lllalta.  Torpedo  Ranges 
at,  Expenditure  on.  May  18,  778. 

Jamaica,  Naval  Ba-< »  at,  Policy  of  Abandon- 
ing, Mtnj  JS,  71)7.  • 

Millard,  Mr.,  Reason  for  Di<mis-»al  of,  May 
10,  >^'\2. 
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Lee,  Mr.  A.  'R.—cont. 

Reserve,  Volunteei — Batteries  in  the  Wes- 
tern Highlands,  Erection  of — Progress 
of  Scheme,  May  18,  796. 

Rosyth  Base. 

Abandonment  of.  Proposals  as  to, 
May  18,  798. 

Expenditure  on.  Information  as  to — 
Limiting  Expenditure  to  £200,000, 
etc..  May  18,  780,  783. 

Site,  Cost  of — Excessive  Price  i»aid 
etc..  May  18,  780,  798,  799. 

Submarines,  Depots  for,  Exi>enditure  on, 
Miiy  18,  778. 

Victualling — Australian  Station,  Accom- 
modation on — Arrangements  with  New 
South  Wales  Grovemment.  May  18,  778. 

Wei-Hai-Wei. 

Dre  Iging  at.  Reasons  for  ExiMjnditure 
o.i,  etc.,  May  18,  812. 

Ndv.il  base  at.  Reasons  for  Maintaining 
— Information  as  to  Exjenditure, 
etc..  May  18,  812,  814. 

WIi  il  •  Island,  Ex|>en(liture  on  new  Barracks 
at.  May  18,  llS,  787,  800. 

Works,  Loans  for.  Objections  to  System  of. 
May  18,  797,  799. 

Works  Department  and  Works  Loans  De- 
l>iit:nent,  Pro]K)sals  as  to  Amalgama- 
tioii  of.  May  IH,  778,  79t).  797. 

Leeds  and  Liverpool  Canal  Bill 

c.  R^.p.  Ma/  11,  31. 
Con.*  May  16,  459. 
3r.*  May  19,  857. 

/.  Common 'i'  Ametulis.  Con.*  May  23,  1074, 

Lees,  Sir  £.  fBirkenhead 

Defence  of  the  Empire,  Facilities  for  Dis- 
cu**^ioii  of.  May  11,  163. 

India.  Defence  of,  Possibility  of  Invasion, 
May  11,  161. 

Leese>  Sir  J.  F.  [Lancashire,  Accrington] 

Holboni  Borough  Council — Audit  of  Ac- 
c  )unts.  Method  of  detecting  Fraud, 
etc..  May  15,  284-285. 

Vehicles'  Lights  Bill,  2r.  May  12,  201. 

Legge,  CoL  H.  [St.  George's,  Hanover  Square] 

Afghanistan — Title  of  Ruler,  placing  Map 
s;i<nving  Frontier  in  Tea  Room,  etc.. 
Ma  J  26,  1533. 

Leng,  Sir  J.  [Dundee] 

Telegraphic  Underground  Cable  between 
('arlisle  and  (Jlasgow,  Date  of  Com- 
ph^tion  of — Extending  Cable  to  Dun- 
(le?  and  Aber<leen,  May  23,  1121. 

Leven  and  Melville.  Earl  of 

Educatitm  Board  Provisional  Onler  Con- 
tirmation  (London,  No.  2)  Bill,  2iu 
Maj  12,  1  (i<>,  1 70.  1 72. 
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Leven's  Patent  Bill 

L  Hep*  May  16,  40,1. 
3R.*  May  22,  918. 

c.  IR.*  May  23,  1109. 

LeyesoiL-Oowert  Mr.  F.  S.  [SutherUnd] 

Vehicles*  Lights  Bill,  2b.  May  12,  2ffl. 

Levy,  Mr.  H.  [Leicestershire,  Loaghborough] 
Alien  Immigrants  suffering  from  Infectious 
Diseases,  May  24,  1230. 

Finance  Bill,  Com.  May  23,  1U6. 

Tea  Duty,  Reduction  of,  from  6d.  to  4d. 
proposed.  May  23,  1 14(}. 

Transvaal — Chinese  Labour. 

Punishment  for  Befusil  to  go  down 
the  Mines,  May  16,  470 ;  May  17, 
613. 

Repatriations,  Number  and  Cause  of. 
May  24,  1235  ;    May  25,  1388. 

War  Office  Stores — Identification  of  Con- 
tractors by  ftlaiking  Stores,  proposed, 
Mayl6,41h 

Lewif>  Mr.  J.  H.  [Flint  Boroughs] 

Finance  Bill,  com..  May  23,  1154-1160, 
1197-1202. 

Income  Tax,  Graduation  of,  proposed 
May  23,  1197-1202. 

Taxation,  Incidence  of,  Appointment  of 
Committee  to  consider,  proposed 
May  23,  1154. 

Tea  Duty,  Reduction  of,  proposed,  May  23, 
1154-1166. 

Lewifli  Island  of 

Barvas  Schools,  Proposals  as  to  Improve- 
ment of  Sanitary  Condition  of. 

Q.    Mr.  Weir  ;  A.     Mr.  S.  Dickson, 
May  25,  1370. 

Insanitary  Condition  of. 

0.     Mi.  Weir,  May  23,  1116. 
Uig — Expediting  Report  of  Medical  officer, 
proposed. 
Q.     Mr.  Weir;  A.     Mr.  S.  Dickson, 
May  17,  610. 

licences 

Hackney  and  Stage  Carriages,  Number  of, 
Number  of  Mechanical  Licences,  etc. 
Q.     Captain   Norton ;    A.     Mr.    A. 
Douglas,  May  25,  1385. 

licensing  (Scotland)  Act,  1903 

Section  55—- Definition  of  Medical  Officer. 
Q.     Mr.  Wallace  ;  A.     Mr.  S.  Diokson, 
May  15,  203. 

Light  Railways 

See  vndcr  Railwa^^. 
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Lights  und  Lighthouses 

Ireland. 

Commissioners. 

Establishment  of.  Order  in  Coooci! 
varying.  Presented,  Jfojr  /S» 
727,  734. 

New   Appointments,  Inlormatioo 
as  to. 

Q.    Mr.    Joyce ;     A.    Mr.    B. 
Law,  May  23,  1136. 

Sectoring  of  Lights,  Alleged  Inaciura 
cies  in. 

Q.     Mr.  C.  McArthur  ;    A.  Mr. 
B.  Law,  May  22,  943. 

Northern — Establishment  of  Commissioiien 
Order  in  Council  varying.  Presented, 
May  IS,  727,  734. 

Limerick 

Butter,  Inquiry  into  Delay  in  Delivery  of^ 
proposed'. 
Q,    Mr.  Joyce ;   A.    Mr.  W.  Long,. 
May  18,  766. 

MalicouB  Destruction  of  Hay,  Compensa- 
tion    Claims     for — Investigation    of 
Alleged  Statement  of  Head  Constable 
Os,     Mr.  W.  Moore,  Maiy  25,  IU5* 
1465 ;   Mr.  H.  Burke,  1464. 

Post  Office. 

Jjeamers,  Apjxiintment  of. 
Q.    Mr.  Joyce ;   A.     Lord  Stanley^ 
May  22,  981. 

Wages  scale  of. 
Q.    Mr.  Joyce ;    A.    Lord  Stanley^ 
May  22,  081. 

Liquor  Licensing,  etc. 

Ireland — Excise  License  Duties,  Propor- 
tion of.  Repaid  into  Local  Taxation 
Account. 

O.     Mr.  Clancy,  May  15,  317,  318. 

Liverpool 

Court  of  Passage,  Extension  of  Powers^  of,, 
under  County  Courts  {No,  2.)  Bill  pro- 
posed. 
Q.    Mr.  Harmood-Banner ;    ii.  Sir 
R.  Finlay,  May  IS,  767. 

Small  pox  Hospitals,  Isolation  of,  proposed, 
Q,     Mr.   Bayley;    A.f^Mr.   G.   Balfour, 
1379-1380. 

Liverpool  Corporation  Bill 

e.  Report*  from  Police  and  Sanitary  Com- 
mittee, May  17,  606. 

Con.*  May  23,  1107. 

3b*  May  26,  1525* 

Llandrindod  Wells  Urban  District  Conncil 
BiU 

/.  Rei)ort*  from  Select  Committee,  Mav  i'  . 
loH. 
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Iiloyd*&eorget  Mr.  D.  [Crarnarvou  Boroughs]. 

Agricultural  Rates  Act,  1896,  etc.,  Con- 
tinuance Bill,  com.,  May  17,  647,  648, 
657-663. 

Colonial  Conference,  1906,  Conditions  of 
Summoning,  Terms  of  Reference,  etc., 
May  22,  987. 

Denbighshire  Education  Dispute — Survey 
of  Schools  etc..  May  25,  1396,  1397. 

^nance  Bill,  com,,  May  24,  1310-1312. 

Fiscal  Policy. 

Colonial  Conference,  Discussion  at. 
May  16,  49*)-498. 

Colonies,  Preferential  Treatment  for. 
Government  Attitude  towards. 
May  22,  987. 

^Merionethshire — Refusal  of  Local  Authori- 
ties to  carry  out  Education  Act,  1902, 
May  15,  372,  376,  387,  391. 

^lillard,  Mr.,  Reason  for  Dismissal  of,  by 
the  Admiralty,  May  19,  861 

Transvaal,  War  Contribution  Loan,  May 
24,  1310-1312. 

Xocal  Oovemment  Board 

President^Kt.  Hon.  G.  W.  Balfour. 
PaHiamerUary  Secretary — Mr.  J.  Q.  Law- 
son. 

Reorganisation  proposals. 

Q.    Sir  E.  Flower  7    A.     Mr.  A.  J.  Bal- 
four,  May  18,  776,  777. 

iStaiu-i,  Proposals  as  to  Improvement  of. 

Mr.  L.  Sinclair  ;   A.     Mr.  A.  J  Bal- 


0. 


four.  May  12,  175. 


Vote,  Date  of  Taking. 

Q,     Mr.  A.  Stanley  ;  A.     Mr.  A.  J.  Bal- 
four, May  18,  776. 

Xooal  Oovemment  Board  (Ireland) 

Accounts,  Form  of — Recommendations  of 
Committee  on  Municipal  Trading,  etc., 
Q,     Mr.  MacVeagh ;     A.     Jto.    W. 
Long,  May  16.  486. 

A  lilitors.  Duties  and  Qualifications  of — 
Effect  of  Public  Bodies  Order,  1904, 
etc. 

Qs,  Mr.  MacVeagh  ;  As,  Mr.  Long, 
May  16,  484,  485;  May  18, 
767. 

'PoUiag  Districts  for  Elections,  Alterations 
in. 

Q,  Mr.  Doogan ;  A.  Mr.  Long, 
May  12,  179. 

Iiocal  Government  (Ireland)  Provisional 
Order  (No.  1)  Bill 

c.  /^p.♦  May  18,  732. 

3k.*  May  19,  857. 
L   \n.*  May  19,  854. 

Xocal  Oovemment  (Ireland)  Provisional 
Orders  (ITo.  2)  Bill 

r,.  -in.*  May  16,  459. 
^3 


Local  Oovemment  (Ireland)  Provisional 
Orders  (ITo.  3)  BiU 

c  2r.*  May  16,  45c). 

Bep*  May  25,  1368-136). 

3R.*  May  26,  1526. 
I.   IB.*  May  26,  1514. 

Local  Gh)vemment  (Ireland)  Provisional 
Orders  (No.  4)  BiU 

c  2r.*  May  22,  939. 

Rep*  May  18,  732. 
3R.*   May  19,  857. 
I.   iR.*  M'ly  19,  854. 

Local  Oovemment    Provisional    Orders 
(No.  5)  Bill 

c.  Rep.*  May  18,  732. 

3b.*  May' 19,  857. 
L  In.*  May  19,  854. 

Local   Oovemment    Provisional    Orders 
(No.  6)  Bill 

'   c.  2r.*  May  16,   459] 
Rep.*  May  25,   1368. 
3r.*  May  26,   1526. 
/.  IR.*  May  26,   1514, 

Local   Government   Provisional    Orders 
(Na  7)  Bill 

c.  2r,»  May  16,  459. 

Rep*  May  25,  1368. 

SiL*May26,  1526. 
I.   iB.*  May  26,  1515. 

Local    Gh)vernment    Provisional  Orders 
(No.  8)  Bill) 

c.  2r.*  May  16,  459. 

Rep  *  May  25,  1368. 

3R.*  May  26,   1526. 
/.  iR.*  May  26,   1515. 

Local    Gh)vemment    Provisional    Orders 
(No.  9)  Bill 

c.  2r.*  May  16,  459. 

Rep.*  May  25,   1368. 

3R.*  May  26,   1526. 
/.  IR.*  May  26,   1515. 

Local   Gh)vemment   Provisional    Orders 
.  (No  10)  Bill 

c.  2r.*  May  22,  939. 

Local    Oovemment    Provisional    Orders 
(No.  11)  Bill 

c.   iR.*  May  12,  173. 
2r.*  May  23,  1107. 

Local    Oovemment   Provisional   Orders 
(No.  12)  Bill 

c   IR.*  May  15,  255. 
2R.*  May  26,   1526. 

Local  Oovemment    Provisional    Orders 
(No.  13)  Bill 

c.   iR.*  May  15,  255-256. 

Local    Oovemment   Provisional    Orders 
(No.  14)  Bill 

c.   iR.*  J//'y  7>,  256. 
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Local    Government    Provisional  Orders  i  London  Connty  Council  (Money)  Bill 


(No.  15)  BiU 

f.   iR.*  May  16,  4MI 
2R,*  May  23,  1107. 

Local   Oovemment    Provisional    Orders 
(ITo.  16)  Bill 

c.  iR.*  May  IS.  TMh 

Local    Oovemment    Provisional  Orders 
(No.  17)  BiU 

e,   iR,*  Muf  'J6.  13(iH. 

Local  Oovemment    Provisional    Orders 

(Oas)  Bill 

c-  -Jr.*  M(t/  16.  Ayx 

Rep.*  Mnu  Jo.  ims. 

3&,*Mxiy20,  1520. 
L  In.*  May  2^,1514. 

Local    Government    Provisional    Order 
(Poor  Law)  (No.  2)  Bill  * 

e.  iR*  May  76*.  4(ift. 


c.  2b.*  May  16,  255. 

London  Oas  BUI 

/.  2b.*  May  11,  3. 

London  Gtovemment  Scheme  (Hackney 
and  Edmonton  Unions)  Bill 

c.  1b.*  May  15,  255. 
2r.*  May  23,  HOT. 

London  Gh)vernment  Scheme  (London  and 
Middlesex)  Bill 

c.  1r.*  May  15,  255. 
2n.*  May23,U01. 

London  United  Tramways  (Extemdoa  of 
Time)  BiU 

c.  Con.  May  17,  31. 

3r.*  May  15,  255. 
I.  iR.*  May  16,  406. 

2b.*  May  25,  1349. 


Local  Res^stration  of  Title  (Ireland)  Act,  [  Londonderry,  Marqness  of— Lord   Pnn 


1891 

postage  incurrod  umlcT,  Refund  of,  to  the 
Publii-,  proposed. 

Q.     Mr.    V.    Kennedy;  *    A.     Mr. 
Atkinson,  May  16,  476. 

Local  Taxation 

See  under  Taxation. 

LockwOOd,  Col.   A.  [£8>ex,  Epping] 

Gibraltar  Cold  Meat  Storo— Allocation  of 
Cost  between  War  Office  and  Ad- 
miralty. May  18,  829. 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  (Sunday)  Bill, 
2b.,  May  26,  155S,  1559. 

London 

Fortifications  of,  Ex|)enditure  on. 
O.     Mr.  Lough,  May  16,  527. 
Q.     Mr.    Dillon;      A.     Mr.    B.    Daven- 
port, J/«v  ;LVi,  UK). 

Motor  SiXH»d  Regulations. 

Clause  9  of  Act,  Recognition  of,  etc. 
Q.     Mr.    ('.    Wason ;      A.     Mr.    A. 
Douglas,  May  11,  50. 

Heavy  Motors,  for. 

Qs.     General     Laurie ;         Aa.     Mr. 
G.  Balfour.  May  15,  284. 

port  of.  Proposals  for  Improvement  of. 
Q.     Lord    A.    Compton ;      A.     Mr.    B. 
Law,  May  25,  1381,     1382. 

London  and  India  Docks  Company  Bill 

I.  Bill  not  to  be  further  proce<»ded  with. 
May  11,  2-3. 

London  and  North  Western  Bailway  Bill 

c.  Rep*  May  15,  256. 

Con.*  May  22,  938. 

3n.*  2^ay25,  1307. 
I.  iR.*  May  26 A^U. 
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derU  of  the  Council,  and  Preaideni  of  1^ 
Board  of  Education. 

Closing  of  Licensed  Premises  (Christmt? 
Day)  (Ireland)  Bill.  2b.,  May  18,  729; 
May  23,  1 105. 

Eklucation  Board  Provisional  Order  Con- 
firmation (London  No.  2)  Bill,  2b.. 
May  12,  168 ;    Com.,  May  23,  1089. 

Public  Meetings  (Facilities)  Bill,  2r.,  Ma9 
23,  1099-1102. 

Sligo  National  School  Teachers,  all«^(  ^ 
Refusal  of,  to  honour  Toast  of  Eioir  ^ 
Health,  May  25,  1360-1362. 

United  Irish  League  Meetings  at  Scot>- 
house.  Inflammatory  Language  u^*^ 
at,  May  25,  1365,  1366. 

Long,  Rt.  Hon.  W.    H.—Chief  Se^dary  /T 
^Ireland  [Bristol,  S.] 

Administration  of  Ireland,  Revival  of 
Ck>ercion,  etc..  May  25,  1497-I50K 
1506-1610. 

Agrarian  Offences. 

Discontinuance  of  Annual  Return,. 
proposed.  May  22,  973. 

Non- Discovery  of  Offenders,  Reason 
for.  May  23^,  1131. 

prevention  of.  Measures  for,  if  ay  i*. 
763,  764. 

Agriculture  and  Technical  Instraction  De- 
partment. 

Horse-breeding  Schemes,  May  22,  OSS- 
Inspectors,  Information  as  to.  May  U* 
260,  292. 

Nitrogen- producing  Bacteria,  Kx- 
periments  with.  May  IS,  272. 

Veterinary  Branch  Clerks,  Salarie8,etr^ 
of.  May  11,  33,  34,  55 ;  May  1^ 
477,  478  ;  May  17,  026  ;  May 
22,  968;  May  25,   1403. 
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Long,  Rt.  Hon.  W.  H.  -<•'>'«  ^ 

Allotment <  for  Herds — Number  Provided, 
etc.,  May  22,  972. 

BaUydonlan — Mahon  Estate. 

Disposal   of   Lands   to  Mr.   Rothwell. 
May   16,   490. 

Shea,    M.,    Purchase    Agreement    of, 
May  16,  491. 

Untenanted  Lands,  Application  as  to. 
May  24,   1249. 

Bailymacward — Compensation  paid  for 
Outrages  on  Farm  of  P.  Co.stelloe, 
May  18,  7(ii. 

Bally  menu — Labourers'  Cottdgos,  Reason 
for  Rejection  of  Application^  for, 
May  18,  743. 

Bingham  Estate — Eviction  of  Antony 
Loftus,  May  15,  2J3. 

Births,  Deaths  and  Marriages,  Information 
as  to.  May  15,  259. 

Bligh  Estate — Sale  of — Alleged  Pressure 
upon  Tenants,  Case  of  Mr.  P.  O'Keefe, 
etc..  May  15,  294. 

Butter,  Inquiry  into  Delay  in  Delivery  of, 

proposed.  May  18,  766. 
Cappatagie.  i 

Dunne,  Rev.  Father,  Transfer  of. 
Police  Permission  for  Band  to 
accompany,  etc..  May  16,  490. 

^  Proclaimed  Meeting — Alleged  Assault 

by  Police  on  Member  for  East 
Galway,  etc..  May  15,  301,  302, 
305;  May  17,  608;  May  23, 
1129. 

Carntall — ChiArges  against  Mr.   W.   Coote,  ' 
May  25,  1406,  1407. 

Camtougher  Meeting — Speeches  of  Tirkam*  j 
School  Teacher,  etc..  May  25,  1409.       I 

Carrowkeel  Proclaimed  Meeting — Action 
of  Police,  etc..  May  22,  969-971  ; 
May  25,    1403.  ' 

,   Children,  Underfed,  Provision  of  Meals  for —  ! 
Extension  of  Local  Government  Order 
to  Ireland,  jiroposed.  May  16,  482. 

Claremorris  Estate  Lands,  Disposal  of — 
Application  of  Messrs.  'Good  and 
Black,  et<\.   May  18,   745. 

Goalisland    Polling    Station,    Removal    of. 

May  25,    1405. 
Coltsmann  Estate,  Sale  of — Case  of  Mr.  D. 

Ca^ey,  May  IS,  7()S. 

Constabulary,    Royal   Iri-^h. 

Accounts,  Systoni  of  Auditing,  Pre- 
cautions against  inaccuracy,  etc.. 
May   11,   56. 

Adams,  Constable,  Promotion  of. 
May  24,  1235. 

Anderson,  Constable,  Case  of — In- 
quiry proposed.  May  75,  486-489. 

Athenry. 

Domiciliary    Visits    at,    May   23, 
1124-1126. 

Force,  Increase  in.  May  18,  764, 
766. 

* 
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Long,  Rt.  Hra  W.  H.  -^-onf. 

Constaimlary    U  )val  Irisli — nntt. 
AuTh^ini. 

Di^^pute    betwven    Constable    and 


Clergyman,  May  18,  762. 

Domiciliary  Vi<«it  of  Police,  etc., 
May  25,  1406. 

Belfast — Mediral      Atfccndince,      De* 
cision  as  to.  May  23,  1134. 

Clonoe  Extra  Police,  Cost  of.  May  21, 
975. 

Complaints  made  against,  by  P. 
Murphy,    May    15,    271. 

Domiciliary  Visits,  Regulations  as  to. 
May  15,  296 ;  May  17,  627,  628. 

McDermott,  County  Inspector  H.  R., 
Reason  for  Non-attendance  of,, 
at  Longford  Petty  Sessions,  May 
lo,   297. 

Masterson  and  Cryan,  Constables,. 
Charges  against.  May  18,  767 ;. 
May  23,  1130. 

Misappropriation  of  Fund<  by  Dublin 
Castle  Late  Staff  Officer— De- 
cision as  to  Re-'unding  by  Widow,, 
etc..  May  11,  56  ;   May  25,  1375. 

Pay,  Decision  as  to  Increase  of,  May 
15,  271. 

Reddy,  Constable,  Inquiry  into  Charge 
against.  May  18,  769  ;  May  23, 
1132. 

Thurles  Lock-up,  Alleged  Ill-treatment 
of  W.  Fryday  in,  May  25,  1374,^ 
1400. 

Coolaclarig  Farm  Caretaker,  Police  Protec- 
tion of.  May  25,  1408. 

Cragg  and  Ardcrone  Farms — Disposal  of 
Lands,  Reinstatement  of  Evicted 
Tenant?,  etc..  May  16,  479. 

Croom,  Inclusion  of,  in  sale  of  Estate  of 
Lord  Dunraven  proposed  etc.,  May 
18,  768  ;    May  19,  865. 

Crossgar,  Sanitary  condition  of.  May  22, 
9oO. 

Cushemlall  Sanitary  Arrangements,  Im- 
provement of,  May  18,  770. 

Deaths,  Uncertified,  since  1900,  May  17, 
613 

Delmege,  Mr.  A.  S.,  Purchase  of  Estate  of 
— Case  of  Edmond  Murphy,  May  18, 
764. 

Development  Grant  Estimate  and  Report^ 
Issue  and  Discussion  of.  May  18,  769  . 

Donegal  Land  Appeals,  Delivery  of  Judg- 
ment in.  May  12,  181. 

Dopping  Hepenstdll  Estate,  Negotiations 
for  Purc'.:i.sc  of,  and  Re-instatement  of 
Evicted  Tenants,  May  15,  296. 

Drainage,  Arterial,  Necessity  for  Govern 
ment     undertaking,     etc.,     May     2fy 
1340,    1343. 

[cont. 
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Drummallan,     Allefrecl      Incitement      to  Fisheries— co«<. 

Boycott  at,  May  17,  626. 
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Mackerel  and  Haak,  Damage  done  to, 
by  Catching  Immature  Kah  in 
Herring  Nets,  May  16,  466 ;  Jfoy 
22,  972. 

Flax  Culture,  Expenditure  on,  Mtty  16^411. 

Forestry. 

Arbor  Day  Celebration,  Pkopoaak  a4« 
to,  May  16,  492. 

Forests  and  Woods,  Preservation  of— 
Restrictions  on  Powers  of  Land- 
lords to  cut  Down  Timber,  etc.. 
May  11,54;  May  16,  469, 

(ilasnevin  New  Buildings — Use  of  Irish 
SI  i tea.  May  23,  1116. 

Glen  Marine  Works,  Decision  as  to.  May  24^ 
1248, 

Glennamaddon  Mountain,  Grazing  Bights 
on.  May  22,  951. 

Gore- Booth  Estate,  Sale  of — ^Decirion  as  to 
Reinstatement  of  J.  Quinn,  May  19, 
863. 

Gortnmloe  Outrage,  Result  of  Inveatigs- 
tion  into.  May  12,  180. 

Gurteen  Electoral  Divisions,  Expenditure 
in,  by  Congeste<l  Districts  Board, 
May  is,  744. 

Hegarty  Estate—Cabe  of  J.  O'Drisccll, 
May  15;  270. 

Horses — Ei>iz3otic'  Lymphangitis  Out- 
break— Payment  of  Cost  of  Deatroying 
Horses,  ete..  May  23,  1126,  1127. 

Inny  Junction  Peat  Cultivation  Experi- 
ments, May  18,  769. 

Irish  Language — Delay  in  Payment  for 
Teaching  in  Schools,  May  18,  76L 

Iveagh-Pirrie  Motor  Scheme,  Progreef 
made  with.  May  16,  492. 

Joyce,  Dr.,  Farm  of— Refusal  of  Mr.  Dnnbp 
to  pay  Instalments  on  Purohase.  Jtfiw 
15, 270.  ^^      ^ 

Killamey  I^nd  Sub-Commission  Sittinf, 
Date  of,  May  16,  493.  ^^ 

Kilross— Negotiations  for  Purchase  of 
Farm  of  Mr.  M.  Mooney,  MiMy  18,  760. 

King  Harman  Estate. 

Bog  Lands,  Disposal  of. 

Drury,  Mr.  J.,  Appointment  of, 
as  Secretary  to  Trustees, 
May  16,  479. 

Trustees,  Procedure  in  Selecting. 
May  17,  610. 

Fox,  William,  Re-instatement  of.  Ma^ 
15,  297.  ^ 

Grazing    Lands,    Negotiations    as   to, 

Droinnra  lUegal  Fishing  Cese— Inter-  I  ^^^  ^^'  ^'^  '    ^^^V  22,  962. 

ference   with   Projected   Prose  cu.     |,     Knocklane    Grazing    Lands.    Disposal    of. 
tion,  alleged.  May  19,  860.  #^         May  23,  1128.  ^        -"-^poeai    oi, 

[cont. 


Dublin. 

Police — Promotion   Regulations,  Mav 
15,  271.  •   I 

Trinity  College  Ebtatcs,  Date  oi 
Presenting  Report  on,  etc.,  May 
15,  292 ;    May  16,  476. 

Dursey  Island  Eviction— Action  of  Police 
etc.,  May  22,  976. 

E!ducation. 

Armagh  M.N.  School,  Roll  No.  101— 
Payment  of  Salary  to  Teacher. 
May  15,  272.  % 

Ballymena  School  Accommodation, 
May  19,  864;  May  26,  1535, 
1536. 

Banogue  Schools,  Reason  for  amalga- 
mating. May  25,  1399. 

Garland  School,  Reason  for  With- 
drawal of  Grant  from.  May  24, 
P248. 

Cavan— School,  Roll  No.   11,041,  Cir- 
cuit   9B — Claim    for    Salary    of  ' 
\  Teacher,  May  15,  29o. 

Colooney  Distiict,  Proposals  as  to,  May 
Jyf,  700.  ! 

Dale,  Mr.,  Kcfwrt  of— Publication  ' 
of  Observations  of  Commissioners,  J 
proposed.    May   24,    1246.  j 

Downing,  Mr.  E.,  Reports  made  by. 
May  16,  478. 

Intermediate  Examinations,  Regula- 
tions as  to.  May  16,  480. 

Kerry  Instruction  Proposals,  May  23, 
1124. 

Manual  Instruction,  Proposals  as  to, 
ilfoy  10,  864  ;   May  24,  1246. 

National  School  Teachers,  Rural  Dis- 
trict Councillors  as.  May  22, 
974. 

Needlework  Instruction  in  Mixed 
Schools  under  a  Master,  Pro- 
vision for.  May  24,  1245. 

Rule  127  (b). 

Meetings     of      Commissioners  — 
Tabling  of  Minutes  proposed. 
May  15,  296  ;   May  25,  1398, 
Protests  against,  May  16,  481. 
Rules,  New,  Effect  of.  May  25,  1407. 
Schools,    Number    of,    Manage<l     by 
Religious  Sects,  May  24,  1246. 

Knniskillen     Assizes — Case     of     O'Cleary, 
May  16,  483. 

Evictions,  see  subhendingif  names  of  Estates. 
Pisheries. 

Ballinlonghane  Fishermen,  Rights  of, 

May  22,  980. 
Boats,  Insurance  Scheme  for — Number 

of  Insurances   Eirtctcd,   May  22, 

968. 
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Xong,  Rt  Hon.  W.  K.—wnt. 

Land  Act,  1903. 

Estates  Commissioners,  Regulations 
Issued  to,  May  25,  1492,  1502. 

Non-judioial  Tenants,  Position  of. 
May  25,  1603-1505. 

Trustees  for  Grazing  Ijands  and  tnr- 
bary.  Instructions  to.  Powers  of, 
etc..  May  11,  57. 

Workirg  of,  May  25,  1501,  1502,  1603. 

Land  Commission — Date  of  Issuing  Rules, 
May  18,,  765. 

Land  Purchase. 

Agreements — Protection  Afforded  by 
Clause  9,  Form  P.,  etc.,  May  23, 
1132,  1133. 

"  Parcels,"  Agreement  for.  Regula- 
tions as  to  Collection  of  Interest, 
etc..  May  18,  761. 

Payments — Remission  of  Poundage 
Rates  on  Postal  Orders,  pro- 
pjsed.  May  22,  978. 

Tenants*  Interests,  Advances  for  Pur- 
chase of.  May  11,  56. 

Terms  of,  under  Acts  of  1896  and  1903, 
May  22,  973. 

Unscheduled  Districts,  Purchase  by 
Congested  Districts  Board  in. 
May  16,  464. 

Law  Courts — Judges  and  Recorders,  Com- 
munications as  to  Retirement  of. 
May  23,  1134,  1135. 

Local  Government  Board. 

Accounts,  Form  of — Recommenda- 
tions of  Committee  on  Municipal 
Trading,  etc..  May  16,  486. 

Auditors,. Duties  and  Qtialitications  of. 
May  16,  486  ;   May  18,  1Q7, 

Local  Government  Elections — Alterations 
in  Polling  Stations  in  County  Tyrone, 
May  12,  179. 

Longford,  I^ord,  Estate  of — terms  of  Pur- 
chase, May  15,  294. 

iioop  Nationalist  Procession,  Authority 
for  Police  Interference  with,  May  12, 
180 ;  May  22,  979  ;  May  25,  1402. 

IjunaticB  and  Lunatic  Asylums. 

Dundrum. 

Escape  of  Convicts,   Precautions 
against,  etc.,  May  26,  1534 

Pension  of  J.  McKeogh,  May  22t 
951. 

Youghal  Auxiliary  Lunatic  Asylum. 

Accounts,  Audit  of.  May  16, 483. 

Chaplin  Residing  in  House 
provided  for  Medical  Superin- 
tendent,  May  16,  484. 

Healy,   M.,   Cause   of  Death   of. 
May  23,   1134. 

Visiting  Physician,  Appointment 
of.  May  16,  482. 
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Maoonochie  £!state — Delay  in  Issuing  vest- 
ing Orders,  May  17,  625. 

Magistrates  in  Longford,  Religion  of.  May 
16,  481. 

Milky  Dried,  Rate  for  Transit  of.  May 
18,  766. 

Moneymore  Disturbance,  see  subheading 
Loop  Nationalist  Procession. 

Morley  Estate,  Sale  of — Turbary  Rights 
of  Tenants,  etc.,  May  22,  977,  978. 

Xeagh,  Lough — Drainage — Tabling  Report 
of  Sir  W.  Binnie,  proposed.  May  17, 
626,  627. 

Newman  Estate,  Sale  of — Exclusion  of 
Holding  of  T.  0*Callaghan,  May  23, 
1135. 

Newport  (Mayo). 

Distress  in,  alleged.  May  11,  39. 

Land,  Delay  in  Disposal  of,  in  Con- 
gested Districts,  May  11,  39. 

0*Brien  Estate,  Sale  of — Progress  of 
Negotiations,  May  16,  480. 

O'Connell  Estate — Reinstatement  Appli- 
cations from  P.  O'Neill  and  D. 
O'Connell,  May  19,  863. 

Pakenham,  Mrs.  Grace,  Proposals  as  to 
Sale  of  Estate  of.  May  25,  1388. 

Piers  and  Harbours — Balbriggan  Harbour, 
Decision  as  to  Dredging,  May  22,  975. 

Pilgrim  Hill  Estate  Grazing  Lands,  Dis- 
posal of.  May  25,  1408,  1409. 

Poor  Law. 

Administration,  Committee  of  Inquiry 
into,  proposed,  May  15,  272. 

Election  of  Officials — Regulations  as 
to  Open  Voting,  May  11,  39. 

Persons    maintained    in    Public    In- 
stitutions, May  15,  269. 

Portavogie  Fishing  Disaster —  Decision 
as  to  Compensation,  May  18,  766. 

Portumna — Prosecution  of  Mr.  S.  Tener 
for  Illegal  Voting,  May  25,  1409. 

Rossmacowen  Eviction,  Action  of  Police 
at.  May  22,  975,  970. 

Sherlock  Estate,  Progress  of  Negotiations 
for  Sale  of,  May  22,  950. 

Sneem,  Carriage  of  Goods  to.  May  22,  967. 

Stanton,  Mrs.  R.  Trant,  Sale  of  Estate  of. 
May  25,  1400. 

Strabane  Labourers'  Cottages  Scheme, 
Reason  for  Delay  in  Csrrying  out. 
May  18,  743. 

Sunday  Football  Teams,  Party  Demons- 
trations by.  May  22,  974. 

Trawling,  Illegal,  Prevention  of.  May  24, 
1248. 

Warden  Estate — Delay  in  Reinstatement 
of  Evicted  Tenants,  May  16,  478. 

[conL 
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May  11 — May  26. 
Long,  Rt.  Hon.  W.  H.— <e/«^ 

Waierville  Steam  Laundry,  Advance  of 
Loan  for  Efltablishing,  proposed,  May 
23,  1123. 

Workhouses. 

Athlone   Disinfecting   Chamber,   Effi- 
ciency of.  May  18,  742. 

Cootehill  Infirmary,   Sanitary   Condi- 
tion of.  May  IS,  744. 


Longford 

Magistrates,  Religion  of. 

Qs,     Mr.  Farrell;     As,     Mr.  W.  Long, 
May  16,  481. 

Longford,  Lord,  Estate  of 

Sale  of — Terms  of  Purchase. 

Q,    Mr.   J.   Devlin;     4,     Mr.  W.  Long, 
May  15,  2'J3,  294. 

Lonsdale,  Mr.  J.  B.  [Armagh;  Mid.] 

Agrarian     Outrages  —  Non-Discovery    of 
Offenders,  Reason  for,  May  23,  1130. 

Armagh  School,  Roll,  No.   101 — Payment 
of  Salary  to  Teacher,  May  15,  272. 

Athenry  Constabulary  Force,  Increase  in, 
May  18,  765. 

Loop 

Nationalist    Procession,    Dispersion    of, 
Authority  for  Action  ^f  Police,  etc. 
Qi,     Ml.     MncVeagh ;         As,     Mr. 
Long,  May  12,  180 ;     May  22, 
978,  979 ;    May  25,  1401,  1402. 

Lord  Advocate  for  Scotland 

Rt,  Hon.  C.  ScotUDicl'son. 

Lord  Chancellor 

Earl  of  Halsbury, 

Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland 

Lord  Ashboutne, 

Lord  Chief  Justice 

Lord  Alveratone. 

Lord  Great  Chamberlain 

Marquess  of  Cholmondeley. 

Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland 

Earl  Dudley. 

Lord  President  of  the  Privy  Council 

Marquess  of  Londonderry. 

Lord  Privy  Seal 

Marquess  of  Salisbury. 

Lough,  Mr.  T.  [Islington.  West] 

Agricultural  Rates  Act,    1896,  etc..   Con- 
tinuance Bill,  Com.,  May  17,  649, 

Aliens — Arrivals,  Departure,  etc.,  in  1904, 
May  11,  48. 
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Lough,  Mr.  T.—cont. 

Aliens    Bill,    Projiosals    as   to   Proceetlinsi 
with.  May  15,  302. 

Beer    Duty,   Yield  of,  in  1900  and  li>04^ 
May  23,  1175.  1176,  1178. 

Customs — Ireland,  Separate  Customs  for» 
Establishment  of,  projxweil.  May  22,. 
1044. 


Defence,  Foreign  and  Colonial  Expenditure- 
on.  May  16,  531. 

Dog  Licence,  Omission  to  take  out — 
Powers  of  Inland  Revenue  Depart- 
ment to  fine  Offenders,  etc.,  May  22^ 
900.  961. 

Expenditure,  Increase  in,  Financial  Posi- 
tion of  the  Country,  etc..  May  11^ 
160,  181  ;    May  16,  526-531. 

Finance  Bill.  2R.,  May  16,  526;  Com., 
May  22,  1043-1045;  May  23,  1175- 
1176.  1178-1179. 

Fiscal  Policy  —  Preferential  Trade  fc»i 
Colonies,  Government  Proposals,  etc.. 
May  22,  986. 

National  Debt,  Position  of,  May  16,  62S» 
529. 

Nary  Estimates,  Reduction  in,  proposer', 
'May  22,  984,  985. 

Pilotage  Certificates.  Objections  to  granting 
to  Foreigners.  May  23,  1137. 

Sugar  Duty — Pro  rata  Reduction  proposed. 
May  25,  1392. 

Taxation. 

Comparison  between  Ireland  and  Great 

Britain.  May  12,  178. 

« 
Ireland,  Over- taxation  of.  Grievance.- 

as  to.  May  22,  1043-1045. 

War  Taxes,  Policy  of  Retaining,  in 
Times  of  Peace,  May  23,  1175. 
1176. 

Tea  Duty — Exemption  of  Ireland  pro- 
posed. May  22,  1044,  1045. 

Telephone  iService — Agreement  with  Na- 
tional Telephone  Company,  May  22,. 
1003-1006. 

Loughborough  Corporation  Bill 

I.  Rep.*  May  16,  405. 

Zjl*  May  22,^1%. 
c.  Lords*  Amend ts.  Con.*  May  26,  152.'). 

Loyd,  Mr,  A.  K.  [Berkshire,  Abingdon] 

Agricultural  Rates  Act,  1896,  etc..  Con- 
tinuance Bill,  Com.,  May  17,668,  609. 

Luoas,  Mr.  R.  J.  [Portsmouth] 

Navy  Surgeons — Conditions  o£  Service, 
^May  17,  609. 
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Lunatics  and  Lunatic  Asylums 

Ireland. 

Dundrum. 

Escape  r>f  Convict«4,  Precautions 
against.  Reason  for  Dis- 
misHal  of  AttendantM'Keough, 
etc. 

Q.  Mr.  Nannetti ;  A. 
Mr.  Ix>ng,  May  26^ 
1533,  1534. 

Pension       of       Shoemaker,       J. 
,  McKeogh. 

Q.  Mr.  Mooney ;  A.  Mr. 
W.  Long,  >/ay22,  951. 

Inspeotors,  Salaries  of,  Vote  for,  Mciy 
25,  1420,  1475. 

Pauper     Lunatic'>.     XutnU^r     of,     in 
Public  In.stitiitions. 

Q.     Mr.  O'Mara;    A.     Mr.  W. 
Long,  May  15,  '259. 

Youghai,  set  that  title. 

Lundon,  Mr.  W.  [Limerick,  Eaatl 

Banogue  Schools,  Rea.son  for  Amalgamat- 
ing, May  25,  1399. 

Delmege,  Mr.  A.  S.,  Purchase  of  Estate 
of — Ca.se  of  Edinond  Murphy,  May  IS, 
764. 

Lyttelton,  Rt.  Hon.  Il— Secretary  of  Statt 
far  the  Colonies  [Warwick  and  Leaming- 
ton] 

Atlantic  Routes — ClainiH  of  Gal  way.  May 
25,  1391. 

Canada— Colonial  Stock  Act  (1900),  Ex- 
tension of,  proposed.  May  18,  748. 

Cape  Colony — British  Indians.  Effect  on, 
of  Colonial  Bill  as  to  Languages,  May 
17,  614. 

Colonial  Office  Waiting  Room,  Placard- 
exhibited  in.  May  23,  1112. 

Jamaica  Fruit  Trade — Provisions  of  Con- 
tract with  Messrs.  Elder,  Dempster  & 
Co.,  May  16,  472. 


SESSION  1905.  [Lun— flIcC 

J/ay  11— Ma]/  26. 

I  Ljrttelton,  Rt.  Hoa.  A~<'oiu. 

Transvaal — ntn  t. 

Chinese  Laliour  -ro/i/. 

Repatriation-*,  Numbers  and  Cau>i 
of.  May  11,  44;  May  24, 
1235  ;    May  25.  1388. 

Labour  other  than  Chinese. 


Native  Labour  Recruiting — Cir- 
cular of  Witwatersrand  Native 
Labour  Association,  May  17, 
616. 

White  and  Coloured  Labour  in 
Mines,  Percentage  of  In- 
crease in.  May  11,  4:5. 

Mines — Gold  Output,  Dividends  paid. 
Income  Tax,  etc..  (1902-1904), 
May  18,  746. 

Representative  Institutipns. 

British  Immigrants,  Provisions 
as  to.  May  18,  747. 

British  Indians,  Admission  of  to 
Franchise,  proposed.  May  18, 
736. 

Uganda  Poll-Tax  Ordinance — Plrovision 
as  to  Forced  Labour,  May  23,  1111. 

Universities,    Home    and    Colonial — Issue 
of  Circular  Letters  as  to  Regulations 
for  interchange  of  Students,  propo:*ed, 
May  18,  747. 

West  Indies  Government,  Form  of — Ad- 
ministrative Federation  proposed.  May 
17,  716. 

Mc Arthur,  Mr.  C.  [Liverimol  Exchange] 

Lights,  Irish,  Sectoring  of.  May  22,  943. 

Vehicles'  Lights  Bill,  2r.,  May  12,  205- 
207. 

MoConnell*8  Divorce  Bill 

c.  Report*  from  Select  ( 'Onimittee,  May  17, 
(500. 

Minutes  of  Evidence  and  Proceedings, 
Presented,   May  19,   S5-t. 

*     c.  3r.*   May  22,  93.S. 


Lagos    Hinterland,    Importation  of  Spirit's 

to.  May  23,  1111. 
"  Parthania,"    8.s.— Reason    for  Imprison-    McCrae,  Mr.  0.  [K  linbnrgh,  E] 


ment  of  Crew  at  SingafK^re,  May  25, 
1388. 

Question.     Unanswered — Reason    for    not  I 
Circulating  Answer  with  Vott*s,   Mai/ 
23,  1117.  *    , 

Transvaal. 

Chinese  Labour. 

Disturbances,  Information  as  to. 
May  24,  1238. 

Punishments    inflicted,    May    16, 
470;    May  17,  614. 

Corporal  Punishment,  Regu-  ' 
lations  as  to.  Number  of  ' 
Sentences,  etc.,  May  15,  i 

273.  '       ; 

Imprisonment  and  Repatria-  [ 
tion  Statistics,   May   11, 
44. 
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Defence  of  the  Emi)ire — Troops  Necessary 
for  Home  Defence,  May  15,  262,  263. 

Dog?,  Stray,  Methoi^  of  De  truction  of 
in  London,  May  15,  280. 

Edinburgh  Telegra])h  Office — Retirement 
Ago  for  Officials,  May  22,  946. 

Exchequer  Bonds — Cancellation  of  Is-iue  of 
1900,  May  24,  12,50,  1251,  1253. 

Expenditure,  Increase  in,  Financial  Con- 
dition of  the  Country,  etc..  May  16, 
5O2-509. 

Finance  BiU,  2r.,  May  16,  501 ;  Com.,  May 
23,  1142-1143,  1151-1152,  1217-1218, 
1221  ;  May  24,  1250-1254,  1257,  1259, 
1265,  1290. 

Gibraltar  Cold  Meat  Store — Allocation  of 
Cost  between  War  Office  and  Admiralty, 
May  18,  836. 
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Jf cCrae,  Mr.  Q.—cont, 

Income  Tax. 

Fines. 

Method  of  Dealing  with.  May  23, 
1221,    1-222. 

Total  Amount  Discharged  on, 
for  1903-1905,  May  23,  1120. 
Trades  and  Professions,  Rebate  of  4d. 
in  the  pound  on  Incomes  derived 
from,  proposed,  May  23,  1217, 
1218. 

J^ational  Debt. 
Reduction    of. 

Chinese  War  Indemnity,  Applica- 
tion of.  May  24,  1252. 

Crimean  War  Case,  Comparison 
with,  May  16,  605,  508,  509. 

Sinking  Fund,  by,  May  22,  958. 

Unfunded  Debt,  Position  of,  May  24, 
1250,  1261. 

Navy. 

Bases,    Policy  of.    Abandonment   of, 
May  18,  788. 

.  Works. 

Acts,  Expenditure  under  — 
Estimated  Expenditure  for 
1905-6,  Information  as  to. 
May  18,  788,  789. 

Loans  for.  Objections  to  System  of, 
May  18,  788." 
Taxation. 

Incidence  of.  Appointment  of  Com- 
mittee to  consider,  proposed, 
May  23,  1151,  1152. 

Increase  in,  May  16,  501-509. 

Tea  Duty,  Reduction  of,  from  6d.  to  4d. 
proposed.  May  23,  1142,  1152. 

Telephone  Service  —  Agreement  with 
National  Telephone  Company,  May  22, 
1008,    1009. 

Transvaal  War  Contribution  Loan,  May  24, 
1252. 

Volunteers,   Vote  for,   Facilities  for  Dis- 

cussion  on,  May  11,  163. 
Works  Acts. 

Estimated  Expenditure  for  1906-6, 
May  16,  509. 

Objections  to  System  of  Expenditure 
under.  May  16,  607. 

llacedonia 

Kuklish  Massacre,  Report  of  Committee  of 
Inquiry  into. 

Q.  Sir  A.  Hayter ;  A.  Earl  Percy, 
May  11,  45. 

HcFadden,  Mr.  £.  [Donegal,  E.] 

Donegal  Land  Appeals — Reason  for  Delay 
in  Delivering  judgment,  3lay  12,  180. 

Land  Purchase — ^Agreements  for  "  Parcels,*' 
Regulations  as  to  Collection  of  in- 
terest, etc..  May  18,  760. 

Strabane  Tiabourers'  Cottages  Scheme, 
Reason  for  Delay  in  canring  out, 
May  18,  743. 
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McHugh,  Mr.  P.  A.  [Leitrim,  N] 

Agriculture  and  Technical  Instniotion 
Department — Horse-breeding  Schemes, 
May  22,  962. 

Law  Courts  in  Ireland — Unreasonable 
Detention  of  Persons  Awaiting  Trial 
in  Courts  of  Equity,  May  18,  736. 

McKenna,  Mr.  R.  [Monmouth,  N.] 

Consols,  price  of.  May  16,  547  ;  May  24, 
1274,   1275. 

Exchequer  Bonds,  New  Issue  of,  conditions 
of,  May  24,  1264. 

Expenditure,  Permanent  Finance  Com- 
mittee to  Control,  proposed,  May  J^, 
543. 

Finance  Bill,  2r.,  Mat/  16,  543,  597  ;  Gam,, 
May  2S,  1211-1214,  1220-1221  ;  May 
21,  1264,   1265,   1273-1278. 

.  Income  Tax — Trades  and  Professions, 
Rebate  of  4d.  in  the  pound  on  InoomeB 
IVrived  from,  proposed.  May  23„ 
1220. 

National    Debt,    Position    of.     May    16^ 
544-548. 

Fixed  Debt  Charge,  Position  of.  May 
24,  1273. 

Sinking    Fund,    Inadequaov   of,   etc.. 
May  24,  1276,  1277. 

National   Telephone    Agreement,   Date  of 
resuming  Debate  on.  May  15,  404. 

McKiUop,  Mr.  W.  [Sligo.  N.] 

Knocklane  Grazing  lands,  Disposal  of.  May 
23,  1128. 

Macnamara,  Dr.  T.  J.  [Camberwell,  N.] 

Savings  Banks — Fluctuations  of  Consols- 
Effect  on  Capital  Account,  May  16, 

277. 

Ijnderfed  Children,  Provision  of  Free  Meals 
for. 

Fatherless    Children,    Asaistanoe    to. 
May  15,  283. 

Metropolitan    Common    Poor    Fond, 
Charge  upon,  proposed,  May  16, 
283. 

MacNeiU,  Mr.  J.  0.  S.  [Donegal,  S.] 

Atlantic  Liners,  Marine  Post  Office  Arrange- 
ments on,  May  15,  277,  278. 

Chatham — Commander-in-Chief  of  the 
Navy,  Estimate  for  Erection  of 
Residence  for.  May  18,  842. 

Colonial  Ofiice  Waiting  room.  Placards 
Exhibited  in,  May  23,  1112. 

Finance  Bill,  2r.,  May  15,  33^-342. 

Financial  Relations  between  England  and 
L*eland,  Position  of — Over-taxatioix 
of  Ireland,  etc..  May  15,  338-342. 

Industrial  and  Material  Condition  of 
Ireland,   May  15,  340. 

Judge-Atlvocate  General,  Duties  of,  by 
whom  Performed,  etc..  May  11,  41. 

[couL 
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MacHeiU,  Mr.  J.  G.  S.-cont. 

Motors. 

Furioob   Driving. 

Fines  for,  Inadeqtiaoy  of,  alleged. 
May  15,  262. 

Magistrate,  by — Case  of  Captain 
J.  R.  Stanford,  May  22, 
961. 

Titled  Personages  and  Ministers 
of  the  Crown  fined  for.  May 
IS,  261. 

Numbers  of.  Prevention  of  Fraudulent 
Shifting  of.  May  16,  261. 

Navy. 

,  Cadets — ^Regulations  as  to  Nomination 

of  Candidates,  May  18,  760. 

Flogging  in.  Proposed  Commission  to 
Investigate  Charges  of.  May  18, 
846-849. 

"  Kent "  mock  Court  Martial — Action 
of  Admiralty  as  to  Practice  of 
Private  Punishment  in  Oun  Room, 
etc..  May  IS,  748,  749,  848, 
849. 

Post  Office. 

Counter  Duties  in  Provincial  Offices 
Selection  of  Clerks  for.  May  16, 
472,    473. 

Overseerships,  Proposals  as  to  In- 
crease  in.  May  Ifi,  473. 

Question,  Unanswered — Reason  for  not 
Circulating  Answer  with  Votes,  May 
23f  1117. 

Maconochy  Estate 

Vesting  Orders,  Delay  in  issuing. 
Qs,  Mr.  Farrell ;  As,  Mr.  W.  Long,  May 
11,  626. 

KacTeagh,  Mr.  J.  [Down,  s.] 

Agrarian  Offences — Discontinuance  of 
Irish  Returns  proposed.  May  22, 
973  ;  May  25,  1401. 

Returns  as  to  England  and  Scotland 
proposed,  May     25,  1397,  1398. 

Agriculture  and  Technical  Instruction 
Department — Portal  Veterinary  Ser- 
vice— Decision  as  to  Pay,  May  22,  947. 

Aughrim — Domiciliary  Visit  of  Police,  etc.. 
May  25,  1406. 

Bally donlon — Mahon  Estate  Untenanted 
Lands,  Application  as  to,  May  2^,1249. 

Civil  Service  Abstractor  Clerks,  Assistant — 
Increase  in  Annual  Leave  and  In- 
crements, proposed,  May  23,  1114. 

Dublin  Post  Office — Male  Learners,  Delay 
in  Appointing,  May  22,  947. 

I/eagh-Pirrie  Motor  Scheme,  Progrefcfc 
made  with.  May  16,  491,  492. 

Law  Courts. 

Clerkships — Regulations  as  to  Ex- 
ami,  fltions.  May  16,  491  ;  Mm 
17,  624. 


MoVeagh,  Mr.  3,—cont. 

Law  Conrts^co?!/. 

Judges  or  RecorJers,  Commujieation^* 
as  to  Retirement  of,  May  23,  1134, 
1136. 

Local  Government  Board. 

AcOounts,    form     of     Recommenda- 
tions of  Committee  on  Municipal 
Trading,  etc..  May  16,  486. 

Auditors,  Duties  and  Qualifications  uf> 
May  16, 484,  485  ;  May  18,  767. 

Loop  Nationalist  Procession,  Authority 
for  Police  Interference  with.  May  12, 
180 ;  May  22,  978.  979 ;  May  25, 1401, 
1402. 

Neagh,  Lough,  Drainage  of. 

Administration  by  Trustees,  etc..  May* 
15,  298,  299. 

Binnie,  Sir  W.,  Tabling  Report  of 
proposed.  May  17,  626. 

Rossmacowen  Eviction,  Action  of  Police 
at.  May  22,  976. 

Magistrates  and  Justices  of  the  Peace 

Ireland — Longford — Religion  of  Magis- 
trates. 

Qs,  Mr.  Farrell ;    Aa.  Mr.  W.  Long, 
May  16,  481. 

Motor,  Furious  Driving  of,  by  Magistrate — 
Case  of  Captain  J.  R.  Stanford. 

Q,  Mr.  S.  MacXeill ;  Mr.  A.  Douglas, 
May  22,  961.  962. 

Service 

See.  under  Post  Office. 


(( 


Majestic/*  S.S. 

Peck   Load    Carried    by,    and    Cause    of 
Accident  to. 
Os.  Lord  Muskerry,  May  26,  1518; 
Duke  of  Marlborough,  1522. 

Maloolnif  Mr.  I.  Z.  [Suffolk,  Stowmarket] 

West  Indies  Government,  Form  of — Ad- 
ministrative Federation  propo8(Ml.3f  ay 
17,  705,  710. 

Malone*s  Divorce  (Validation)  Bill 

/.  Com,  and  Rep,  May  11,  4. 
/.  3b.*  May  15,  238. 
c.  iB.*  May  16,  461. 
2b.»  May  22,  939. 

Malta 

Torpedo  Ranges  at.  Expenditure  on. 
O.  Mr.  A.  Lee,  May  18,  778. 

Mansfield  Commission 

Report,  Date  of  Presenting. 
0.  Mr.  Weir;    A,  Mr.  S.  Dickson,  Mav 
24,  1228. 

Mansfield  Corporation  Bill 

/.  Rep*  May  22,  917. 

3r.*  May  26,  1514. 

c.   \R,*  May  26,  15'28. 


Mar— Mer] 


iHarine  Lumrance  Bill 

Date  of  Taking. 

Q.  Mr.  J.  Reid  ;    A,  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour, 
May  16y  494. 


INDEX.  [Vol.  UG. 

May  11 — May  26. 

I  MelvUle,  Mr.  B.  V.  LStockpart] 

children,     Pot^r     Liw — Number     boarded 


Markyate 

Telephone  Communicatiou  of  County 
Police,  Extersion  of,  Proposed. 

Q.  Mr.  Slack ;  >£r.  A.  Douglas, 
May  n,  46. 

Marlborongh/Duke  of 

Merchant  Service — Danger  of  Deck  Load^', 
Accidents  Caused  by,  etc..  May  26, 
1621,  1524. 

Transvaal,  Chinese  Labour  in.  Working 
of  Experiment,  etc..  May  16,  414,  419- 
431. 

Marriages 

Ireland,  Information  as  to. 

Q.  Mr.  O'Mara;    A,  Mr.  W.  Long,  May 
15,  259. 

Marshall  Islands 

British  Shipping  Trade,  Genuaii  Treat - 
mrjnt  of — Termination  by  German 
(Toverniuent  of  Agreement  with  Jali^it 
Company,  etc. 

Os,  Earl  of  .lersey.  May  11,  28,  30; 
MarqueH8  of  Lansdowne,  28-30  ; 
Lord  Muskerry,  May  22,  923  : 
Marquess  of  I^nsdowne,  930. 

Martin,  Mr.  R.  B.  [  Worcestendilre,  Droitwich] 

Norton,  Isle  of  Wi'^rht,  Outfall  Sewer  at. 
Breach  of  Contract  in  Construction  of, 
May23,\\Vi. 

Matlock  Bath  Improvement  Bill 

/.  Rep*  May  2',,  I'UX  I 

Mattresses 

Manufacture  of.  ins|)cction  and  com-  i 
pulxory  f  Ican-^ing  of  Materials  used,  ' 
etc. 

Q.  Mr.  Fuller;  A.  Mr.  G.  Bal- 
four, May  22,  944. 

Maxwell,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  H.  E.  [Wigton] 

Vehicles  Lights  Bill,  2r.,  May  12,  188- 
191. 

Mayo,  Earl  of 

Sligo  National  School  Teachers,  allege'd 
Refusal  of,  to  honour  Toast  of  King's 
Health,  May  25,  1302. 

Medical  Profession 

Number  of  Practitioners  struck  off  the 
Register  for  Misconduct  during  last 
ten  Years. 

Q.     Mr.  Weir  ;   A.     Mr.  A.  Douglas,  ' 
May  23,  11 U,  1115.  | 


out.  May  22,  945. 


Merchant  Shipping 

Australia  and  New  Zealand — Correspon- 
dence relating  to  Legislation,  Pre- 
sented, May  23,  1088,  1110. 

Coasting  Trade,  Practice  of  other  Maritime 
Powers  in  reserving,  to  Vessels  of  their 
own  Nationality — Representations  by 
H.M.  GJovernment,  etc. 

Os.  Lord  Muskerry,  May  22,  921  ; 
Marquess  of  Lansdowne,  925- 
931. 

Deck  Loads,  Danger  of.  Inquiry  into 
Accidents  caused  by,  etc. 

Os.  Lord  Muskerry,  May  26,  1617, 
1522  —  1524 ;  Lord  Avebury, 
1520  ;  Duke  of  Marlborough, 
1521,  1524;  Earl  Spencer, 
1523. 

Foreign  Reservations  and  Encroachments, 

Attitude  of  H.M.  Government  towards. 

Os.     Lord  Muskerry,  May  22,  920- 

925  ;    Marquess  of  Lansdowne, 

926-931. 

Life-Saving   Apparatus   on  Ship,   Survey 
of — Loss  of  the   "  Banffshire.*' 
O.     Lord  Muskerry,  May  18,  729. 

"  Majestic,"  s.s.,  Deck  Load  carried  by, 
and  Cause  of  Accident  to. 

Os.  Lord  Muskerry,  May  26,  1518  ; 
Duke  of  Marlborough,   1522. 

Marshall  Islands,  British  Trade  with. 
German  Treatment  of — Termination 
by  German  Government  of  Agreement 
with  Jaluit  Company,  etc. 

Os.  Earl  of  Jersey,  May  11,  28, 
30  ;  Marquess  of  Lansdowne, 
28-30;  Lord  Muskerry,  May 
22,  923 ;  Marquess  of  Lans- 
downe, 930. 

"  Nutfield,"  S.S.,  Deck  Load  carried  by — 
Result  of  Inquiry,  etc. 

Os.  Ix)rd  Muskerry,  May  26,  1519  ; 
Duke  of  Marlborough,   1524. 


(i 


Parthania,'*   s.s. — Reason   for  Imprison- 
ment of  Crew  at  Singapore. 

Q.     Mr.  Robson ;     A.     Mr.  Lyttc!- 
ton.  May  25,  1388. 


*'  Selma,'*  Deck  Cargo  carried  by,  and 
Cau.se  uf  Accident  to. 

Os.     Lord  Muskerry,  May  26,  1518  ; 
Duke  of  Marlborough,   1522. 

Suez  Canal — Return  of  Shipping  and 
Tonnage  1}M)2-19(U,  Presented,  Ma^ 
23,  loss,  1110. 


''^S.STSp.  ana  Expenau..:  Merchant  Shipping  (Pilotage)  BlU 

for  190.">,  I'rpsrnted,  May  19,  850,  859.  !  r.   1r.*  May  11,  101. 
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Jlierionethshire 


[Mer-Mon 


Education    Ac(,    1902,    Refusal    of    Local 
Authorities    to    carry   out   Provisions 
of  Act  as  to    Notice  of  Repairs,  etc. 
Oa.yir.   0.    Williams,  May  16,  305, 
363,  373  ;   Sir  A.  Thomas,  367  ; 
Mr.   Cripps,  370 ;     Mr.   Lloyd- 
George,  372,  376,  387,  391 ;  Mr. 
B.  Jono8,    374,    38),   301  ;   Mr. 
Duke,   376,  379.;   Sir   W. 
Anson,  377,  384,  393  ;    Mr.  E. 
Griffith,     381  ;     Lieut. -Colonel 
Pryce-Jones,    383. 

Education  Grants,  Payment  of. 

Q.     Mr.     O.     Williams;        A.     Sir    W. 
Anson,  Jlay  16,  291. 

Jfetropolitan  and  Great  Central  Railway 
Companies  Bill 

/.  Hep*  May  22,  917, 

Jfetropolitan  District  Railway  Bill 

c.  Bep»  May  11,  31. 

Con*  May  16,  459 

3tt.*  May  19,  857. 
/.  Commons'    Amendts.,    Con.*    May    23 
1074. 

^Metropolitan  Fneamatic  Dispatch  Bill 

Course  of  Procedure  with. 

Q.     Mr.     Cohen ;        A.     I^ord    Stanley, 
May  17,  620. 

Mstropolitan  Police  Provisional  Order  Bill 

/.  3r.*  May  11,  4, 

Metropolitan  Railway  Bill 

c.  Rep*  May  26,  1369. 

JHexborough    and    Swinton    Tramways 
(Extension  of  Time)  Bill 

c.  Hip.  May  11,  31. 

Con*  May  22,  938-939. 

3Ri*  May  6,  1368.  J^' 

I.  Commons'  Amendts*.,  Con.*  May ^  26, 
1514. 

Hi  Hand  Railway  Bill 

r.  Bep*  May  26,  1369. 

Mildmay,  Mr.  F.  B.  [Devon,  TotnesJ 

Agricultural   Rates   Act,    1896,   etc.,   Con- 
tinuance Bill,  Com.,  May  17,  641. 

Hilitia 

Foreign  Service  for— Number  of  units  and 
Number  of  Officers  and  Men  who 
served  outside  the  United  Kingdom, 
1809-1902— Return  ordered,  May  19, 
800;  Presented,  May  24,  1227 ;  Mau 
25,  1370.  '^ 

Q.     Mr.  G.  Boscawen ;  A.     Mr.  B 
Davenport,  May  18,  751. 

«3 


SESSION  1905. 
May  U—May  26. 

Reorganisation      Proposals  —  ClaiiuB     uf 
Subaltern  Officers. 

Q.   Colonel  Welby  ;  A.    Mr.  A  mold  • 
Forster,  May  24,  1230. 


Reserve — Number  Employed  in  the  Soutlk 
African  War— Return  Ordeivd,  May 
19,  860. 

South  African  War,  see  undtr  that  tUlt, 

Stirength  of,  on  Ist  January,  1901)  -lU)tnrii 
Ordered,  May  19,  859. 

Training— Arrangements  for  l^uarkMhirn 
Regiments. 

Q.     Mr.    J.    Wilson;     A.     Mr.    II. 
Davenport,  May  17,  615     . 

MiUtia  Bill 

Date  of  Taking. 

Q.     Mr.    G.    Boscawen;  A.     Mr.    A,    J, 
Balfour,  May  18,  776. 

Milk 

Dried— Rate  for  Transit  from  Ii-eland. 
Q.     Mr.  Joyce ;  A.     ]Hr.  W.  Long,  Mau 
IS,  766. 

Mines  and  ftaarries 

Statistics  Presented  as  to  Persons  Em- 
ployed, Output  etc..  May  26,  1616, 
1530. 

Minto,  Earl  of 

Transvaal,  Chinese  Labour  in,  Working 
of  Experiment,  etc..  May  16,  442-444. 

Mitchell,  Mr.  E.  [Fermanagh,  N.] 

Enniskillen  Assizes — Case  of  O'Cleary,  May 
16,  482. 

Post  Office  Learners,  Unpaid,  AwaitiDg 
Appointment,  May  18,  752. 

Ritualistic  Practices,  Commission  on — 
Date  of  Presenting  Report,  May  16^ 


Monastic  and  Conventual  Institutions 

Succession  Duty  Paid  by— Regulations 
to  Exemption. 

Q.     ilr.  T.  L.  Corbctt ;  A.     Mr.  A. 
Chamberlain,    May  22,   960. 

Moneymore 

Loop  Nationalist  Procession,  set  under 
Loop. 

Monkswell,  Lord 

Advertisements  Regulation  Bill,  Cam.,  Maw 
15,  242,  243. 

Education  Board  Provisional  Order  Con- 
firmation (London  No.  2)  Bill,  Com., 
May  23,  1088-1089. 


Mon—  Mos] 


Monkswell,  Lord— ^  o??/. 


INDEX 
May  11 — May  26. 

Moorei  Mr.  W,—cont. 
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Polling  Arrangements  (Parliamentary 
Boroughs)  Bill,  2r.  May  11,  7. 

Polling  Districts  (County  Gomicil)  BiU. 
2r.  May  11,  6,  7. 

Woolwich  Borough  Ouncil  Bill,  2b.  May 
23,  1085,  1086. 

Moon,  Mr.  E.  B.  P.  [St.  Pancras,  N.] 

China,  British  Trade  with — Mackay  Treaty 
Ignored  by  Chinese,  alleged.  May  12, 
176. 

House  of  Commons  Ventilation — Open- 
ing of  Windows  during  Divisions,  pro- 
posed. May  18,  740. 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  (Sunday) 
BiU,  2r.  May  26,  1544. 

Vehicles  Lights  Bill,  2b.  May  12,  195. 

Koo^ey,  Mr.  J.  J.  [DuWin  Co.,  S.] 

Chatham — Commander-io -Chief      of      the 
i  Navy,     Estimate     for     Erection     of 

Residence  for.  May  18,  841,  844. 

Dundrum  Lunatic  Asylum — pension  of  J. 
McKeogh,  May  22,  951. 

Fmance  Bill,  Cam.  May  23,  1184-1 186. 

Gibraltar  Cold  Meat  Store — Allocation  of 
Cost  between  War  Office  and  Ad- 
miralty, May  18,  832,  834. 

Wei-hai-wei,  Naval  Base  at,  reasons  for 
maintaining? — Information  as  to  ex- 
penditure, etc..  May  18,  814,  816. 

Whisky  Duty,  Additional,  Proposed  Ex- 
emption of  Ireland  from.  May  23, 
1184-1186. 

Moore,  Mr.  W.  [Antrim,  N.] 

Administration  of  Ireland. 

Chief  Secretary,  Policy  of — Influence 
of  the  "  Ascendancy  Party," 
etc..  May  25,  1436. 

Coercion  Policy,  Alleged  Revival  of, 
May  25,  1436. 

Law  and  Justice,  Adminstration  of, 
May  25,  1445-1447. 

Aughrim — Domiciliary  Visits  and  Alleged 
Illegal  Arrests  by  Police,  May  25, 
1437,  1438. 

Constabulary — Case  of  Conetable  Anderson, 
— Responsibility  of  Sir  A.  MacDonnell 
for  Reinstatement,  etc.,  May  25,  1447 
1448,  1487,  1488. 

Dog  Licences,  Regulations  for,  in  Ireland, 
May  22,  961. 

Dnrsey  Island  Evictions — Action  of  Police 
— Use  of  Government  Vessel,  etc.,  May 
25,  1438-1440. 
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Land  Commission  Rules,  Date  of  issuing,. 
May  18,  765. 

Land  Purchase,  Ireland. 

Estate  »Sold  by  Mr.  W.  Moore — ^Ternib 
of  8ale  under  Land  Act,  1903. 
May  25,  1449,  1450. 

Estates  Commissioners,  Action  cf — 
Intimidation  by  the  United  Irish 
League,  etc..  May  25,  1440- 
1442. 

Limerick — Malicious  Destruction  of  Hay,. 
Compensation  Claims  for — Investiga- 
tion of   alleged  Statement    of   Head 
Constable,  May  25,  1445,  1465. 

Westport — Roman  Catholic  Clergyman 
assaulted  by  Bible-reader,  May  25,. 
1446. 


Moore,  Mr.  W.,  Estate  of 

Sale  of,  under  Land  Act,  1903,  Terms  of. 
Os.     Mr.  T.  W.  Russell,  May  25,  1449,. 
1450 ;  Mr.  W.  Moore,  1449,  1460. 

Morgan,  Mr.  D.  J.  [Essex,  WalthamstowJ 

Hammersmith,  City  and  North  East 
London  Railway  BiU  —  Standing 
Orders  not  Complied  with — ^Motion 
to  refer  BiU  back  to  Select  Com- 
mittee, May  11,  135. 

MorgaSi  Mr.  J.  L.  [Carmarthen,  Westl 

Agricultural  Produce,  BaUway  Bates  on 
— Date  of  issuing  Report  of  Depart- 
mental Committee,  etc..  May  18,  737.. 

Morley  Corporation  Bill 

/.  Report  from  Select  Committee,*  May 
18,  726. 
Rep.*  May  25,  \U9. 


Morley  Estate 

Sale  of  Turbary  Rights  of  Tenants,  etc. 
Qa,    Mr.    V.     Kennedy;  As,    Mr.     W.. 
Long,  May  22,  977,  978. 

Morriaon,  Lt  J.  A.  [WUt».,  Wilton] 

Gibraltar  Cold  Meat  Store — AUocation  of 
Cost  between  War  Office  and  Ad- 
miralty, May  18,  829. 

Mortgage  Insnrance  Corporation  Bill 

c  Bep,,  May  11,  31. 
3b.*  May  15,  255, 

M08S>  Mr.  8.  [Denbighsldre,  East] 

Denbighshire  Education  Dispute — Survey 
of  Schools,  etc..  May  25,  1396. 
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Motors 

Accidents  Caused  by. 


Identification  of  Cars  and  Regulaticn 
of  Speed,  proposals  as  tc. 

Qs,  Mr.  Slack,  Mr.  G.  Bowles  ; 
.•1*.  Mr.  G.  Balfour,  May 
11,  50,  51. 

Motion  of  Mr.  Scott-Montagu,  Ques- 
tion of  Withdrawal  of. 

Os,  Mr.  Soares,  Mr.  Scott- 
Montagu,  May  17,  618. 
619. 

Telephone  Communication  of  Police 
in  Country  Districts,  Extension 
of. 

Q.  3Ir.  SUck;  A,  Mr.  A. 
Douglas,  May  11,  46. 

Electric  Broughams,  etc..  Regulations  an 
to  Warning  of  Approach  by. 

Qs.     Sir  H.   Fowler;     As,     Mr.   G. 
Balfour,  May  25,  1395. 

Furious  Driving. 

Fines  for,  Inadequacy  of.  Alleged. 
Q,     Mr.   MacXeill ;  A,     Mr.    A.    J. 
Balfour,  May  15,  262. 

Magistrate  by — Case  of  Captain  J.  R. 
Stanford. 

Q,     Mr.  S,   MacXeiU  ;  A.     Mr. 
A.  Douglas,  May  22,  961,  ' 
962. 

Titbd  Personages  and  Ministers  of  the 
Crown  fined  for. 

Q.     Mr.  MacXeill;  A,     Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour,  May  15,  261. 

Heavy,  Regulations  as  to. 

London,  Speed  Limit  in. 

Q'i,     General   Laurie ;  As,    Mr.    G. 
Balfour,  May  15,  284. 


SESSION  1905.  [Mot-Mus 

J%  U—Maij  26. 

'  Motors — t'ont. 

Speed  Regulations. 

Local  Authorities  Applying  for  Powers 


and    Bodies    Opposing    Applica- 
tions. 

Q.     Mr.    Ciwley;  .4.     Mr.    G. 

Balfour,     May     16,     473. 

474. 
Q,     Mr.  Slack,  Mr.  G.  Bowles, 

Sir    H.    Fowler;  As.     Mr. 

G.    Balfour,    Mr.    Deputy - 

Speaker,    May    25,    1302- 

1394. 

Winchester  Application  for  Power 
to  Limit  Speed,  Opposition  to. 
Q.  Mr.  Cawley ;   A,  Mr.  G. 
Balfour,  May  11,  51. 

Police,  Metropolitan,  Instructions  to, 
and  Powers  of. 
i  C>^.     Sir    H.    Fowler,    Captain 

Donelan,Mr.  Scott-Montagu, 
'  As,    Mr.  A.  Douglas,  May 

I  17,  617,    618» 

'  Moontmellick 

Constabulary — Charges  against  Constable  s 
«Masterson  and  Cryan,  Decision  as  to 
laHt  named,  etc. 

Q.     Mr.  Delany  ;  A.     Mr.  W.  Long, 
May  2S,  1130. 

Reddy,  Charges  against. 

Q.     Mr.    Delany ;      A,     Mr.   Long, 
May  23,  1132. 

Municipal   Corporation  (Merthyr  Tydfil 
Scheme  Confirmation)  Bill 

c.  Rep,*  May  25,  1369. 

Mumaghan,  Mr.  G.  [Tyrone,  Mid] 

Joyce,  Dr.,  Ijarm  of— Refusal  of  Mr. 
Dunlop  to  pay  instalments  on  Fur- 
chase,  May  15,  270. 

Omagh  Telegraph  Office— Hours  of  Duty 
of  Female  Operator,  May  11,  36. 


Withdrawal   of    Order   proposed. 
Os.    >Jr.  Gardner,  May  17,  724.        Murphy,  Mr.  J.  (Kerry,  E.] 


Q.    Mr.     C.     Wason;  A,     Mr.     G. 
Balfour,  May  17,^619,  620. 

Iveagh-Pirrie  Scheme,  see  vnder  Ireland. 

Numbeis,  Prevention  of  Fraudulent  Shift- 
ing  of,  in  Motor  Bicycles,  etc. 

Q,    Mr.   MacNeill;  A,    Mr,   A.    J. 
Balfour,  May  15,  261. 

Petersfield— Investigation  of  Accident  to  '  Muskerry,  Lord 


Colts  mann  Estate,  Sale  of— Case  of— Mr. 
D.  Casey,  May  18,  768. 

Cragg  and  Ardcrone  Farms— Disposal  of 
Lands,  Reinstatement  of  Evicted 
Tenants,  etc..  May  16,  479. 

Killamey  Land  Sub-Commission  Sitting 
Date  of.  May  16^  492. 


Naval  Officer. 
Q,    Mr.  Scott-Montagu  ;  A.     Mr.  A. 
Douglas,  May  16,  472. 

Reckless     Driving,     Prevention     of — Im- 
prisonment for  first  Offence,  proposed. 
Q.     Mr.  Lambert;  A,     Mr.  G.  Bal- 
four, May  24,  1242,  1243. 

Scotland,  Traffic  Regulation  in — Ascertain- 
ing Opinion  of  Local  Authorities,  etc. 
Q.    Mr.     C.     Wason;  A.    Mr.     S. 
Dickson,  May  19,  862., 
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Canary  Islands  Coasting  Irade  closed  to 
British  Ships  by  the  Spanish  Govern- 
ment, May  22,  923. 

China — Hankau,   British  Concession  at 

Steps    taken    to*  Reserve    Sites    to 
British  Shipping,  May  22,  924,  925. 

Merchant  Shipping. 

Coasting  Trade,  Practice  of  other  Mari- 
time Powers  in  Reserving,  to 
Vessels  of  their  own  Nationality— 
Representations  by  His  Majesty's 
Oovomment,  etc..  May  22,  921. 
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Merchant  Shipping — cont. 

Deck  Loads,  Danger  of,  Invc8tigation 
into   Accidents   cauHed    bv,   etc., 
\  May  26,  1517,  1522-1524/ 

Life-Saving  Apparatus  on  Shiiw,  Sur- 
vey ot—LoM  of  the  "  Banlfshire," 
May  18,  729. 

Naval  and  Military  Medak  Bill,  2b.,  May 
16,  245. 

PhilippiDes  Coasting  Trade  closed  to 
British  Ships  1>y  the  United  States 
Government,  JMay  22,  922. 

Sligo  National  School  Teachers,  Alleged 
Refusal  of,  to  honour  Toast  of  King's 
Health,   May  25,   1359. 

United  Irish  League  Meeting  at  Scotshouse, 
Inflammatory  Language  used  at.  May 
26,  1366. 

ffannctti,  Mr.  J.  P.  [Dublin,  College  Green] 

Agriculture  and  Teehntcal  Instruction  De- 
partment — Veterinary  Branch  Clerks, 
Salaries,  etc.,  of.  May  11,  33,  34,  54, 
55 ;  May  16,  477  :  May  ii2,  96S 

\rmy  Manoeuvres — Claim  for  Damage  done 
to  Demesne  of  Drimnagh  Castle,  May 
11,  43. 

Civil  Service  Abstractor  Clerks. 
Memorial  from.  May  11,  52. 

Position  of,  under  New  Scheme,  May 
19,  865. 

Promoion  of.  May  26,  1531. 

Constabulary,  R.I 

Accounts,  System  of  Auditing,  etc., 
May  11,  56. 

Misappropriation  of  Funds  by  Dublin 
Castle  late  Staff  Officer— De- 
cision as  to  Refunding  by  widow, 
etc.,  May  25,  1374. 

Dublin. 

Bricklayers,  Lock-out  of — Application 
of  Conciliation  Act,  proposed. 
May  16,  493,  494. 

Post  Office. 

Counter  Clerks,  Duties  of.   May 
19,  861. 

Superior     Appointments,     Addi- 
tional, May  15,  267. 

Dundrum  Lunatic  Asylum — Precautions 
against.  Escape  of  Convicts,  etc.. 
May  26,  1533. 

Po«t  Office. 

Atlantic    Liners,    Marine    Post   Office 
;  Arrangement8>  on.  May  15,  266. 

Dublin,  see  that  subheading. 

Great  Southern  and  Western  line 
Travelling  Office  Arrangements, 
May  15,  267. 

Vatal 

Briteh  Indians,  Trading  Rights  of,  Legis- 
lation  of  1897,  etc. 

Q,  Mr.  Runciman;  A.  Mr.  Brodrick, 
May  2^,  1234. 
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ITational  Debt 

I  Borrowing  Powers  of  the  Treasury' 


09.     Mr.  A.  Chamberlain,  May  24,  1*200. 

Refereices  to,  in  Debate  on  tk- 
Fi lance BiU,  May  16,b\\, 512, 547. 

Capital  Liabilities  incurred  for  Worb. 
Borrowing  Powers  of  the  Govern- 
ment, etc. 

References  to,  in  Debate  on  thr 
Finance  Bill,  May  16,  511,  .'>1'2. 
516,  546,  547. 

Fixed  Debt  Charge,  Amount  of.  Method 
of  making  Provision  for.  Pro- 
posals as  to  Inoreasing,  etc. 
References  to,  in  Debate  on  thf 
Finance  Bill.  May  16,  544-546; 
May  24,  1273,  1278,  1281. 

Gro>8  Liabilities  of  the  State  in  1104  and 
1905,     Omission    of,     from     Budget 
Speech. 
0.     Mr    McCrae,  May  16,  506. 

(jiuaranteed    Loans    and    Contingent  Lia- 
biliti.-s,  Amount  of. 
p.     Mr.  G.  Bowles,  May  16,  oil 

Increase    and    Reduction    estimated    for 
Current   Financial   Year. 

Qs,  Mr.  E.  Robertson,  Mr.  McCrae, 
Sir  G.  Bartley;  As.  Mr.  A. 
Chamberlain,  ^ir.  Deputj- 
Speaker,  May  22,  957,  958. 

Position  of. 

References  to,  in  Debate  on  the 
Finance  Bill,  May  16,  509,  o'2ii, 
529,  544,  545,  558  ;  May  24, 1*253. 
1276,  1286,  1287. 

Reduction  of,  JE^oposals  as  to. 

References  to,  in  Debate  on  the 
Finance  Bill,  May  16,  505,  509. 
515,  517,  529,  531,  547,  548,  551. 
598 ;  May  24,  1251,  1259,  1*26^ 
1270,  1274,  1276,  1279,  1285. 

Chinese  War  Indemnity',  Application  cf 
Os.  Mr.  McCrae,  May  24, 1252 ;  Mr.  A- 
Chamberlain,  1*257,  1258. 

Sinking  Fund. 

Budget  Surplus,  Application  of,  t<> 
make  good  Deficit  of  Previous 
Year. 

References  to,  in  Debate  on  th^* 
Budget,  May  16,  508,  509. 
517,   544,   550. 

Inadequacy  of,  alleged. 

0«.     Mr.  McKenna,  May  24,  1277 . 
Mr.  G.  Bowles,  1281. 

Unfunded  Debt,  Position  of. 
0.     Mr.  McCYae,  May  24,  1250. 

References  to,  in  Debate  on  the  Finai  cr 
Bill,  May  16,  508,  510,  516,  528 

Naval  and  Military  Medali  Bill 

/.  2r.,  May  16,  245. 

Com.,  May  26,  1352-1353. 
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Haval  Tolimteers  (Land)  Bill 

Date  of  taking. 
O,    Sir  A.  Acland-Hood,  May  18,  852. 

Ifavy 

First  Lord — Earl  Cawdor. 

Financial  Seereiary — Mr.  Pretyman. 

Banes    (v^ee    also    suoheadinas   Names   of 
Bases) 

Abandonment  of,  Polloy  of — ^Wasted 
Expenditure. 
Os.  Sir  C.  Dilke,  May  11, 
102,  103,  1 50 ;  Mr.  Bowles, 
112;  3ir.  C.  Hobhouse, 
145;  >Ir.  A.  J.  Balfour, 
150-153 ;  Mr.  Buchanan, 
May  18,  795,  706 ;  Mr.  A. 
Lee,  797 ;  Sir  C  Dilke,  803  ; 
Sir  J.   Colomb,  809. 

CadetHy  Nomination  of. 

Examination    v.  Nomination  System. 
Os.     Bir.  Pretyman,  May  18,  850, 
851. 

Regulations  as  to. 

Q,     Mr.S.MacNeill;^.    Mr.  Prety. 
man,  May  18,  750. 

Chatham,  see  that  tiUe. 

Clyde,  Vessels  anchored  in.  Inconvenience 
arising  from,  etc. 

Os.     Mr.  Ainsworth,  May  18,  849, 
851 ;  Mr.  J.  Wilson,  85I. 

Coaling  Stations,  Expenditure  on.  Reasons 
for  Removal  of,  from  the  Estimates. 
Os.     Mr.  Buchanan,  May  18,  793; 
Mr.  A.  Lee,  801. 

Cordite,    Experiments   made   with  regard 
to  Improvement  of. 

O.     Sir  C.  Dilke,  May  18^  801. 

.Dockyards. 

Chatham  Extension  Works,  Expendi- 
ture on. 
0.     Mr.    Buchanan,    May   18, 
%  792. 

Discharges  since  June  1903. 

Q.     Mr.  J.  Bums ;  A.    Mr.  Pretj- 
man.  May  16,  464. 

Halifax,  at.  Expenditure  on.  Informa- 
tion as  to  . 
Oa.     Sir  J.   Colomb,   May    18, 
786,    787,    799,   800;    Mr. 
Pretyman,    787;    Mr.    A. 
Lee,  799,  800. 

Sheerness — Proposals  as  to  Discharges, 

Stopping   Overtime  to   damiaish 

Number  discharged,  etc. 

Qs.     Mr.  J.  Howard ;  A.    Mr. 

Pretyman,    May   2Z,    941, 

942. 

Writing  Staff,  Revision  of  Pay  of. 
Q.     Sir.    Kearley ;    A,     Mr,    Prety- 
man, May  2,5^  1381. 
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Expenditure,  Reduction  in^  Due  to  New 
Policy,  Information  as  to. 
O.    Sir  J.  Colomb,  May  IS,  809. 

Flogging   in.    Commission   to   investigate 
Charges,  proposed. 
Os,     Mr.   MaoNeill,   May  18,  846-^ 
849  ;  Mr.  Pretyman,  849-851. 

Gibraltar,  see  thai  title. 

Gunnery. 

Practice  of  12. inch  Guns,  Information 
as  to. 
Q.     Sir    G.    Parker;    A.     Mr. 
Pretyman,  May  2 J,  1391. 

School  of.  Removal  of,  from  Sheemess 
to  Chatham,  Decision  as  to. 
Os,     Mr.  J.  Howard,  May  18, 

807. 
Q,    Mr.  J.   Howard;  A.    Mr. 
Pretyman,  May  23,  1118. 
Guns. 

Mark  IX.,  12-inch,Oost  of,  at  Ordnance 
Factory. 

Q,     Mr.     Emmott;    'i4.     Mr. 
Pretyman,  May  15,  258. 
Mark    VIIL  and   Mark   IX.    12.inch 
Guns,  Number  of,  completed,  and 
Number  of  Ships  carrying. 
Qs,     Sir    Gilbert    Parker;    Sir 
J.  Colomb ;  Sir  C.  Dilke  ; 
As.     Mr.    Pretyman,   May 
11,  41-43. 
Reserve,  Proportion  of.  Re-adjustment 
in. 

Qs,  Sir  John  Colomb;  Sir  C. 
Dilke;  A,  Mr.  Pretyman, 
May  11,  42-43. 

Hong    Kong   and   Wei-hai-wei,    see   those 

titles, 
Jamaica,  see  that  title. 

'*Kent"   Mock  Court-Martial|-Aotion  ct 
Admiralty  as  to  Practice  of  Private 
Punishment  in  the  Gun  Room,  etc. 
Os.    Mr.    S.    MacNeiU,    May    IS, 

848,  849  ;  >Ir.  Pretyman,  850. 
Qs.     Mr.     S.    MacNeiU;    As.     Mr. 
Pretyman,  May  18,  748,  749. 

"  King  Edward  VII."  Battleship,  Cost  of. 
Q.  Mr.    Emmott;    A*    Mr.    Pretyman, 
May  15,  258. 

Manoeuvres,     Cancellation     of. 

Os,  Sir  J.  Colomb,  May  IS,  852;  Mr. 
Pretyman,    852. 

Obsolete  Ships,  Elimination  of. 
Os.  Mr.  Bowles,  May  11,  113. 

Be^distribution  of   the   Fleet,    Proposals 
as  to. 
O.  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  May  11,  77. 

Reserve. 

Volunteer — Batteries  in  the  Western 
Highlands,  Erection  of — Progress 
of  Scheme. 

Os.  Mr.  J.  Dewar,  May  18,  796  ; 
Mr.  A.  lioe,  796;  Mr.  Black, 
808. 
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Navy— conf. 

Reserve — cont. 

Warrant  Engineers  and  Engine- 
room  Artificers— Number  of  En- 
rolments in  Ports  up  to  December 
Slst,    1904. 

Qg,  Mr.  Harris  ;  As.  Mr.  Prety- 
man,  May  11,  34-35. 

Rosyth    Base. 

Abandonment  of.  Proposals  as  to. 
Os.  Mr.  G.  Bowles,  May  11, 113-115; 
Mr.  Pretvman,  114;  Mr.  G. 
Bowles,  May  18,  781;  Mr.  T. 
Shaw,  783,  784 ;  Mr.  A.  Lee, 
798. 

Exi^enditure   on,   Information  as   to, 

Limiting  Expenditure  to  £200,000, 

etc. 

Os,  Mr.  E.  Robertson,  May  18, 

780,     790,     791 ;  Mr.     G. 

Bowles,  780-782,  789,  790 ; 

Sir  J.  Colomb,  785  ;  Mr.  A. 

Lee,  780.  783 ;  Mr.  Prety- 

man,    791,   803,   804;  Nlr. 

•  Buchanan,    791  ;      Sir    C. 

Dilke,  802,  804. 

Site,  Cost  of.  Excessive  Price  paid, 
etc. 
Os.  Mr.  A.  Lee,  May  18,  780, 
798,  799;  Mr.  T.  Shaw, 
783,  784;  Sir  C.  Dilke, 
802,  805;  Mr.  Pretyman, 
805;  Mr.  Blaok.   808. 

St.  Lucia,  Reasons  for  Abandonment  of 
Naval  Base  at. 

Os.  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  May  11,  77, 
78,  151  ;  Sir  J.  Colomb,  91  ; 
Mr.  0.  Hobhouse,  145. 

Shipbuilding,  Policy  as  to.  ; 

Os.  Mr.  Benn,  May  IS,  809,  810,  861. 

Submarine  and  Blockade  Mines,  Defence  of 
Ports  by  Means  of — Decision  of  Com- 
mittee of  Defence. 

Os,  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  May  11,  64, 
65. 

Submarines,  Expenditure  on  Depots  for. 
Os,  Mr.  A.  Lee,  May  IS,  778. 

Surgeons,  Conditions  of  Service  for. 
Q,  Mr.    R.    Lucas;  A.  Mr.    Pretyman, 
May  17,  609. 

Torpedo  School  at  Sheerness,  Decision  as 
to  Establishment  of. 

Os,  Mr.  J.  Howard,  May  18,  901. 
Q.  Mr.  J.   Howard;  A.  Mr.  Prety- 
man.    May   27,    1117. 

Victualling — Australian  Station, Accommo • 
dation  on — Arrangements    with   New 
South  Wales  Government. 
0.  Mr.  A.  Lee,  May  IS,  778. 

Whale    Island,      Expenditure     on  J,  New 
Barracks  at. 

Os,  Mr.  A.  Lee,  May  18,  778,  787, 
800  ;  Sir  J.  Colomb,  787,  788  ; 
Mr.  Whitley,  800. 
Qs.  Mr.  E.  Robertson ;  As,  Mr. 
A.  Cliamberlain,  May  22,  958, 
959, 
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Acts,  £xi)enditure  under. 

Estimated  Expenditiure  for  1905- 
1906. 
Os,  Mr.  McCrae,  M(iy  16, 
509 ;  Mr.  Bachanan, 
598-600 ;  Mr.  A. 
Chamberlain,  599 ;  Mr. 
£.  Robertson,  May  IS, 
779  ;  Mr.  McCrae,  788, 
789  ;  Mr.  Buchanan, 
792,  793, 

Objections  to  system  of. 

O.    >Ir.  McCrae,  May  16,  607. 

Bill,  Date  of  Introduction  of.  Reasons 
for  Delay,  etc. 
Os.  Mr.  E.  Robertson,  May 
18,  780 ;  Mr.  McCrae,  788 ; 
Mr.  Buchanan,  795 ;  Mr. 
A.  Lee,  797;  Mr.  Blaok, 
807.. 

Expenditure  on.  Increase  in. 

0,     Sir  C.  Dilke,  May  11,  102,  103. 

Loans  for.  Objections  to  System  of. 
Os,  Mr.  T.  Shaw,  May  18,  784; 
Sir  J.  Colomb,  785  ;  Mr.McCrae, 
788  ;  Mr.  Buchanan,  793,  794  ; 
Mr.  A.  Lee,  797,  799 ;  Sir  C 
Dilke,  802. 

Works  Department,  and  Works  Loans 
Department,  Proposals  as  to  Amalga- 
mation of. 

Os.  Mr.  A.  Lee  ;  May  18,  778,  796, 
797  ;  Mr.  E.  Robertson,  779 ; 
Mr.  G.  Bowles,  782. 

Navy  Estimates 

Admiralty  Office— £336,400,  Com.,  May 
18,  845. 

Items  placed  sometimes  on  the  Votes  and 

sometimes    on    Works    Loans    Acts, 

Confusion  arising  from.  Loss  of  House 

of  Commons  Control,  etc., 

Os,     Mr.  Buchanan,  May  18,  792- 

795;     Mr.  A.  Lee,  800,  801; 

Mr.  M.  Ferguson,  806,  807. 

Reduction  in,  proposed. 

Qs.    Mr.  Lough;    As,    Mr.  A.  J.  Bal- 
four, May  22,  984,  985. 

'"    Works,  Buildings  and  Repairs— 1,905,20(V. 
Com,,  May  18,  111, 

Neagh,  Lough 

Drainage  Question. 

Administration  of  Trustees,  eto. 
Qs.    Mr.  MacVeagh;    As.     Mr.  V. 
Cavendish,  May  75,  298,  299. 

Binnie,   Sir  W.»  Tabling  Report  of, 
proposed. 
Qs.    Mr.  MacVeagh ;   As.    Mr. 
W.  Long,  May  17,  626, 627. 

New  South  Wales 

Naval    Victualling    Accommodation,    Ar- 
rangements as  to  Payment  for. 
0,     Mr.  A.  Lee,  May, 18, 118. 
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Merchant  Shipping,  Legislation  as  to — 
Correspondence  Presented,  May  23 f 
1088,1110. 

Paper,  Rates  of  Freight  on,  from  London 
and  Rotterdam. 

Q.  Mr.  Whitley;  A.  Mr.  B.  Law 
May23,U2\. 

Hewman  Estate 

Sale  of — Exclusion  of  Holding  of  Mrs  T. 
O'Callaghan. 
Q.     Mr.    Flynn ;       .4.     Mr.    Long, 
May  23,  1136. 

Ifewport  (Mayo) 

Distress  in,  alleged.  Necessity  for  Relief 
Works,  etc., 

Q.  Dr.  Ambrose ;  A,  Mr.  W. 
Long,  May  11,  39. 

Land,  Delay  in  Disposal  of,  in  Congested 
Districts,  alleged. 

Q,  Dr.  Ambrose ;  A.  Mr.  W. 
Long,  May  11,  39. 

Hewton,  Lord 

Defence  of  the  Empire — Letter  from  Duke 
of  Wellington  to  Sir  J.  Burgoyne, 
Printing  and  Circulating  of,  proposed 
May  15,  253. 

Public  Meetings  (Facilities)  Bill,  2b. ,  May 
23,  1104. 

Jfioholson,  J.,  Case  of 

Theft  through  Destitution,  Remission  of 
Sentence  for,  proposed. 

Qb.  Mr.  J.  O'Connor ;  As,  Mr.  A. 
Douglas,  May  11,  49  ;  May  16, 
487. 

Jfitrogen- producing  Bacteria,    Experi- 
ments with 

See  under  Agriculture. 

Solan,  CoL  J.  P.  [Galway,  North] 

Allotments  for  Irish  Herds — Number  Pro- 
Tided,  etc..  May  22,  972. 

Cotton  as  Contraband  of  War — ^Protest 
against  Decision  in  "Calohas"  oase, 
etc.  May  24,  1238. 

G«lway  Harbour  Works,  Decision  as  to. 
May  22, 980. 

ITolan,  Mr.  J.  [Louth,  South] 

Education  Reports  made  by  Mr.  K  Down- 
ing, May  16,  478. 

ITorth  Eastern  Bailway  Bill 

6.  Be  p.*  May  22,  939. 

Sorih  Eastern  Bailway  (Steam  Vessels) 
Bill 

c  Bep.*  May  22,  939. 

Sorth     Metropolitan     Electric    Power 
Suppy  Bill 

I  Bcp*  May  25, 1350. 
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North  Sussex  Gas  Bill 

/.  2b.*  May  12,  165. 
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E^,*  May  25,  1349. 

Northamptonshire 

Spotted  Fever  Outbreak,  Measures  taken 
to  Prevent  Spread  of. 

Qs.  Mr.  T.  Taylor ;  As.  Mr.  (i.  Balfour, 
May  25,  1394^1396. 

Northumberland 

Polling  Districts  in  Wansbeck  Division, 
County  Ck)uncil  Order  Altering,  Pre- 
sented, May  18,  728,  734. 

Norton,  Capt.  C.  W.,  [Newlngton,  West] 
Army  Prisons,  Total  Cost  of,  May  23, 1118. 

Hackney  and  Stage  Carriages,  Number  of 
licences  for — Number  of  Mechanical 
Licences,  etc..  May  25,  1385. 

India — Earthquake  Fatality — Granting 
Compensation  to  Goorkas,  May  23, 
1119. 

Pilotage  Certificates,  Objections  to  Grant- 
ing, to  Foreigners,  May  23,  1136. 

Police  Pensions — Attesting  Authorities  for 
Life  Certificates,  May  17,  619. 

Norton.  Isle  of  Wight 

OutfaU  Sewer  at,  Alleged  Breach  of  Con- 
tract in  Construction  of. 

Q.  Mr.  Martin ;  A,  Mr.  B.  Law,  May 
23,  1113,  1114. 

Norwich  Union  Life  Insurance  Society 
-     Bill 

I.  Hep.*  May  16,  405. 

3r.*  May  22,  918. 
e.  Lords*  Aniendts.  Con.*    May  26,  1525. 

Nottingham  and  Betford  Bailway  Bill 

L  2r*  May  11,  3. 
Rep*  May  18,  725. 
3r.*  May  23, 1074. 

Nottingham  Corporation  Bill 

I,       p.*  May  19,  853. 

3b.*  May  25,  1349. 

c.  iR.*  May  26,  1528. 

Nussey,  Mr.  T.  W.  [Pontefract] 

Vehicles  Lights  Bill,  2r.,  May  12,  195^ 
196. 


« 


Nutfield/*  ss. 

Loss  of.  Inquiry  into  Cause  of,  etc. 
0$,    Lonl    Muskerry,    May   26,    1519 ; 
Duke  of  Marlborough,  1524. 


O'Brien,  Mr.  K.  [Tipperary,  Mid.] 

Poor   Law   Elections,   Regulations   as   to 
Open  Voting  at.  May  11,  38. 

Thurles    Lock-up,    Alleged    Ill-Treatment 
of  W.  Fryday  in,  May  25,  1373,  1399. 


O'Br— Ora  INDEX. 

'  i/ay  11- Jfay  26. 

O'Brien,  Mr.  P.  [Kilkenny}- 

Garrowkeel  Proclaimed  Meeting,  Infor- 
mation as  to.  May  22,  971. 

House  of  Ck>mmons — I11ii8H8  of  Members, 
Provision  made  for — Telephonic  Com- 
munication with  Westminster  Hospital, 
May  22,  1M>5. 
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O'Brien  Estate 

Sale  of — Progress  of  Negotiations. 

Q.     Mr.    Farrell;      A.     Mr.    W.    Long. 
May  16,  480. 

Ocean  Aecident  and  Gnarantee  Corporar 
tion  Bill  ^ 

I.  2b.*  May  18,  726. 

O'ConneU  Estate 

Evictions — Re-instatement        Application 
from     Patrick     O'Neill     and     Denis 
O'Connell. 
Q.     Mr.     Boland;         A.     Mr.     W. 
Long,  May  19,  862,  863. 

O'Connor,  Kr.  J.  [Wicklow,  West] 

Burial  Grounds,  Private,  Monastic  and 
Conventual — Official  List,  Informa- 
tion as  to,  Maj  11,  47. 

Coleraine  Post  Offi  e.  Revision  of  Work 
in.  May  25,  1378. 

Drainage,  Arterial,  Necessity  for  Govern- 
ment Undertaking  in  Ireland,  May  24, 
1316. 

Faversham  Postman,  Decision  as  to 
Petition  forwarded  by.  May  24,  1231. 

Nichobon,  J.,  Case  of— Remission  of 
Sentence,  proposed.  May  11,  49 ; 
May  16,  467. 

Postmen,  Classification  of.  May  24,  1232. 

O'Connor,  Kr.  Jo]m  [Kildare] 

Drainage,  Arterial,  Necessity  for  Govern- 
ment Undertaking  in  Ireland,  etc.. 
May  24,  1321,  1342. 

Dublin— Trinity  College  Estates,  Date  of 
Pt«senting  Report  on,  etc..  May  15, 
292. 

Finance  Bill,  2b.,  May  15,  319. 

O'DonnelL  Kr.  J.  [Mayo,  South] 

Claremorris   Estate   Lands,   Disposal  of 

Application    of    Messrs.     Good    and 
Black,  if  ay  75,.  745. 

O'Dowd,  Mr.  J.  [Sligo,  South] 

Collooney  District  Educational  Wants, 
Proposals  as  to.  May  18,  760. 

^Drainage,  Arterial  in  Ireland,  Necessity 
for  Government  Undertaking,  May  24, 
1336. 

Gore  Booth  Estate,  Sale  of-— Decision  as  to 
Reinstatement  of  J.  Quinn,  May  19, 
863.  ^ 

Gurteen  Electoral  Divisions,  Expenditure 
in,  by  Congested  Districts  Board, 
May  18,  743,  744. 
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O'Kelly,  Mr.  C.  [Mayo,  North] 

Agriculture     and     Technical     IzustractioB 
Department  —  Veterinary  Brancb 

Clerks,  Salaries  of.  May  16,  477  ;   Mof 
17,  626. 

Bingham  Estate — Eviction  of  Antony 
Loftus,  Information  as  to.  May  15, 
293. 

Blake,  Late  Mrs.  Helen — Inquiries  as  to 
Nezt-of-Kin  of — Cost,  Sum  allowed 
out  of  Estate  for,  etc..  May  17,  611 ; 
May  22,  983. 

Constabulary,  Complaints  made  against* 
by  P.  Murphy,  May  15,271, 

Education — Rural  District  Councillors  as 
National  School  Teachers,  3fatf  22, 
974. 

Land  Purchase  by  Congested  Districts 
Board  in  Unscheduled  Districts,  Jfoy 
16,  464. 

O'KeUy*  Mr.  J.  [Roscommon,  North] 

Pakenham,  Mrs.  Grace,  Estate  of — PftH 
posals  as  to  Sale,  May  25,  1387. 

Uganda  Poll-Tax  Ordinance — ^ProTiaion 
as  to  Forced  Labour,  May  23,  1110. 

Qmagh 

Telegraph     Office — Hours     of     Dutj     of 
Female  Telegraphist. 
Q.     Mr.    Mumaghan ;        A,     Lord 
SUnley,  May  11,  36. 

O'Kalley,  Kr.  W.  [Galway,  Connemara] 

Ednoation — Proposals   as   to   Manual    In- 
struction, May  19,  863. 

O'Marat  Xr.  J.  [Kilkenny,  South] 

Finance  Bill,  2b.,  May  15,  322-323  ;  Com., 
May  23,  1170-1172,  U90-1192*  1196i 

Income  Tax. 

Comparison     between    Great    Britain 
and  Ireland,  May  15,  297* 

Exemption  of  Ireland  from,  proposed. 
May  23,  1190-1192. 

Poor  Law  Institutions,  Persons  maintained 
ii,  and  Statistic^  as  to  Birtns,  Deatba 
and  Marriages  in  Ireland,  ifoy  IS, 
259. 

Tobacco  Duty — ^Additional  4d. — Szemp- 
tion  of  Irish  Tobacco  from  Tax 
proposed.  May  23,  1170-1172. 

Trade-— Comparison  between  England  and 
Ireland,  May  15,  298. 

OTeiU,  Mr.  E.  T.   [Antrim.  Mid.] 

CushendaU  Sanitary  Arrangements,  I^- 
provement  of,  May  18,  769. 

Onslow,  Earl  of 

Woolwich  Borough  Council  Bill.  2R,  May 
23,  1079-1080. 

Oranmore  and  Brownoi  Lord 

Sligo    National   School   Teachers, 
Refusal  of,  to  honour  Toast  of 
Health,  May  25,  1354-1358,  136L 
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Ormsby-Oore*  Mr.  S.  P.      [Lincoln,  Gains- 
borough] 

Siadhurst  Royal  Military  College,  Leaving 
and  Qualifying  Certificates,  Decision  as 
to.  May  18,  751. 


SESSION  1905.  [Onn— Par 

Parliament 

House  of  Commons. 

Accommodation,    Matters    concerning , 
Tin^d  spent  in  Discussing. 


Vehicles^   Lights  BiU,  2b.   May  12,    199- 

201. 

Orphan  Working:  Sehool  and  Alexandra 
OrphanagejBill 

c.  Rep,  May  li,  31. 

Con.*  May  16,  459. 

3R.*  May  19,  857. 
/.  Commons^    Amendts.     Con.*    May    23, 
1074. 

O'Shanirhnessyi  Mr.  P.  J.   [Limerick,  Woat] 

C*i'oom,  Inclusion  of,  in  Sale  of  Estate  of 
Lord  Dunraven,  May  18,  767 ;  May 
19,  864. 

Otley  Improvement  Bill 

/.  2b.*  May  11,  3. 
Bep*  May  23,  1073. 

Owenmore  Eiver 

Drainage   Schemes,   Expenditure  on,   and 
Failure   of,  alleged. 
Os,  Mr.  O.  Dowd,  May  24,  1337. 

Oxford 

St.  John's  College — Statute  amending 
Statute  Presented,  May  11,  6. 

Oyster  Island 

Light,  Sectoring  of. 
Q.  Mr.   C.   McArthur ;     .4.  Mr.  B.  Law 
May  22,  943. 

Pakenham,  Jbs.  Oraoe,  Estate  of 

Sale,  Proposals  as  to. 
Q.    Mr.  Jas.O' Kelly;     A,     Mr.   Long. 
May  25,  1387,  1388. 

Paper 

Kates  of  Freight   charged    on  Paper  from 
London     and     Rotterdam     to     New 
Zealand. 
Q,     Mr.  Whitley ,   A.    Mr.  R  Law. 
May23,\\2\. 

Parker,  Sir  Q.    [Graveaend] 

Navy. 

Gunnery — Practice  of  12-inch  Guns, 
Information  as  to.  May  25,  1391. 

Guns— MarkYin  and  Mark  IX.  12-inch 
Guns,  Number  of,  completed,  and 
Number  of  Ships  carrying.  May 
Ih  41. 

Parks 

Keepers,  Number  of  Ex-soldiers-^j*  Sailors 
employed  as — Return  ordered.  May 
22,  941. 
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O,     Mr.  V.  Cavendish,  May  16, 
519. 

Divisions,  Proposals  for  signifying, 
to  Members  approachmg  the 
House. 

Q.     CoL    Welby;        A.     Lord 
Balcarres,  May  24,  1244. 

lUness  of  Members,   Provision  made 
for — ^Telephonic     Communication 
with  Westminster  HospitaL 
Q.     Mr.  P.  O'Brien ;    A.     Lord 
Balcarres,  May  22,  965. 

Ventilation — Opening      of      Windows 
during    Divisions,    proposed. 
Q.     Mr.  Moon ;    A.     Lord  Bal- 
carres, May  18,  740,  741. 

House     of     Lords. 

Fee  Fund — Annual  Account  Pre- 
sented, M€ty  19,  855. 

Journal    Committee — Report    Pre- 
sented, May  16,  406. 

Houses  of — Rating,  Basis  of  Valuation  for. 
Qs.     Mr.    Benn,   Sir   A.    RoUit,   Sir  G. 
Bartley ;     As,     Mr.   V.  Cavendish. 
May  15,  289-291. 

Parliament  Street 

Government  Buildings  in.  Progress  made 
with. 
Q,    Mr.  Cohen ;  A,     Lord  Balcarres, 
May  23,  1122. 

Parliamentary  Agents 

Maurice,  Mr.  &,  Emoluments  and  Nature 
of  Appointment  of. 

Q,    Mr.  Benn;    A.    Mr.  V.  Caven- 
dish, May  18,  756. 

Secret  Commissions,  alleged  Payment  of — 
Case  of  Messrs.  Bircham  ft  Co. 

Qs.    Mr.  Benn,  Sir  R.  Reid,  Mr.  G. 

Bowles  ;  As.    Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour, 

Mr.  Deputy-Speaker,  Ifoy  11, 

57-69. 
Qs,     Mr.    Benn,    Mr.    G.    Bowles ; 

As.     Mr.  G.  Balfour,  May  15, 

286,287. 
Qs.    Mr.  Benn ;  As.    Sir  R.  ^lay. 

May  16,  287,  288. 
Q.    Mr.  Benn  ;  A.    Mr.  G.  Balfour» 

May  22,  962. 

Parliamentary  Eleetions 

New  Writ — County  of  Sussex  (South 
Western  or  Chichester  Division),  Alny 
24, 1225. 

Parliamentary  Proeednre 

Point  of  Order,  Member  rising  to. 

Oa.  Mr.  T.  L.  Corbett,  Mr.  Deputy- 
Speaker,  Sir  G.  Bartley,  May  1^. 
488. 


Par-Poi] 


**  Parthania,"  8.8. 

Crew,    Reason    for   Imprisonment   of,    at 
Singapore. 

Q.     Mr.  Robson ;    A,     Mr.  Lyttel- 
ton,  May  25,  1388. 

Patents,  Designs  and  Trade  Marks 

Report  Presented,  May  26,  1516,  1631. 

Pease,  Mr.  J.  A.  [Essex.  Saffron  Walden] 
Finance  Bill,  Com.,  May  23,  1160. 

Taxation,  Incidence  of,  Appointment  of 
Committee  to  consider,  proposed.  Mau 
23,  1160.  ^ 

Peel,  Mr.  W.  E,  W.  [Manchester,  S.] 

Defence  of  the  Empire,  Possibility  of  In- 
vasion, etc.,  May  11,  105-108. 

India,  Defence  of.  Possibility  of  Invasion  • 
etc..  May  11,  105.  '  ' 

Pemba 

Trade  Report  Presented,  May  18,  727. 

Percy,      "Esal-Under-Secretary    of  State  for 
Forei-n  Affairs  [Kensington,  S.] 

China. 

British  Trade  with— Mackay  Treaty 
ignored  by  Chinese,  alleged.  May 
12,  176. 

Piracy  on  Coast  and  in  Canton  Delta 
— Government  Proposals  for  Pro- 
tection of  British  Vessels  etc., 
May  18,  738. 

Congo  Free  State— Belgian  Administration 
—Commission  of  Inquiry,  Date  of 
Pu  blication  of  Report  of,  May  23, 1 1 20 

Contraband  of  War,  Cotton  as— Protest 
against  Decision  in  "  Calchas "  Case 
May  24,  1238. 

Macedonia— Kuklish  Massacre,  Report  of 
Committee  of  Inquiry  into.  May  11, 
45. 


INDEX. 
May  11 — May  26. 
Peterhead 
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Samoa,  War  of  1899  in— Settlement  of 
British  Claims  for  Damages,  May  11, 
46. 

Somaliland  Peace  Negotiations,  Progress  of 
Terms  of  Agreement  between  Mullah 
and  Italian  Government,  etc..  May 
15,216,217.  '         ^ 

Perks,  Mr.  E.  W.  [Lincolnshire,  Lonth] 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  (Sunday)  Bill 
2r.,  May  26,  1637-1540,  1660. 

Persia 

Russian  Expansion  in,  Dangers  of. 

Os.  Mr.  C.  Hobhouse,  May  11,  146, 
147;  Colonel  Sandys,  149 ;  Mr.  a! 
J.  Balfour,  155 ;  Mr.  Walton,  Mav 
16,  589.  '       ^ 

Trade  Reports  Presented,  May  15.  239- 
May  18,  721.  ^       '  ' 
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Harbour,  Expenditure  on. 
Q,     Sir  T.  Esmonde ;    A.     Mr.  S.  Dick 
son.  May  15,  264. 

Petersfleld 

Accident  to  Naval  Officer  on  Motor  Cycle. 
Investigation  of, 

Q.  Mr.  Scott-Montagn ;  .4.  Mr. 
Akers-Douglas,  May  26^  472. 

Philippines 

Coasting  Trade  closed  to  British  Ships  by 
the  United  States  Government. 

Os.  Lord  Muskerry,  Jf ay  22,  922 : 
Marquess  of  Lansdowne,  928, 
929. 

Pier  and   Harbour   Provisional    Orders 
(No.  1)  Bill 

/.  2r.*  May  16,  405. 
ComMday26,  1515. 

Pier   and   Harbour   Provisional    Orders 
(No.  2)  BiU 

/.  2r.'»  May  16,  406. 
Com.^  M9iy26,  1515. 

Piers  and  Harbours 

Ireland. 

Balbriggan  Harbour— Decision  as  tt» 
Dredging. 

Qs.     Mr.  Clancy :   Ab.     Mr.  W. 
Long,  May  22,  976. 

Galway  Harbour  Works,  Decision  85 
^  to. 

Q.     Colonel  Nolan  ;  A.    Mr.  V. 

Cavendish.  May  22,  980. 
Qs.     Mr.  C.  Devlin;    A€.    Mr. 

V.  Cavendish,  May  22, 982, 

983. 

Scotland— Wick,  Fraserburgh,  and  Peter- 
head Harbours,  Expenditure  on. 
Q'     Sir  T.  Esmonde;     A.     Mr.  S. 
Dickson,  May  15,  264. 


Pilgrim  Hill  Estate 

Grazing  Lands,  Disposal  of. 
Qe.     Mr.  Flavin,  Mr.  Kilbride ;  A9.    Mr. 
Long,  May  25,  1408,  1409. 

Pilots 

Foreign,  Objections  to  granting  Certificate 
to. 

Qs.  Captain  Xorton,  Mr.  Lou^h : 
Ah.  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour.  Mav 
23,  1136,  1137. 

PirsBus 

Trade  Report  Presented,  May  11,  5. 

Platt-Higffins,  Mr.  F.  [Salford,  North] 
Sugar,  Price  of  May  2i,  1243. 

Poisons 

Accidents   J«ith— Precautions  as  to  C<n - 
pulsory  Use  of  Standard  Bottle,  etc. 
Q'    Sir    T.     Dewar;    A.    Mr.    A. 
Douglas,  May  16,  466,  467. 
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May  l\--^May  26. 

Poor  Law— «on<. 
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Irebnd— ^cc  Constabulary,  Royal  Irish 
and  Dublin— Police. 

Metropolitan. 

Motor  Speed  Regulation. 

Qs,     Sir     H.    Fowler,    Captain 
Donelan,   Mr.    Scott  Mop- 
.   tagu  ;  As.     Mr.  A.  Douglas, 
May  17,  617,  618. 
Pensions — Attesting    Authorities    for 
Life     Cenificates. 
0.     Capt.    Norton,    A.     Mr, 
A.  Douglas,  May  17,  619. 
Telephone     Communication    in    Country 
Districts,    Extension    of,    proposed. 
Q.     Mr.  Slack ;  A,     Mr.  A.  Douglas, 
May  11  46. 

Polling    Arrangements    (Parliamentary 
Boroughs)  Bill 

/.  2r.   May  11,  7. 
R'.p.*  May  16,  406, 
3r.*  May  19,  856. 

Polling  Districts 

Durham,  County  of— Order  AHering  Cer- 
tain  Districts,  presented.  May  24 
1227  ;  May  25,  1351. 

Northumberland,  Wansbeck  Division  of. 
County  Council  Order  altering,  pre- 
sented. May  18,  728,  734. 

Yorkshire,  West  Riding,  County  Councii 
Order  altering,  presented.  May  IS, 
728.  734. 

Polling  Distncts  (County  Councils)  Bill 

I.  2r.  May  11,  6-7. 
Bcp*  May  i^,'406. 
3r.'»  Maj  19,  856. 

Poor  Law 

Children. 

Boarded-out,     Information      as      to. 
Q.     Mr.  Melville;  A,     Mr.  G.  Bal- 
four.  May  22,  945. 
Canada.   Number  Emigrated  to. 
Q,     Mr.  Toulmin ;  A.     Mr.  G.  Bal- 
four.  May  22,  945. 

Schools,  District  ami  Separate,  Num- 
ber maintained  in. 

Q.     Sir  W.  Foster ;  A,     Mr.  G. 
Balfour,  May  22,  962. 

Workhouses  and  Infirmaries,  Xumber 
in. 
Q.     Sir  J.  Gorst ;  A.    Mr.  G.  Bal- 
four, May  22,  944,  945.  ' 

Elections   of  Mantei    and   Matron,   etc. — 
Regulations  as  to  Open  Voting. 
Q.     Mr.    K,    O'Brien;  A.     Mr.   W. 
Long,  May  11,  38,  39. 
Ireland. 

Administration  in — Committee  of  In- 
quiry into,  proposed. 

Q.     Dr.     Thompson;    A,     Mr. 
W.  Long,   May  15,  272. 

Elections,     Regulations    as    to    open 
Voting  at. 
©.     Mr.   K.    O'Brien;  A.'   Mr. 
W.  Long,  May  11,  38,  39. 
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Ireland — cont. 

Paupers    Maintained     by  Boards    i>f 
'     Guardians. 

Q,     Mr.   O'Mara;  A.     Mr.   W. 
Long,  May  15,  259. 

Scotland. 

Medical  Officers,  Salaries  and  Feei^ 
Paid  to,  etc. — Return  ordered 
May  18,  734. 

Relief,  Methods  of  Administering, 
Report  as  to,  jiresented.  May 
19,  855,  859. 

Portavogie 

Fishing  Disaster — Decision  as  to  Comi>en- 
sation. 

Q,    Mr.  T.  L.  Corbett ;  A.    Mr.  W. 
Long,  May  18,  765. 

Portsmouth 

Church  and  Parsonage  at.  Purchase  of — 
Reasons   for   Placing  Charge   on   the 
Works  Loans. 
O,     Mr.    Buclianan,   May  18,   794, 
795. 

Portsmouth  and  Hayling  Island  Light 
Railway 

Ortler  presented.  May  26,  1516,  1630. 

Portumna 

Tener,  Mr.  S.,  Prosecution  of,  for  Illegal 
Voting — Refif^al  of  Magistrates  to 
state  a  Case,  alleged. 

Q.     Mr.  Roche;  A,     Mr.  W.  Long, 
May  25,  1409. 

Post  Office 

Postmaster-Oeneral — Lord    Stanley. 

Counter     Duties     in     Provincial     Offices, 
Selection  of  Clerkfi  for. 
Q.     Mr.  MacNeill;  A.    Lord  Stan- 
ley, May  16,  472,  473. 

Engineering  Department. 

Holiday  Arrangements.' 

Q.     Mr.  Schwann ;  A.     Lord  Stan- 
ley, May  17,  620,  62L 

Linemen,  Maximum  Pay  of. 

Q.     Mr.  Schwanif ;    A.    Lord  Stan- 
ley, May  17,  621. 

Expenditure,  Increase  in. 
08.     Mr.    V.    Cavendish,   May  16,   621, 
524,  626. 

Faeersham — Decision  as  to  Petition  For- 
warded by  Postman. 

<?.     Mr.  Jas.    O'Connor;   A,     Lord 
Stanley,  May  24,  1231,  1232. 

Ireland. 

Cahirdaniel     Facilities,  Improvement 
of,    proposed. 

Q.  Mr.  Boland ;  A.  Lord 
Stanley,  May  19,  860,  861. 

Coleraine,    Revision    of    Work    in — 
Powers  of  Surveyor,  etc. 

Q.  Mr.  Jas,  O'Connor;  A. 
Lord  Stanley,  May  25, 
1378. 

\eont. 
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Post  Office  -  ront, 

Ireland — cont, 

Dublin,  «t,t  uiuitr  that  title. 

Limerick — Ap})oint  merit  of  Learners, 
Wages  of  Staif,  etc. 

Qs,     Mr.    Joyce ;    As.     Lord 
Stanley,  May  22,  981. 

Travelling  Office  on  Great  Southern 
and  Western  Line,  Arrangements 
for. 

Q.     Mr.     Nannetti;     A.     Lord 
Stanley,  May  15,  267,  208. 

Vemersbridge  Postn^an,  Charges 
against. 

Q.     Mr.  J.  Campbell ;  A.     Lord 
Stanley,  May  15^  299,  300. 

Learners,    Number    of    unpaid^    awaiting 
Appointment,  etc. 
Q.    Mr.    £.    Mitchell;       A.    Lord 
Stanley,  May  18^  752. 

Letter  Delivery  Arrangements  for  Public 
Holidays. 
Q,    Mr.  Weir ;     A.     I/)rd  Stanley, 
May  25,  1376. 

Hail  Serrice. 

Amerioan   Mails,    Information   as   to 
Time  occupied  in  Transit  of, 
etc. 
Return  ordered,  May  17,  607. 

Atlantic  Liners^  Marine  Post  Office 
Arrangements,  etc. 

Q,    Mr.  Nannetti;     A.    Lord 

Stanley,  May  15,  266. 
Q$.    Mr.  MaoNeill;    A.    Lord 
SUnley,  May  JS,  277,  278. 

Overseerships,  Increase  in — Proposals  as 
to  Promotions,  etc. 

Q.    Mr.  MaoNeill ;    A.    Lord  Stan, 
ley.  May  16, 473. 

Parcel  Post,  Foreign  and  Colonial — 
Amendment  No.  14,  Warrant,  1905, 
Presented,  May  16,  463;  May  18, 
727. 

Pathological     Material,    Modification     of 
Rule  as  to  Compulsory  Registration  of, 
proposed.* 
Qs.     Dr.   Hutchinson ;      Aa,    Lord 
Stanley,  May  22,  963. 

Postage. 

Canada,      Rate,     Submitting     Ques- 
tion to  Colonial  Conference,  pro- 
nosed 
Q.    Mr.  C.  Devlin ;    A.    Lord 
Stanley,  May  25,  1377. 

County  Courts,  Correspondence  with, 
on  Public  Business — Free  Postage 
proposed. 

Q.  Mr.  V.  Kennedy ;  A. 
Lord  Stanley,-  May  24, 
124(L 

Postmark,  Date — detaching  from  obliter- 
ating    Stamp  on  Lettirs,    proposed. 
Q.     ^Ai.  Talbot ;   A.     Lord  Stanley,  i 
J»ffly25,  1375,  1376.  I 
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Postmen. 

Auxiliary — Conditions    of    qualifying 
for    Rural    Postmen's    Appoint- 
ments. 
Q.     Capt.  Donelan ;    A.    L<  rd 
Stanley,  May  22,  946,  947. 

Classification  of  Provincial,  Town  end 
Sub-office  Postmen. 

Q.  Mr.  Jas.  O'Connor ;  A, 
Lord  Stanley.  May  24, 
1232,  1233. 

Dford,  Rate  of  Wages  at. 

Q.     Mr.    L.    Sinclair;        A,     Lord 
Stanley,  May  15,  266,  267. 

Savings  Hanks,  see  that  title. 

Sick  I^^eave,  Regulations  as  to. 

Q.     Mr.   C.    Hay;      A.     Lord  Stanley, 
May  25,  1379. 

Soldiers  and  Sailors,  Ex-,  in  Postal  Serrice. 
Q*    Sir  H.  Vincent ;    A.     Lord  Stanley, 
May  22,  963,  964. 

Staveley  Head  Facilities,  Improvement  of. 
Q.    Captain  Bagot ;    A.    Lord  Stanley, 
May  25,  1376. 

Telegraph  and  Telephone  Services,  ««« 
those  tillfs. 

Poftmaster-Oeneral 

Laf4  Stanley. 

PoweU,  Sir  P.  S.  [Wigan] 

Steam  Engines  and  Boilers  (Persons  in 
Charge)  Bill,  2r.  May  26,  1684-1586. 

Power,  Mr.  P.  J.  [Waterford,  East] 

Finance  Bill,  Com,,  May  i2,  1045-1046. 

Horses,  Outbreak  of  Epizootic  Lymphan- 
gitis among — Payment  of  Coat  ol 
destroying  Horses,  May  ;?J,  1126, 1127. 

Tea  Duty,  Exemption  of. Ireland  from* 
proposed.  May  22,  1045,  1046. 

President  of  the  Board  of  Agriculture 

nt  Hon,  A,  E,  FeOoves, 

President  of  the  Board  of  Education 

Marquess  of  lAmdonderry. 

President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 

Marquess  of  Salisbury. 

President  of  the  Local  Oovemment  Board 

m,  Hon.  O,  W.  Balfovr. 

Pretyman,  Capt£.G.  [Suffolk,  Woodbridge] 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 

Admiralty,  Vote  for.  Opportunity  for  Dis- 
cussion on.  May  18,  846. 

Cadets,  Nomination  of. 

Examination  v.  Nomination  SvBtem, 
May  18,  850,  851. 

Regulations  as  to.  May  18,  750. 

[cant. 
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Discharges  since  June,  1903,  May  16, 
464. 

Halifax,  at,  Information  as  to  Ex- 
penditure on.  May  18,  787. 

Sheerness  Discharges,  Proposal!^  as  to. 
May  22,  941,  942. 

Writing  Staflf — Revision  of  Pay,  May 
25,  1381. 

Flogging  —  Gommission  to  investigate 
Charges,  proposed.  May  18,  849-851. 

Gibraltar.  Cold  Meat  Store— Allocation 
of  Cost  between  War  Office  and  Ad- 
miralty, May  18,  823,  827,  835,  836. 

Goyernment  Ships  Bill,  2b.,  May  17,  685- 
687. 

Gunnery. 

Practice  of  12-inch  Guns,  Informa- 
tion as  to.  May  25,  1391. 

School  of.  Decision  aa  to  Removal  of.  f 
to  Chatham,  May  18,  1118. 

Guns. 

Mark  VIII  and  Mark  IX  12-inch  Guns, 
Number  of  Completed,  and  Num- 
ber of  Ships  Carrying,  May  11, 
42,  43. 

Mark  IX.  12-inch,  Cost  of.  May  15, 
258. 

"Kent"  Mock  Court  Martial— Action  of 
Admiralty  as  to  Practice  of  Private 
Punishment  in  Gun  Room,  etc.^  May 
18,  748,  749,  848,  849. 

"  King  Edward  MI.",  Cost  of.  May  15, 
258. 

Mantfiuvres,  Cancellation  of.  May  18,  852. 

Reserve — Warrant  Engineers  and  Engine- 
Room  Artificers — Number  of  Enrol- 
ments in  Ports  up  to  December  31st, 
1904,  May  11,  36. 

Rosyth  Base. 

Expenditure  on — Limiting  Expendi- 
ture to  £200,000,  etc..  May  18, 
791,  803,  804. 

Site,  Cost  of— Excessive  Price  Paid, 
etc..  May  18,  805. 

Works  at.  Progress  made  with,  May 
11,  114. 

Surgeons,  Conditions  of  Service  for.  May 
17,  609. 

Torpedo  School  at  Sheerness,  Decision  as 
to  Establishnieit  of.  May  23,  1117. 

Minister 

Right  Hon.  A.  ./.  Balfour. 

Prisons 

Books  for  Prisoners,  Regulations  as  to-r- 
Case  of  Rev.  Charles  Jennings. 

Q.  Sir  Henry  Fowler;  A.  Mr. 
Akers-Douglas,  May  15,  278- 
279. 

Military,  Total  Cost  of. 

Q.     Captain    Nortou;  A.     Mr.    Amold- 
Forster,  May  23,  1118. 
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Pryce-Jones,      Lt.-Col      E.     [Montgomery 
Boroughs] 

Agricultural  Rates  Act,  1896,  etc..  Con- 
tinuance Bill,  Com.  May  17,  647. 

Merionethshire — Refusal  of  Local  Author- 
ities to  Carry  out  Education  Act,  l^902>. 
May  15,  383. 

Public  Acoonnts  Committee 

Report  Presented,  May  26,  1586. 

Public  Health  Act  (Amendment)  Bill 

l.  2k.  May  11,  10-28. 

Debate  on  Second  Readifig  [Lords], 'if ay  11^. 
10. 

Appeal  of  Ratepayers  to  Local  Go  Fern- 
raent  Board,  23-20. 

Cost  of  Building  in  Rural  Districts^ 
14,  21. 

Heterogenous  Nature  of  Codes  of 
Building  Bye-laws,  13. 

Lifractions  Permitted  by  Local  Author* 
ities.  Illegality  of,  17. 

Isolated  Buildings,  Exemption  of^ 
from  Bye-laws,  20,  23,  25. 

'*  Jerry  Building,"  Alleged  Encourage* 
ment  to,  20,  22,  26. 

Materials,  Restrictions  as  to,  15,  20,. 
26. 

Select  Committee,  Reference  to,  22». 
23,  25,  27. 

Urban  Bye-laws  for  Populous  Districts 
and  Rural  Bye-laws  for  Non- 
Populous  Areas,  proposed,  18,  24* 

PnbUc  Health  Bill 

c  Order  for  Second  Reading  Read  and  Bill 
Withdrawn,  May  24,  1347. 

Public  Meetings  (Facilities)  Bill 

/.  2BL.May23,  1089-1105. 

Referring  Bill  to  Select  Committee,  pro- 
posed* 
Os.  Marquess  of  Londonderry,  EarL 
Spencer,  May  23, 1 102;  Marqueoa 
ofLansdowne,  1102, 1103,  1105; 
Lord  Burehclere,  1103;  Arch- 
bishop of  Canterbury,  Lord 
Newton,  1104. 

S<Jhool- Rooms,  Granting  use  of,  for  Political 
Meetings,  etc.,  proposed. 
Os.  Lord  Burghclere,  May  23, 
1089-1095;  Archbishop  of 
Canterbury,  1095-1099;  Mar- 
quess of  Londonderry,  1099- 
1102;  Marquess  of  Lansdowne, 
1102. 

Public  Records 

See  Records,  Public. 

Quarries 

Statistics  as  to  Output,  Number  Employed 
etc..  Presented,  May  26,  1516,  1530. 
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QuestloiiB 

Speaker's  Rulings. 
AnRwen*. 

Argument  on,  not  Allowed,   M'lj/ 

15.  280. 

Circulated  with  the  VotcH,  Reail- 
ing  a  Second  time.  May  i.H\ 
771. 

Notice  to  be  Given  of  Quo-tioi.  Mnif 

16,  500;  May  17.  tV2h;  May 
23,  1126,  1128;  May  25, 
1394. 

Further  Questions,  Notice  to  be 
given  of.  May  22,  958. 

Personal  Explanation  to  be  put  in  the 
Form  of  a  Question,  May  15,  302. 

Statements  during  Question  Time  out 
of  Order,  May  25,  1404. 

Unanswered     Question — Reason    for    not 
Circulating  Answer  with  Votes. 

0«.  Mr.  MacNeill,  Mr.  Deputy- 
Speaker,  Mr.  Lyttelton,  May 
23,  1117. 

Railways 

Accidents. 

Copy  Pit  Goods  Train  Accident- 
Number  of  Accidents  in  District 
in  past  Three  Years. 

Qs.     Mr.    Bell;      As.     Mr.    B. 
Law,   May  15,  282-283. 

Returns  Presented,  May  25,  1351, 
1371. 

Ireland— Statistics— Report  for  December, 
1904,  Presented,  May  15,  239,  257. 

Light. 

Number   constructed.   Cost   of   Com- 
mission, Proposals  as  to  Continu- 
ance of  Act,  etc. 
Q.     Mr.  G.  Boscawen  ;  A.    Mr. 
B.  Law,  May  18,  754. 

Orders  as  to.  Presented,  May  26,  1516, 
1530,  1531. 

{For  Particular  Orders  see  their  Nam.'.^, 
as  Guildford  Light  Railway  Order.) 

Proceedings  of  Board  of  Trade  and  of 
Light  Railway  CommiBsioners — 
Report  Presented,  May  23^  1088, 
1110. 

London  4  North- Western  Company  Re- 
Housing  Scheme  at  Gloucester  Gate, 
Regent  8  Park. 

Q,     Mr.  Graham  ;    A.     Mr.  G.  Bal- 
four, May  22,  949. 

Rates  and  Transit  Facilities  for  Agricul- 
tural   Produce — Departmental    Com- 
mittee Report,  Date  of  Issuing,  Pub- 
lication of  Evidence,  etc. 
Q,    Mr.   LI.   Morgan ;    A,     Mr.   A. 
Fellowes,  May  18,  737. 

Return  relating  to,  for  1904  (Preliminary 
Statement),  Presented,  May  11,  5. 
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EandleB,  Mr.  J.  S.  [Cumberland,  Cockcrmoutl.  I 
West  Indies  Government,   Form  of— Ad- 
ministrative Federation  proposed.  Mat/ 
17,  711. 

Eankin,  Sir  J.  [Herefordshire,  Leomin8t»-r] 
Education. 

ExpentUture  charged  on  Parish  under 
Section  18  (I)  (c)  of  Act,  De  ision 
as  to.  May  18,  753. 

Teachers,  Pupil,*Payment  of  Grants  to, 
in  Schools  carried  on  for  Private 
Profit,  proposed.  May  11,  37. 
Transvaal     Representative     Institutions, 

Provisions  as  to  British  Immigrants 

May  18,  747. 

Universities,  Home  and  Colonial — Issue  of 
Circular  Letters  as  to  Regulations  for 
interchange  of  Students,  proiwscd. 
May  18,  Ul. 

,Ra8Ch,  Major  Sir  F.  C.  [Essex,  Chelm«ford| 
•  AdenFrontier  Force,  Granting  of  Medal  to. 
proposed,  May  24,  1234. 

Government  Departments,  Number  of  Ex- 
Soldiers  employed  in.  May  23, 1118. 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  (Sunday)  Bill, 
2b.,  May  26,  1567. 

Bates 

Government  Property,  Basis  of  Valuation 

of. 
Qs,    Mr.  Benn,  Sir  A.    Rollit,   Sir 
G.     Bartley;         As,     Mr.    V. 
Cavendish,  May  15,  289-291. 

Rathmines  and  Bathgar  Extension  and 
Improvement  Bifi 

c.  Report  from  Police  and  Sanitary  Com- 
mittee, Jfoy  26, 1526. 

Becords,  Public 

Documents  of  not  SuflBoient  Value  to  justi^ 
Preservation — Schedule  Presented, 
May  16,  4QZ;   May  18,721, 

Report,  Annual,  Presented,  May  24, 
1227  ;  May  25,  1351. 

Beddy,  Mr.  M.  [King's  County.  Birr] 

Cam  tall  School— Action  of  Miss  R.  Sweeny 
against  Mr.  W.  Coote,  May  23,  1127, 
1128. 

Civil  Service  Abstractor  QerkB— General 
Register  and  Record  OfiSce  of  Shipping 
and  Seamen,  Pay,  and  Promotions  in* 
May  17,  612. 

Bedmond,  Mr.  J.  E.  [Waterford] 

Administration  of  Ireland. 

Chief  Secretary,  Policy  of — Influence 
of  the  "  Ascendancy  Party,"  etc.. 
May  25,  1422-1425,  1435. 

Coercion  Policy,  alleged  Revival  of, 
May  25,  1429-1436. 

£xpen4iture  on,  alleged  Lack  of 
Facilities  for  Discussion  of.  May 
25,  1420,  1421. 

[cant. 
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Redmond,  Mr.  J.  E—cont. 

Aughrim — Domiciliary  Visits  and  Alleged 
Illegal   Arrests   by   Police,    May   25, 
1433. 

Business  of  the  House,  Course  of.  May  16, 
499,  oOO. 

Cappatagle  Proclaimed  Meeting,  Action  of 
Police  at,  etc..  May  15,  302  ;  May  18, 
771,772. 

Carrowkeel  Proclaimed  Meeting,  Informa- 
tion as  to,  May  22,  970. 

Constabulary,  R.I. — Case  of  Constable 
Anderson — Inquiry  proposed,  May  16, 
486,  487. 

Development  Grant  Estimate,  Opportunity 
for  Discussing,  May  18,  769. 

Drainage,  Arterial,  in  Ireland,  Necessitj' 
for  Government  undertaking,  et<'.. 
May  24,  1343,  1345. 

Eviction  Reinstatement^* — Instructions  is-, 
sued  to  Estates  Commissioners,  May 
25,  1427. 

Irish  Supply,  Date  of  taking.  May  IS,  770. 

Iveagh-Pirrio  Motor  Scheme,  Progre>s 
made  with,  May  16,  492. 

I^nd  Act,  1903. 

Estates  Commissioners. 

Control  over  Work  of,  by  the 
Executive,  alleged.  May  25, 
1425. 

Regulations  issued  to.  Inform- 
ation as  to,  May  25,  1420, 
1427. 

Working  of.  May  25,  1426-1429. 

Laad  Purcha.se,  Ireland — Position  of  Non- 
Judicial  Tenants  under  Act  of  1003, 
May  25,   1428. 

Eeformatory  and  Industrial  Schools. 

Committee,  Terras  of  Reference  to. 

Q.     Mr.     Bill;     A.     Mr.     A.     Douglas. 
May  15,  268. 

Hegents  Park 

Gloucester  Gate — Rehousing  Scheme  of 
London  and  North-Western  Railway 
Company. 

Q,    Mr.     Graham;      A.      Mr.     G. 
Balfour,  May  22,  949. 

Eeid,  Mr.  J.  [Greenock] 

Marine  Insurance  Bill,  Date  of  taking. 
May  16,  494. 

Eeid,  Sir  E.  T.  [Dumfries  Burghs] 

Agricultural  Rates  Act,  1896,  etc.  ;  Con- 
tinuance Bill,  Com.,  May  17,  670-672. 

Contraband — Private     Property    at    Sea,, 
Exemption    of,    from    Capture,    pro- 
posed.  May  16,   539. 

Expenditure,  Increase  in,  Financial  Posi- 
tion  of  the  Country,  etc.,  May  16, 
535-540. 
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Eeid,  Sir  E.  T,-^ont 

Finance  Bill,  2r.,  May  16,  635  ;  Com., May 


24,  1307-1310. 

Government  Ships  Bill,  2r.,  May  17,  689, 
690-692. 

Parliamentary  Agents  and  Secret  Com- 
missions — Case  of  Messrs.  Bircham 
&  Co.,  May  11,  58. 

Transvaal  War  Contribution  Loan,  May 
24,  1308-1310. 

Eenshaw,  Sir  C.  B.  [Renfrew,  w.] 

Land  Values  Taxation  (Scotland)  Bill,  2b., 
May  19,  886-890. 

Vehicles'  Lights  Bill,  2r.,  May  12, 
197-198,  214. 

Eenwick,  Mr.  G.  [Newca.stle-on-tyne] 

Defence  of  the  Empire — Possibility  of 
Invasion,  May  11,  142. 

Gibraltar  Cold  Meat  Store — Allocation  of 
Cost  between  War  Office  and  Ad- 
miralty, May  18,  831. 

Volunteers,  Proposals  as  to  Reduction 
of.  May  11,  143. 

Eevenue  and  Expenditure 

Cabinet  and  Treasury,  Responsibility  of 
08,    Lord  G.  Hamilton,  May  16,  541, 
542 ;  Mr.  Blake,  551  ;  Mr.  A.  Cham- 
berlain, 594. 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Responsibility 
of. 
Os,    Mr.    Lough,    May    16,    530; 
Lord   G.    Hamilton,   542;   Mr. 
Buchanan,  600. 

Contributions  from  England,  Scotland 
and  Ireland  (1895-1904) 

Q.     Mr.  Lambert ;  A.     Mr.  V.  Cav- 
endish, May  24,  1230. 

Estimated  Expenditure  for  1905-6. 

Os,     Mr.  MoCrae,  May  16,  503 ;  Mr.  V. 
Cavendish,  520. 

Financial  Condition  of  the  Country. 

References  to,  in  Debate  on  the 
Finance  Bill,  May  16,  51)2, 
509,   531,   557-559. 

Importance  of  Securing. 

Os,    Mr.    C.    Hobhouse,  May    24, 
1279,  1280 ;  Mr.  DiUon,  1285. 

Growth  of. 

References  to,  in  Debate  on  the 
Finance  Bill,  May  16,  503,  520- 
525,  535-539,  549,  550,  552,  558, 
659,   585,   587,   990. 

House  of  Commons  Control  over.  Lack  of. 

References  to,  in  Debate  on  the 
Finance  Bill,  May  16,  529,  536, 
537,  541,  596. 

Incrt*ase  in  Expenditure. 

O.     Mr.  Lough,  May  11,  160.  161. 

Indian  Financial  Systemy  efficient  working 
of. 

O.     Lord  G.  Hamilton,  May  16,  539. 

[coiif. 
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Aevenue  and  Expenditure 

interceptions  of  Revenue. 
Os,     Mr.  G.  Bowles,   May  24,  1280-1282. 

Ireland,  Proportion  contributed  by,  Griev- 
Ances  as  to. 

Os.  Mr.  Clancy,  May  15,  308-319  ; 
Mr.  Elliot,  319-324;  Mr. 
Flynn,  324-327;  Mr.  A. 
ChamberUin,  347-363;  Mr. 
DiUon,  353-300. 

Opinion  in  the  Country. 

References  to,  in  Debate  on  the 
Finance  Bill,  May  16,  525,  527, 
536. 

Permanent  Finance  Committee  to  Control 

Expenditure,  Formation  of,  proposed. 

08.     Lord  G.   Hamilton,   May  16, 

*        542,  543  ;    Mr.  M*Kenna,  543  ; 

Mr.  A.  Chamberlain,  596. 

Proposals  involTing  increased  Expenditure 

constantly  urged  by  Private  Members. 

Os,    Mr.    V.    Cavendish,    May    16, 

519-522 ;    Sir  G.  Bartley,  549. 

Shondda  Urban  District  Council  Bill 

c  Bep.^  May  15,  266. 

Con*  May  22,  939. 

3b.  May  25,  1368. 
I.  iR.*  May  26,  1514. 

Bhymney  and  Aber   Valleys  Oas  and 
Water  Company  Bill 

I.  IK,*  May  23,  1073. 

Xichmond  Park 

Rabbits^  Method  of  Exterminating. 

<J,     Mr.    Skewes-Cox;     A.     liord    Bal- 
canes.  May  18,  757,  758. 

Xiffey  Siver 

Drainage  Board,  Formation  of. 

Qs.    Mr.  Farrell;     As,    Mr.  V.  Caven- 
dish, ifaj^  77,  623,624. 

Sifle  Clubs 

Grant  to.  Conditions  of  using  War  Office 
Ranges,  etc. 
Qs.    Mr.    F.    Wilson;       As.    Mr. 
Arnold  Forster,  May  24,  1237. 

Xipen,  Marquess  of 

Closing  of  Licensed  Premises  (Christmas 
Day)  (Ireland)  BiU,  2e.  May  11,  8-9. 

Transvaal,  Chinese  Labour  in,  working  of 
Experiment,  etc.,  May  16,  454-458. 

Workmen's  Compensation  BiU,  Rep.  May 
22, 933. 

Bitchie,  Et  Hon.  C.  T.  [Croydon] 

Finance  BiU,  Cam.  May  24,  1288,   1289 
1291,  1292. 

Transvaal  War  Contribution  Loan,  May  24, 
1*288,  1292. 

Eitualistio  Practices 

Commission  on — Date  of  Presenting  Re- 
port. 

Qs.    Mr.  E.  Mitchell,  Mr.  A.  Taylor  ; 
As.     Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  May  16,  ^ 
494,  495. 
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Boancarrig  Light 

Sectoring  of. 

g.     Mr.  C.  M* Arthur  ;   A.     Mr.  B.  Law, 
May  22,  943. 

BobertS,  Mr.  J.  B.  [Citmarvonshire,  EifionJ 
South    African   War — Auxiliary    Forces- 
Colours,  Regulations     as    to    bearing 
Words,  "  South  Africa  "  on.  May  11, 
40,  41. 

Boberts,  Mr.  J.  H.  [Denbighshire,  West] 

Afghanistan,  British  Mission  to— Date  of 
Tabling  Agreement  with  Ameer,  May 
22,  956. 

Denbighshire  Education  Dispute — SilrVey 
of  Schools,  etc..  May  25,  1396. 

Hammersmith — Land  let  by  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners  for  Exhibition  Pur- 
poses, Application  for  Liquor  Licence, 
etc.,  May  17,  622. 

India. 

Budget,  Date  of  taking.  May  25,  1413. 

Plague,  Deaths  from,  May  22,  9.55. 

Srinagar,  Proposals  as  to  Establish- 
ment of  College  at,  May  24,  1234. 

Bobertson*  Mr.  E.  LDunciee] 

Admiralty,  Vote  for.  Opportunity  for 
Discussion  on,  May  18,  845. 

Colonial  Confetence,  1906,  ifoy  22,  985. 

Subjects  to  be  discussed  at,  May  25, 
1411. 

Gibraltar  Cold  Meat  Store — Allocation  of 
Cost  between  War  Office  and  Ad- 
miralty, May  18,  834,  835. 

(Government  Ships  Bill,  2r.  May  17,  686, 
692. 

National  Debt — Increase  and  Reduction 
estimated  for  Current  Financial  Year, 
May  22,  957,  958. 

Navy. 

Bases,  Poliov  of  Abandonment  of, 
May  i«,'  780. 

Jamaica,  Naval  Official  Residence  at. 
Estimate  for.  May  18, 119. 

Rosyth  Base,  Expenditure  on.  Infor- 
mation as  to — Limiting  Expendi- 
ture to  £200,000,  in.  May  18, 
780,  790.  791. 

Works  Acts,  Expenditure  under— 
Estimated  Expenditure  for  1905- 
6,  Information  as  to.  May  18, 
779. 

Works  Department  and  Works  Loans 
Department,  Proposals  as  to 
Amalgamation  of.  May  18,  779. 

Whale  Island,  Expenditure  on  New  Bar- 
racks at,  May  22,  958,  959. 

EobertsoUf  Mr.  T.  H-  [Hackney,  8.] 

Women's  Enfranchisement  Bill,  2r.,  May 
12,  233-236. 

Bobinsoni  Mr.  B.  [Dudley^ 

Vehicles'  Lights  Bill,   -Jr.,  May  12,  205. 
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Bobson,  Xr.  W.  S.'L^ath  Shields] 

**  Parthania,"  S.S. — Reason  for  Imprison- 
ment of  Crew,  May  2S,  1388. 

Soche.  Kr.  J;  [Galway,  £.] 

Aughrinu  , 

Dispute  between  Constable  and  Clergy- 
man, May  18,  762. 

Domiciliary  Visits  of  Police  to,  etc. 
Me^  25,  1405,  1406. 

Ballydonlan — ]tfahon  Estate. 

Disposal  of  Lands  to  Mr.  Rothwell' 
May  16,  400. 

Shea,  M.,  Purchase  Agreement  of. 
May  16,  40a 

Untenanted  Lands,  Application  as  to, 
May  24,  1249. 

Cappatagle. 

Donne,  Rer.  Father,  Transfer  of-— 
Police  Permission  for  Band  to 
accompany,  etc.,  May  16,  490. 

Proclaimed  Meeting,  Action  of  Police 
at,  etc..  May  16,  301,  303 ;  May 
17,  608;  Me^  18,  771 ;  May  23, 
1129. 

National  School  Teachers,  Pensions  of — 
Regulations  as  to  counting  Service, 
May  25,  1410. 

Portumna — Prosecution  of  Mr.  S.  Tener 
for  Illegal  Voting,  May  25,  1409. 

BoUeston  Sir  J.  F.  L.  [Leioeater] 

Vaccination — Amendment  of  Regulations 
as  to  size  of  Scar,  proposed  May  18, 
740. 

Women's  Enfranchisement  Bill,  2b.  May 
12,  221-225,  235. 

BoUit,  Sir  A  K  [Islington,  S.] 

Judicial  Trustees  Act  (1896),  Trustees 
appointed  under.  May  15,  265. 

Rating  of  Crovemment  Property,  Inquiry 
into,  proposed.  May  15,  290. 


Bob- Sal 


BnsselL  Xr.  T.  W.  [Tyrone.  S.] 

Administration  of  Ireland — Policy  of  Chief 
Secretary — ^Influence  of  the  "  As- 
cendancy Pttrty,"  etc.,  May  25,  1458, 
1459. 

Camtall  School — Action  of  Miss  R.  Sweeny 
against  Mr.  W.  Coote,  May  23,  1127, 
1128. 

Land  Act,  19D3— Commissioners,  Control 
over  Work  of,  by  the  Executive, 
alleged.  May  25,  1452-1456. 

Land  Purchase,  Ireland. 

EZstates    Commissioners,    Action    of. 
May  25,  1443,  1450,  1451. 

Non- Judicial    Tenants,    Position    of, 

under  Act  of  1903,  May  25,  1453- 
1455. 

Moore,  Mr.  W.,  Sale  of  Estate  of,  under 
Land  Act,  1903,  Terms  of,  May  25, 
1449, 1450. 

Tyrone  Boycotting  Case — Action  of  County 
Crown  Solicitor  and  Solicitor-General 
in  giving  Evidence,  May  25,  1456- 
1458. 

Bntsia 

Siberia,  British  Trade  with.  Report  as  to 
Condition  and  Prospects  of.  Presented, 
May  12,  175 1   May  15,  238. 

Batherford,  Xr.  W.  W.  [Liverpool,  Went 
Derby] 

Gibraltar  Cold  Meat  Store — Allocation  of 
Cost  between  War  Office  and  Ad- 
miralty, May  18,  831. 


Bossmaoowtn 

Eviction,*  Action  of  Police  at. 

Qa.  Mr.  C.  Craig,  Mr.  FUvin,  Mr. 
MacVeagh;  As.  Mr.  W.  Long, 
May  22,  975,  976. 

Bosyth  Vaval  Bate 

See  under  Navy. 

Botherham,  Kaltby,  and  Laoffhton  Bail- 
way  Bill 

c.  3r.*  May  12,  173. 
/.   IR.*  May  15,  238. 
2r.*  May  26,  1513. 

Bonciman.  Xr.  W.  [Dewsbozy] 

Africa,  South— Trading  Rights  of  British 
Indians,  May  24,  1234. 

Cape  Colony — British  Indians,  Effect  on, 
of  Colonial  BiU  as  to  Languages,  May 
J7.-614. 

Constabulary,     Royal    Irish,    Domiciliary 

Visits  by,  May  23,  1 126. 
Government  Ships  Bill,  2r.  May  17,  693. 
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Butland,  Duke  of 

Defence  of  the  Empire — Letter  from  the 
Duke  of  Wellington  to  Sir  j:  Bur- 
goyne.  Printing  and  Circulating  of, 
proposed.  May  15,  249. 

Sligo  National  School  Teachers,  Alleged 
Refusal  of,  to  honour  Toast  of  King's 
Health,  May  25,  1362. 

Sadler,  CoL  S.  A.  [Middlesbrough] 

Nitrogen- producing  Bacteria,  Experiments 
in  Treating  Soil  with,  May  11,  52. 

Sugar  Duty — Pro  raia  Reduction,propo8ed, 
May  25,  1373,  1392. 

St  Luoia 

Naval  and  Military  Works  Loans,  Period 
for  Repayment  of. 

Q»     Mr.  Ashton  ;  A,     Mr.  V.  Caven- 
dish, May  12,  176. 

Naval  Base  at.  Reasons  for  Abandonment 
of. 
Os,    BCr.   A.   J.    Balfour,   May  11, 
77,  78,  161  ;  Sir  J.  Colomb.  91  ; 
Mr.  C.  Hobhouse,  146. 

Sale  of  Butter  Bill 

Date  of  taking. 
Oa,    Sir   E.   Strachey,   Mr.   A.   J.   Bal- 
four,  May  11,  61. 
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May  ll-^May  26. 

Sale  of  Intoxicatmr  Liquors  [Sonday]    Samuel,  Mr.  H.  L-coni9 
Bill 

c  2r.  May  26,  1537. 

Debate  on  Second  Reading  [Commons],  May 
26,  1537. 

Bona  f.dc  Traveller,  Exemption  of. 
1559,  1663.  1565.  1572. 

Clubs,  Failure  of  the  Bill  to  deal  with, 
1559-1563. 

Forbes-Mackenzie  Act,  Benefits  de- 
rived from,  1537,  1554,  1655, 
1567. 

Former  Attemi)ts  at  Legislation,  1638, 
1539. 

Further  Limitation  of  Hours  of  Open- 
ing on  Sundays,  proposed,  1643, 
1545,  1548,  1570-1572. 

Hours  of  Labour  of  Employees  in 
Public-Houses,  1540,  1547,  1549, 
1561,  1569. 

Ireland,  Operation  of  Sunday  Closing 
in,  1537,  1544,  1664,  1567,  1568. 

Objections  to  the  Bill,  1542,  1644, 
1545,  1651,  1554,  1556,  1657, 
1559,   1573-1576. 

Public  Opinion  as  to  Necessity  for  thr 
Measure.  1537,  1539,  1547,  1548- 
1550,  1562,  1570. 

Tea  more  Injurious  than  Beer,  alleged 
1543,  1546,  1555, 1557, 1668, 1669 

,  Wales,  Operation  of  'Sunday    Closing 

in,  1638,  1643,  1652,  1663,  1664, 
1676. 

Whisky,  Diminution  of  Consumption 
of,  in  Scotland  and  Reduction  in 
Sunday  Drunkenness,  1540,  1641, 
1552,  1663,  1664,  1567. 

Sale  of  Intoxicants  to  Children  Bill 

c.  Order  for  Second  Reading  read  and  Bill 
withdrawn.  May  25,  1420. 

Salmon  Fishery  Law  Amendment  Bill 

<r.  lE.»  May  16,  307. 

Samoa 

Trade  Rejwrt  Presented,  May  23,  1087. 

War  of  1899 — British  Claims  for  Damages. 
Settlement  of. 

Q,     Colonel     Denny ;         A.     Earl 
Percy,  May  11,  46. 

Samuel*  Mr.  H.  L,  [Yorkshire,  Cleveland] 

Aliens — Arrivals,  Departures,  etc.,  in  1904, 
May  11, 49. 

Colonial  Conference,  1906. 

India,  Representation  of.  May  25, 
1412,  1413. 

Preferential  Schemes,  Discussion  of. 
May  25,  1413. 

Finance  Bill,  Com.,  May  23,  1147-1148, 
1154. 

Taxation,  Incidence  of.  Appointment  of 
Committee  to  consider,  proposed,  May 
23,  1147,  1148.  1154. 
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Transvaal. 

Chinese  Labour. 

Disturbances,  Information  as  to, 
J/.iy  24.  1237. 

ImxHisonment    and    Repatriation 
Statistics,  May  11,  44. 

White  and  Coloured  Labour  in  Bline.*, 
Percentage  of  Increase  in.  May  1  /, 
45. 

Sandford  Estate 

Grazing  Lands,  Negotiations  as  to. 
O.     Air.  Tally,  May  16,  469. 

Sandhurst  Boyal  Military  College 

Leaving  and  Qualifying  Certificates,    De- 
cision as  to. 

Q,     Mr.  S.  Ormsb5'-Gore ;    A.     Mr. 
B.  Davenport,  May  18,  751. 

Sandys,  CoL  T.  M.  [LancaMlnre,  Bottle] 

Defence    of    the    Empire — Possibility     of 
Invasion,  May  11,  148,  149. 

Sassoon*  Sir  E  A.  [Sythe] 

Telegraph  Service. 

Iiido- Euro  {lean    Telegraph   Company 
Arrangement  with.  May  25,  1377. 

Teheran,  Progress  of  Telegraph  Exten* 
sion  to.  May  25,  1386. 

Savings  Banks 

Consols,  Fluctuations  of — Effect  on  Capital 
Account. 

Q.     Dr.  Macnamara ;     A.     Mr.   A. 
Chamberlain,  May  15,  277. 

Regulations,  1905,  Presented,  May  22, 
919,  940. 

Schwann,  Mr.  C.  E.  [Manchester,  X(Kth] 

India — Army  Administration,  Correspon- 
dence on — Date  of  Tabling,  etc..  May 
17,  616. 

Post    Office — Engineering    Department. 

Holiday  Arrangements,  May  17,  620. 

Linemen,  Maximum  Pay  of.  May  17, 
621. 

Telegraph  Service — Bank  Holidays,  Regu- 
lations as  to  Days  allowed  in  lieu  of 
— Case  of  Mr.  Alexander,  etc.,  May  17, 
611. 

Scotland 

Secretary — Marquess  of  I^nlitligow. 
Lord    Advocate— Rt.     Hon.     V.     Scott- 
Dickson. 
Soticitor-Gencral — Mr.  E.  T.  Salvesen. 

Agrarian  Offences,  Return  as  to,  proposed. 
Qs.     Mr.     MacVeagh ;         As,     Mr.     ? 
Dickson,  May  25,  1398. 

Free  Church  Property  Dispute. 
Johnstone,  Lord,  Position  ot 

Q,    m.  Black  ;   A,    Mr.  A.  J.  Bai 
four.  May  25,  1390. 

[conL 
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Bootland— <?on<. 

Free  Church  Property  Dispttte— co»<. 

I^slatiye  Measures,  Proposals  as  to. 

Qe,    Mr.  Bryoe,  Mr.  Buchanan^ 

As,    Mr.    A.    J.    Balfoui?^ 

May.  22,  984. 

Date    of    Introducing    Scottish 

Churches  BiJL 

'^  Q9.    Mr.  Buchanan,  Mr.  K. 

Hardie;  As.  Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour,  May  16, 
495. 

Solioitor-Qeneral,  Position  of. 
Q$.    Mr.    Buchanan,    Mr.    Balxiel; 
As.    Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  May  22, 
1137,  1138. 

Grants,  Information  as  to. 
Q.    Mr.  CaldwoU ;    A.    Mr.  S.  Dickson, 
May  12,  176. 

Income  Tax,  aee  under  Income  Tax. 

Inebriate  Reformatories — Regulations  for 
Management  and  Discipline  Presented, 
May  25,  1350,  1371. 

Manufactures,   Board  of — Decision  as  to 
Recommendations  of  Committee. 
Q.    Mr.    Buchanan;       A.    Mr.    S. 
Dickson,  May  16,  476,  476. 

Poor  Law,  see  under  Poor  Law. 

Sheep  Scab,  see  tJuU  tiUe, 

Unemployed  Question,  Inquiry  into,  pro- 
posed. 
Q.    Mr.   K.   Hardie;      A.    Mr.   S. 
Dickson,  May  24,  1244,  1245. 

Scotshoiue,  Konaghan 

United  Irish  League  Meeting  at,  Inflam- 
matory   Language    used    at — Prose- 
cution of  Mr.  Lynam,  proposed. 
Os.    Eari    of    Dartrey,    May    25, 
1363-1366 ;    Marquess  of  Lon- 
donderry,   1365,    1366;      Lord 
Muskerry,  1366. 

Scott-Montage,  Mr.  J.  [Hants,  New  Forest] 
Motors. 

Accidents  caused  by— Withdrawal  of 
^.  Motion  proposed.  May  17,  619. 

Speed  Regulations  in  Parks,  May  17, 
618. 

Petersfield— Investigation  of  Accident  to 
Naval  Officer  on  Motor  Cycle,  May  16, 
47^. 

Scottish  Chnrches  Bill 

Date  of  Introduction  of. 
Qs,    Mr.    Buchanan,    Mr.    K.    Hardie; 
As,    Mr.  A.  J.   Balfour,   May  16. 
495. 

Seaham  Gas  Bill 

U  2b.*  May  11,  3. 
Rep*  May  IS,  726. 
3b.*  May  25,  1349. 


Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart 
ment 

ML  Hon,  A.  Ahers-Douglas, 

Secretary  of  State  for  India 

BL  Hon,  W.  8L  John  Brodrick. 

Secretary  (Chief)  for  Ireland 

m,  Hon,  W.  H.  Long. 

Secretary  for  Scotland 

Marquess  of  Linlithgow, 

Secretary  of  State  for  War 

RL  Hon,  H,  0,  AmM-Forster, 

Sdcly,  Major  J.  E.  B.  Lisle  of  Wight] 

Army    Expenditure.    Possibility    of    Re- 
duction in»  May  11,  12B. 

Defence  of  the  Empire. 

Committee,  Finality  of  Decisions  of 
May  11,  128,  129,  139. 

Debate  on,  Opportunity  for  resuminir 
May  11,  162. 

India,  Defence  of.  May  11,  127. 
Volunteers. 

Field    Army,    Battalions    with,   May 
25,  1388. 

Reduction  of.  Proposals  as  to.  May 
11,  139-141. 

''Selma/'S.S. 

Deck   Cargo   carried   by,    and   Cause    of 
Accident  to. 
Os.    Lord  Muskerry,  May  26,  1518  ; 
Duke  of  Marlborough,  1522. 

ShackletOHi  Hr.  D.J.  [Lancashire,  Clitheroe] 

Chatham — Commander-in-Chief  of  the 
Navy,  Estimate  for  Erection  of  R<ii- 
dence  for.  May  18,  840. 

Shannon  Eiver 

Drainage   Schemes,   Expenditure  on,  and 
Failure  of,  alleged. 
Os,    Mr.  Jas.   O'Connor,   May  24, 
1318,  1319 ;  Mr.  Jno.  O'Connor, 
1327. 


Sharpe,  Mr.  W.  E.  T.  [Kensington,  North} 

Sale    of    Intoxicating    Liquors    (Sunday) 
Bill,  2b.  May  26,  1656. 


Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 

RL  Hon.  A.  LyUdhm. 

Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  A&irs 

Marquess  of  Lansioume, 
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Shaw>  Kr.  T.  [Hawick  Burghs] 

Land  Values  Taxation  (Scotland)  Bill,  2b. 
May  19,  900-905,  908. 

Navy. 

Bosyth  Base. 

Ahandonmont    of,    Proposak    as 
to.  May  18,  783,  784. 

Site,    Cost    of — Excessive    Price 
paid,  etc..  May  18,  788,  784. 

Works,    Loans    for,    Objeotiana    to 
System  of.  May  18,  784. 

81  3P 
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Shaw-Stdwarti  Sir  H.  [Renfrew,  £.] 

Land    Values    Taxation    (Scotland)    Bill, 
2b.  May  19,  873-876,  881. 

Vehicles*   Lights    Bill,      2b.     May     12, 
201-202. 
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Shaw  British  School 

Decision  as  to. 
Q.    Mr.    Bryce ; 
May  22,  966. 


A'    Sir    W.    Anson, 


SheepScab 

Dipping,      Compiilsory— Modification     of 
Order,  proposed. 
Q.    Mr.    Worsley-Taylor ;    A.    Mr. 
A.  FeUowes,  May  25,  1384. 

Regulation  of  Movement  Order,  Postpone- 
ment of,  etc. 
Q.    Mr.    Buchanan;    A.    Mr.    A. 
Fellowes,  May  24,  1241. 

Sheemeis 

Dockyard  Discharges,  Proposals  as  to. 
Qb.    Mr.  J.  Howard;  A'a,    Mr.  Prety- 
man.  May  22,  941,  942. 

Rifle  Practice,  Fatal  Accident  at— Com- 
pensation to  Widow  of  G.  T.  Gibson, 
etc. 

Q.    Mr.     Tuflf;    .4.    Mr.     Arnold- 
Forster,  May  24,  1236,  1237. 

Sheffield  University  Bill 

c  2e.*  May  22,  989. 

Sherlock  Estate 

Sale  of— Progress  of  Negotiations. 
Q.    Captain  Donelan ;  4.    Mr.  W.  XiOng, 
May    22,    960.  ^ 

Bhipmaa,  Dr.  J.  a.  [Northampton] 

Education—Voluntary  and  Non-provided 
Schools,  Co8t  of  Maintenance  of 
(1904-6),  May  IS,  264. 

Hammersmith,  City  and  North-East  Lon- 
don Railway  BiU— Standing  Orders 
not  complied  with— Motion  to  refer 
Bill  back  to  Select  Committee.  Mau 
11,  13ft-138.  ^ 

Siberia 

British  Trade  with,  Condition  and  Pros- 
pects of— Report  presented.  May  12, 
176 ;  May  15,  238. 

Sinclair,  Kr.  L.  [Essex,  Romford] 

Commerce^  Ministry  of.  Decision  as  to 
creating.  May  12,  176. 

Ilford  Postmen,  Rate  of  Pay  of,  if ov  15 
266.  J      *      ^      » 

Local  Government  Board  and  Board  of 
Trade,  Government  Proposals  as  to 
Improving  sUUua  of,  May  12,  175. 

Skegnew  Water  Bill 

c  Mep*  May  17,  606. 
Con*  May  26,  1625. 

Skewes-Oox,  Kr.  T.  [Surrey,  Kingston] 

Richmond  Park— Method  of  Exterminatinir 
Rabbits/ if oy  i^,  767. 
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Slack,  Kr.  J.  B.  [Herts,  St.  Ai^NMia] 

Finance  Bill,  Com.,  May  23,  1221. 

Income-  tax— Trades  and  Professions, 
Incomes  derired  from— Rebate  of  4d. 
in  the  Pound,  proposed.  May  23, 1221. 

Motors. 

Accidents  caused  by. 

Identification-  of  Cars  and  Regula- 
tion of  Speed,  Proposals  as  to, 
if  ay  11,  50,  51. 

Telephone  Communication  of 
Police  in  Country  Districts, 
Extension  of,  Mt^   11,  46. 

Sjieed  Regulations — Applications  from 
Local  Authorities,  if av  26,  1392- 
1394. 

Women's    Enfranchisement    Bill,    c  2b. 
May  12,  217-221,  230,  232,  236. 


SligO 

National  School  Teachers,  Alleged  Refusal 
of,  to  honour  Toast  of  King's  Health. 
Os.  Lord  Oranmore  and  Browne. 
May  25,  1354-1358.  1301  ; 
Earl  of  Arrah,  1358-1359,  1360 ; 
Lord  STusfcerry,  1369;  Mar- 
quess  of  Londonderry,  1360- 
1362;  Eari  of  Mayo.  1362; 
Buke  of  Rutland,  .1362 ;  Vis- 
count Goschen,  1362.   ' 

Sloan,  Kr.  T.  H.  [Belfa:^,  South] 

Anderson.   Constable,   Case  of.   May  25, 
1474,  1475. 

Army— Soldiers,     Military     Honours     at 
Funerals  of,  May  25,  1389. 

Ballymena  School   Accommodation,   May 
19,  864 ;  May  26,  1535. 

Belfast     Constabulary — Medical     Attend- 
ance, Decision  as  to;  May  23,  1134. 

.  Burial  Grounds,  Monastic  and  Conventual, 
Number  of.  Number  sanctioned  dur- 
ing past    Five  Vears,  etc..  May  11, 
47  ;  May  16,  474. 

Carland  School,  Reason  for  Withdrawal 
of  Grant  from,  May  24,  1248. 

Cam  tougher  Meeting — Speeches  of  Tirkane 
School  Teacher,  etc..  May  25,  1409. 

Clonoe  Extra  Police,  Cost  of,  if  ay  22,  975. 

Constabulary,  R.I.— Pay,  Decision  as  to 
Increase  of.  May  15,  271. 

r 

Cootehill  Infirmary,  Sani^ry  Condition  of, 
May  18,  744.  * 

Drummallan,  Alleged  Incitement  to  Boy- 
cott at,  May  it,  626. 

King  Harman  Estate  Bog  Lands,  Disposal 
of — Appointment  of  Mir.  J.  Drury  as 
SecreUry  to  Trustees,  May  J(?,  '*79. 

Street  Betting  Bill,  Proposal  as  to,  Ma§ 
24,1250. 

Sunday  Football  T^ms,  Pitrty  Demonstra- 
tions by.  May  22^%14k,  • 

Telegraph  Messengers,  Adult  Night»  Good 
Conduct  Staripes  for,  propoaed,'  Jfav 
24,  1239,  1240. 
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Sloan.  Mr.  T.  H.— «>»<. 

Westport,    Assault    on    Roman    Catholic 
Priest  at,  May  25,  1476. 

Toughal  Auxiliary  Lunatic  Asylum. 

Accounts,  Audit  of.  May  26,  483. 

Chaplain  residing  in  House  provided 
for  Medical  Superintendent, 
Authority  for.  May  16,  483,  484. 

Healy,  M.,  Cause  of  Death  of,  May  23* 
1133. 

Imbeciles,  Confinement  of,  in  Asylum 
without  Resident  Medical  Super- 
intendent, May  2Sf  1476. 

Visiting  Physician,  Appointment  of. 
May  16,  481. 

Smallpox 

Liverpool — Isolation  of  Hospitals,  pro- 
posed. 

Q.    Mr.  Bayley;  A.    Mr.  O.    Bal- 
four.  May  25,  1379-13S). 

Smith,  Kr.  A.  H.  [Herts,  Hertford] 

Enfield  Small  Arms  Factory,  Pistols 
manufactured  at,  Number  and  Cost 
of  (1878-1885),  May  16,  274. 

Smith  Mr.  H.  C.  [Northumberland,  Tynesi  le] 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  (Sunday, 
Bill,  2b.,  May  26,  1548,  1549,  1554. 

Smith,  Bight  Hon.  J.  P.  [Una  k,  Partickl 

Customs — ^Ireland,  Separate  Customs  for. 
Establishment  of,  proposed.  May  22, 
1048. 

Finance  Bill,  2b.,  May  15,  330-338  ;  Com., 
May  22,  1047-1049. 

Financial  ReUtions  between  England  and 
Ireland,  Position  of — Over-Taxation 
of  IreUnd,  etc.,  May  16,  336-338. 

Taxation — Ireland,  Over-Taxation  of, 
Grievances  as  to.  May  22,  1048,  1049. 

Smith,  Mr.  8.  [Flintshire] 

Lagos  Hinterland,  Importation  of  Spirits 
to.  May  23,  UU. 

Sneem 

Carriage  of  Goods  to.  Terms  of  Agreement 
with  Railway  Companies,  etc. 

Qs.     Mr.  Boland,  Mr.  Flavin ;    As 
Mr.  W.  Long,  May  22,  966,  967* 

• 

Postal  Facilities,  Improvement  of. 

Q.     Mr.  Boland  ;  A,    Lord  Stanley,  May 
23,  1135. 

Soarefl,  Mr.  E.  [Devon,  BarnsUple] 

Budget,  Ciiticisms  on,  May  16,  591-594.^ 

Chatham — Commander-in-Chief  of  the 
Navy,  Estimate  for  Erection  of  Resid- 
ence for.  May  18,  843. 

Colonial  Conference  1906,  Conditions  of 
Summoning,  Terms  of  Reference,  etc^ 
May  22,  985,  986. 

Finance  Bill,  2b.,  May  16,  591 ;  Cmn,  May 
22,  1028  1029;     May  23,  1140  1141. 

CUuse  1,   Line   18 — Meaning  of  word  ' 
"  levied,"  May  22,  1028,  1029. 
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Scares,  Mr.  '&,—eont. 

FLsoal   Policy — Colonial   Conference,    Dis- 


cussion at.  May  16,  495,  496,  498. 

Gibraltar  Cold  Meat  Store — Allocation  of 
Cost  between  War  Office  and  Ad- 
miralty.  May  18,  833,  836. 

Motors,  Accidents  caused  by — Motion  of 
Mr.  Scott-Montagu, quest  ion  of  With- 
drawal of,  May  17,  618,  619. 

Tea  Duty,  Reduction  of,  from  6d.  to  4d., 
propo83d.  May  23,  1140,  1141. 

Solar  Eclipse 

Expedition  to  make  Scientific  Observation 
of. 
Qs,     Sir  W.  Tomlinson;     As.  Mr. 
Cavendish,  May  22,  965. 

Sclicitcr-General 

Rl.  Hon.  Sir  E.  H.  Carson, 

Sclicitcr-Oeneral  for  Ireland 

Mr.  J.  H.  M.  CamjheU. 

Sclicitcr-Oeneral  fcr  S  .ctl  md 

ifr.  E.  T.  Salvesen. 

Scmaliland 

Accounts,     Audit     ot — Treasury     Minute 
Presented,  May  11,  5. 

Peace  Negotiations,  Treaty  between  Italian 

Government  and  Mullah,  etc. 

0.     Mr.  Buxton,  May  16,  517,  518. 

Qs.     Mr.  L.  Jones,  Mr.  S.  Buxton, 

Mr.    G.     Bowles ;      As.     Earl 

Percy,  May  15,  276,  277. 

Scnth  African  War 

Auxiliary  Forces — Colours,  Regulaiions  as 

to  bearing  Words  "  South  Africa  "  on. 

Q.     Mr.    Bryn   Roberts;      A.     Mr. 

Amold-Forster,  May  11,  40,  41. 

Militia. 

Colours,    Regulations   as    to    bearing 
Words  **  South  Africa"  on. 
Q.    Mr.    Bryn    Roberts;       A. 
Mr.    Amold-Forster,    May 
11,  40,41. 

Reserve — Number  employed — Return 
ordered.  May  19,  860. 

Service  of — Return  proposed. 

Q.     Mr.  G.  Boscawen;    A.    Mr.  B| 
Davenport,  May  18,  751. 

Stores  and  Supplies  Wastage — Return  as 

to  stores,  etc..  Destroyed  Locally 

— Date  of  Supply  to  Printers  and 

to  Members. 

Qs.    Mr.  Flynn ;    As.    Mr.  B. 

Davenport,  M(ty  19,  750» 

751. 

Return  Presented,  May  lip  5. 

Scnth  Barracas  (Bnencs  Ayres)  Oas  ft 
Coke  Company 

U  IB.*  May  26,  1613. 
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South  Laneaahire  Tramways  Bill 

Board  of  Trade  Report  Presented,  May  18, 
734. 

L  Rep.*  May  23,  lOVSt 

South  Metropolitan  Ckui  Bill 

/.  i?ep.*  May  18,  725. 
3r.*  May  23,  1074. 

South  Oxfordshire  Water  and  Gas  BUI 

/.  2r.*  May  18,  726. 
Rep*  May  25,  1349. 

South  Suburban  Ckui  Bill 

/.  Rtp*  May  18,  725. 
uH.*  May  23,  1074. 

South  Wales  Electrical  Power  Distribution 
Company  Bill 

/.  2R,*Mayl8,  726. 

Speaker 

Absence  through  Indiuposition,  May  11, 
30;  May  12,  172;  May  15,  253; 
May  16,  459  ;  May  17,  605 ;  May  18, 
730  ;  May  19,  856  ;  May  22,  937  ; 
May  23,  1107  ;  May  24,  1226  ;  May 
25,  1367  ;    May  26,  1525. 

Spaar,  Mr.  J.  W.  [Devon,  Tavistock] 

Agricultural  Rates  Act,  1896,  etc.,  Con- 
tinuance Bill,  Com.  May  17,  663-665, 
671,  679. 

Spancer,  Earl 

Merchant  Service—Deck  Loads,  Danger  of. 
Accidents  caused  by,  etc.,  Mau  26, 
1523. 

Public  Meetings  (Facilities)  Bill,  2r.  Mau 
23,  1102. 

Whitsuntide  Recess,  Arrangements  as  to. 
May  25,  1351. 

Woolwich  Borough  Council  Bill,  2e.  May 
23,  1086-1087. 

Spotted  Fever 

Northamptonshire    Outbreak,    Measures 
taken  to  prevent  Spread  of. 

Qs.     Mr.  T.  Taylor;     As.     Mr.  G. 
Balfour,  May  25,  1394-1395, 

Stanley,  Bt  Hon.  LoTi—Postma^ter  General 
[Lancashire,  Westhoughton] 

Canada,  Postage  Rate  to — Submitting 
Question  to  Colonial  Conference,  pro- 
posed, May  25,  1377. 

Counter  Duties  in  Provincial  Offices, 
Selection  of  Clerks  for.  May  16,  473. 

County    Courts,    Correspondence    with— 
Free  Postage  proposed.  May  24,  1240. 
Engineering  Department. 

HoUday  Arrangements,  May  17,  621. 
Linemen,  Maximum  Pay  of.  May  17, 

Paversham— Decision  as  to  Petition  for- 
warded by  Postman,  May  24,  1232. 
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Stanley*  Bt,  Hon.  Lord— ^nt 

Ireland^ 

Beltnrbet  Postal  Facilities,  Improre- 
ment  of,  May  16,  403. 

Cahirdaniel  Postal  Facilities,  Im- 
provement of,  proposed.  May  19, 
861. 

Coleraine,  Revision  of  Work  in,  Jfa» 
25,  1378. 

Dublin^ 

Counter  Clerks,  Duties  of,  Maa 
19,  861. 

learners.  Delay  in  Appointing. 
May  22,  947. 

Superior  Appointments,  Addi- 
tional, Decision  as  to.  Mm 
15,  267. 

Enniskillen  Postal  Arrangements,  Im- 
provement in.  May  18,  77  L 

Limerick — Scale  of  Wages,  Appoint- 
ment of  Learners,  etc..  May  22, 
981.  • 

Sneem  Postal  Facilities,  Improve- 
ment of.  May  23,  1135. 

Travelling  Post  Office  on  Great 
Southern  and  Western  line.  Ar- 
rangements for.  May  15,  268. 

»  Vemersteridge    Postman,     Charges 

against.  May  16,  300. 

Learners,  Unpaid,  awaiting  Appointment, 
etc..  May  18,  762.   ' 

Letter  Delivery  Arrangements  for  Pablic 
Holidays,  May  25,  137a 

.  Mail  Service — Atlantic  Liners,  Marine 
Post  Office  Arrangements  on,  Mav  15, 
266,  278. 

Metropolitan  Pneumatic  Despatch  Bill, 
Course  of  Procedure  with,  Mau  17, 
620. 

Overseerships,  Proposals  as  to  Increase 
in.  May  16,  473. 

Pathological  Material,  Postal  Regulation  as 
to  Compulsory  Registration  of,  etc., 
May  22,  963. 

Postmark,  Date — Detaching  from  Oblitera- 
ing  Stamps  on  Letters,  proposed. 
May  25,  1376. 

Postmen. 

Auxiliary — Conditions  of  Qualifying 
for  Appointments  as  Rural  Vos%' 
men,  May  22,  947. 

Classification  of.  May  24,  1233. 

Ilford,  Rate  of  Pay  at.  May  15»  267. 

'   Sick  Leave  Regulations,  May  25,  1379. 

Soldiers  and  Sailors,  Ex-,  in  Postal  Servioflb 
May  22,  964. 

Btaveley  Head  Postal  Facilities,  Improve- 
~  ment  of.  May  25,  1376. 

[cant. 
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Stanley,  The  St.  Hon.  Lord— ^^o^^ 

Telegraph  Servioe. 

Bank  Holidays/  Regulations  as  to 
Days  allowed  in  Lieu  of — Case 
of  Mr.  Alexander,  etc..  May  17, 
611. 

Bristol  Staff — Status  of  Timekeepers, 
May  77,  36. 

Empire  Cable  Scheme,  Proposals  as  to, 
May  25,  1377. 

Indo-European  Telegraph  Company, 
Arrangement  with.  May  25,  1378. 

Ireland. 

Galway,  Additional  Office  in, 
proposed.  May  18,  770. 

Omagh — Hours  of  Duty  of  Female 
Operator,  May  11,  36. 

Messengers,  Adult  Night,  Qood-Con- 
duct  Stripes  for,  proposed.  May 
24,  1240. 

Scotland  —  Edinburgh  —  Retirement 
Age  for  Officials,  May  22,  046. 

Sick  Leave  in  Central  Office — Case  of 
Mr.  Bullamore,  May  15,  266; 
May  26,  1532. 

Transfer  of  Telegraphists,  Payment 
of  Expense  of.  Retention  of 
Seniority,  Question  of  Compensa- 
tion, etc..  May  18,  738,  739. 

Underground  Cable  to  the  North, 
Progress  made  with.  May  16, 
468. 

Extension  of  Cable  to  Dundee 
and  Aberdeen,  proposed.  May 
23,  1121. 

Telephone  Service. 

Glasgow,  Sunday  Duty  in.  May  17, 

on. 
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Stanton,  Mrs.  Trant,  Estate  of 

Sale  of — Progress  of  Negotiations. 
Q,    Mr.  Crean ;  A.  Mr.  Long,  May  25, 
1400. 

Staveley  Head 

Postal  Facilities,  Improvement  of. 

Q.     Captain  Bagot ;  A.     Lord  Stanley, 
May  25,  1376. 

Steam  Engines  and   Boilers  (Persons  in 
Charge)  Bill 

c.  2b.,  May  26,  1579. 

Stepney  BoronghCoonoiKBaperannuation) 
Bill 

I  Rep*  May  18,  726. 
3b.*  May  23,  1074. 
c  iB.*  May  25,   1370. 

Stewart,  Sir  M.  Mo  T.  rKirkcudbright] 

Agricultural  Rates  Act,   1896,  etc..  Con- 
tinuance Bill,  Com.  May  17,   677. 

Vehicles*  Lights   BiU,   2b.  May  12,    204- 
206. 

Stockport  Corporation  Bill 

/.  2b.*  May  18,  726. 


National  Telephone  Company,  Agree- 
ment with.  May  22,  1002, 
1005,  1009-1012,  1020,  1024- 
1028. 

Employees,  Position  of.  May  18, 
762. 

Postponement  of,  proposed.  May 
11,  52. 

Stanley,  Mr.  A.  [Lancashire,  (Drmskirk] 

Business  of  the  House,  Course  of,  May  16, 
499. 

Local  Government  Board  Vote,  Date  of 
taking.  May  18,  776. 

Watches,  Imported,  Contravention  ot 
Law  by  Sale  of,  alleged,  May  18, 
741. 

Stanmore,  Lord 

Colonies— Indentured  ImmigrantLabourers' 
Laws,  Ordinances,  and  Regulations 
relating  to,  May  15,  246. 

Public  Health  Acts  (Amendment)  BiU,  2b., 
May  11,  27. 

Transvaal,  Chinese  Labour  in.  Working 
of  Experiment,  etc.,  May  16,  444-447. 
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Stockton-on-Tees 

Schools,  Secondary,  Fees  in. 

Q,     Mr.  K.  Harclie ;  A,     Sir  W.  Anson, 
Maj  18,  758. 

Strabane 

Labourers'  Cottages  Scheme,  Reason  for 
Delay  in  Carrying  out. 
Q.     Mr.    McFadden;    A,     Mr.    W. 
Long,  May  18,  743. 

Straohey,  Sir  E.  [Somerset,  South] 

Agricultural  Rates  Act,  1896,  etc..  Con- 
tinuance Bill,  Com,,  Mofy  17,  665. 
Finance  Bill,  Com.,  May  23,  1223. 
Hammersmith,  City,  and  North  East  Lon- 
don Railway  •  Bill — Standing  Orders 
not  complied  with — Motion  to  refer 
BiU  back  to  Select  Committee,  May 
11,  129-131,  133. 

Income  Tax — Schedule  B,,  Assessments 
under.  Reckoning  at  one-fourth  in- 
stead of  one-third,  proposed,  May 
23,  1223. 

Sale  of  Butter  Bill,  Date  of  Taking,  May  11, 
6L 

Street  Betting  Bill 

Proposals  as  to. 
Q.    Mr.  Sloan;  A.    Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour, 
May  24,  1250. 

SuocoMion  Dnty 

Monastic    and    Conventual    Institutions, 
Amount  Paid  by.  Regulations  as  to 
Exemption,  etc. 
Q,     Mr.  T.  L.  Corbett ;  A.     Mr.  A. 
Chamberhiin,  May  22,  960. 

Suck  Biver 

Drainage  Schemes,  Expenditure  on,  etc. 
03,     Mr.  Jas.  O'Connor,  May  24,  1319  ; 
Mr.  O'Dowd,  1338. 


Sue— Tax] 


INDEX. 
^fay  \\—May  26. 


Suei  Canal 

Shipping  and  Tonnage->Retuni  for  1902- 
1904,  Presented,  May  23, 1088, 1110. 

Sugar 

Duty — Pro  rata  Reduction  proposed. 
9-     Colonel  Sadler;  A.    Mr.  A.  Cham- 
berlain, May  25,  1373. 
Q9.    Colonel  Sadler,  Mr.  Lough  ;  A.  Mr. 
A.  Chamberlain,  May  26,  1392. 

Price  of — Comparison  with  Price  prior  to 
Brussels  Convention,  etc. 
Qs.    Mr.     Platt-Higgins,     Mr.     G. 
BowleR ;     A8.     Mr.     B.     Law, 
May  24,  1243. 

Price  of,  in  Great  Britain  and  Foreign 
Countries— Return  as  to  Sugar  Con- 
sumed by  Working  Classes,  Presented, 
May  26,  1631. 

SoUivan,  Mr.  D.  [Westmeath,  South] 

Athlone  Workhouse  Disinftcting  Cham- 
ber.  Efficiency  of.  May  18,  742. 

Sunday  Trading  (Scotland)  Bill 

c.  iB.*  May  15,  306. 

Superannuation 

Yunnan-fu  and  Tengyueh  declared  to  be 
Unhealthy  Plices— Treasury  Minute 
Presented,  May  11,  6. 

Supply  of  Eleotrioity  Bill 

Proposals  as  to  Proceeding  with. 

Q.     Sir  M.  Bhownaggree  ;  A.    Mr.  Bonar 
Law,  May  15,  281-282. 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland) 
(So.  1)  BiU 

A   IB.*  May  18,  728. 
2b.  May  22,  920,  936,  937. 
Com,  and  Bep*  May  25,  1362. 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland) 
(K 0.  2)  BiU 

/.  IK.*  May  18, 12S. 

2b.  May  25,  1353,   1364. 

Suisex,  County  of 

Parliamentary  Election— New  Writ  issued 
for  South  Western  or  Chichester 
Division,  May  24,  1225. 

Swansea  Corporation  Bill 

A  2b.*  May  18,  726. 

Swindon 

Holy  Rood  Roman  Catholic  Churchy  Cer- 
tification and  Registration  of. 

Q-     Lord  E.  Fitzmaurice ;  A,    Mr. 
G.  Balfour,  May  16,  408. 

Swine  Pever 

IreUnd— Removal  of  Restrictions  on  Move- 
ment of  Swine,  proposed. 
Qs.    Mr.   Farrell,  Mr.   Flavin;  Aa. 
Mr.  A.  FeUowes,  May  18,  753, 

764.  MT.M    .      .,      ,    ,^ 

Qs.     Mr.  Flavin  ;  .4  J.  '  Mr.  "^A.  Fel- 
iowes.  May  24,  1240,  1241, 
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Pever— <»n/. 

Outbreaks  in  United  Kingdom,  Bemonl 
of  Restrictions  on  Movement  of  Svin 
in  Ireland,  eto« 

Qs,    Mr.    Flavin;     At,     Hr.    i 
FeUowes,  May  24,  1240, 124L 

Talbot,  Bight  Hon.  J.  0.  [Oxford  UmTemtj] 

Postmark,  Date — Detaching  from  Obliter- 
ating Stamp  on  Letter,  propoaed, 
May  25,  1375. 

Taxation 

Direct  and  Indirect — Comparison  between 
Gieat  Britain  and  Ireland  (1902-1905). 
Q.     Mr.  Lough;  A,     Mr.  A.  Ouut- 
berlain.  May  12,  178. 

Incidence  of,   on  Various  Classes  of  the 
Community. 
Oa,    Mr.    Channing,    May  16, 
659, 583-686;  Mr.  A.  Cham 
berlain,  697,  698. 

Appointment  of  Committee  to  Con- 
sider, proposed. 

References  to,  in  Debate  on  the 
Finance  Billi  May  SS, 
1147-1154. 

Income  Tax,  set  that  title. 

Increase  in. 

References  to,  in  Debate  on  the 
Finance  Bill,  May  16,  601.  516, 
618,  659,  683. 

Ireland. 

Comparison  with  Great  Britain. 
Q,    Mr.  Lough  ;  A,     Mr.  A.  Cham- 
berlain, May  12,  178. 

Over-Taxatioa,  Qrievances  as  to. 

Oa,  Mr.^Clanoy,  May  15,  30S- 
319;  Mr.  Elliot,  319-324; 
Mr.  Flynn,  324-327(;  Sir 
J.  Gorst,  327,  328;  Mr. 
Field,  328-336;  Mr.  P. 
Smith,  336-338;  Mi.  S. 
MacNeill,  338-342;  Mr. 
Emmott,  342-346.  Mr.  A. 
ChamberUin,  346  -  353 ; 
Mr,  Dillon,  363-360 ;  Mr. 
Dillon,  May  22,  1086-1039. 
1049;  Mr.  A.  Chamber 
lain,  1041;  Mr.  Lough, 
1043-1046 ;  Mr.  P.  Smith, 
1048,    1049. 

Duties    from  which    Ireland  is 
exempted. 
Oa.    Mr.   Elliot,  May  IS, 
321. 

Emigration,  Increase  in.  Due  to 

Over-Taxation,  alleged. 

Oa.     Mr.  Clancy,  May  IS 

317;  Mr.  Field,  333; 

Mr.  Emmott,  344;  Mr. 

Dillon,  357,  368. 

Royal  Commission  of  1894,  Re- 
port of. 
Oa.  Mr.  danoy.    May  IS, 
312;   Mr.  Flynn,  325; 
Mr.    A.    ChamberlaiD« 
361. 

[cant. 
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Taxation— <^»»<. 

Looal  Aoooonts,  Payments  by  Treasury  to. 
Q,    Mr.  Lambert;    A,    Mr.  V.  Garen- 
dish.  May  24,  1231,  1232. 

War  Taxes,  Policy  of  Gontinuing,  in  times 
of  Peace. 

References  to,  in  Debate  on  the 
Finance  Bill,  May  16,  602,  601. 

References  to,  in  Debate  on  the  Bud- 
get, May  23,  1142.  1143,  1145, 
1148.  1176,  1177,  1178. 

Taylor*  Mr.  A.  [Liverpo3l,  £.  Toxteth] 

Ritoalisttc  Practices,  .Commission  on — 
Date  of  Presenting  Report,  May  16, 
496. 

Tobacco,  Unstemmed  (Whole  Leaf)— 
dearanoes  from  Bond,  etc..  May  22, 
949. 

Taylor.  Mr.  T.  G.  [Lancashire,  Radcliffe] 

German  Seizure  of  Chinese  Port,  alleged. 
Information  as  to.  May  16, 499. 

Holbom  Borough  Council  Accounts,  Audit 
of — Method  of  Detecting  Frauds,  etc.. 
May  15,  286. 

Spotted  Fever — Outbreak  in  Northampton- 
shire, Measures  taken  to  prevent 
Spread  of,  May  25,  1394-1396. 

Tea 

Duty  on. 

Ad  talorem  Duty,  proposed. 

References  to,  in  Debate  on  the 
Finance  Bill,  May  23,  1141, 
1143. 
Burden  inflicted  on  Poorest  Classes  of 
the  Community  by. 

References  to,  in  Debate  on  the 
Finance  BiU,  May  23,  1140- 
1142, 1146, 1160. 

Ceylon  ftnd  India,  Hardships  inflicted 
on,  by  the  Tax. 
References  to,  in  Debate  on  the 
Finance  Bill,  May  23,  1140, 
1141,  1149,  1166. 

Ireland. 

Exemption  of,  propased. 

References  to — in  Debate  on 

the   Finance    Bill,    May 

22,  1033-  J036,     1039- 

1041,   1044-1047,   1050. 

HardshijM  inflicted  on  the  Pocr 

•  by  the  Tax. 

References     to,    in    Debate 

01    the     Finance     Bil', 

May    22,     1034,     1035, 

1045-1047. 

Proportions  borne  \iy  Producer  and 

Consumer. 

References  to,  in  Debate  on  the 
Finance  Bill,  May  23,  1156, 
1156. 

Reduction  of,  from  6d.  to  4d., proposed. 

References  to,  in  Debate  on  the 

Finance  Bill,  May  23,  1140- 

1143,  1146^  U49,  1160,  U62, 


1166. 
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Tedd  Valley  Water  Board  Bill. 

/.  Rep*  May  18,  726. 

ZsL.*  May  23,  lOU. 
e.  In.*  May  25,  1370. 

Telegraph  Service 

Bank  Holidays,  Regulations  as  to  Days 
allowed  in  lieu  of — Case  of  Mr.  Alex- 
ander, etc. 

Q.  Mr.  Schwann  ;  A,  Lord  Stan- 
ley, Jfoy/7,  611. 

Bristol  Staff— i9toliM  of  Timekeepers. 
Q.    Mr.  C.  Hobhouse ;    A.    Lotd  Stan- 
ley, May  11,  36. 

Empire   Osble   Scheme,   Proposals   as   to 
submitting,  to  Colonial  Conference. 
Q.    Mr.  G.  Devlin  ;  A,    Lord  Stan- 
ley, May  25,  1377. 

India,  see  under  India. 
Ireland. 

Galway,  Additional  Office  in,  proposed. 
Q«.]Bir.  C.  Devlin  ;   As.  Lord  Stan- 
ley, May  18,  770. 

Omagh — Hours   of   Duty  ojf   Female 
Telegraphist. 

Q.    Mr.  Murnaghan  ;  A.    Lord 
Stanley,  May  11,  36. 

Messengers — Good     Conduct     Stripes     to 
Adult  Night  Me.S8enger8,  proposed. 
Qa.    Mr.  Sloan  ;  Aa.     Lord  Stanley, 
May  24,  1239,  1240. 

Sootlaild — Edinburgh — Retirement  Age  for 
Officials. 
Q.    Mr.  McCrae  ;  i4.     Lord  Stanley, 
May  22, 946. 

Sick  Leave  in  Central  Office— Case  of  Mr. 
Bullamore. 

Qa.  Sir  W.  Foster;  Aa.  Lord 
Stanley,  May  15,  266,  266; 
May  26,  1632. 

Transfer    of    Telegraphists,    Pa3rment    of 
Expenses  of.  Retention  of  Seniority, 
Question  of  Compensation,  etc. 
Q.    Mr.  Yoxall ;  A.    Lord  Stanley, 

May  18,  738. 
Q.    Mr.  Crooks ;  A.    Lord  Stanley, 
May  18,  739. 

Underground  Cable  to  the  North,  ProgrAss 
made  with. 

Q.     Sir  T.  Dewar;     A.     Lord 
Stanley,  May  16,  468. 

Extending  Cable  to  Dundee  and  Aber- 
deen»  proposed. 
Q.    Sir  J.    Leng ;      A.     Lord 
SUnley,  May  23,  1121. 

Telephone  Bervios 

Glasgow,  Sunday  Duty  in. 

Q,    Mr.  Weir ;    A.    Lord  Stanley,  May 
17,  610,  611. 

History  of  Agreements  of  1892  and  1901. 
Os.     BIr.  Keariey,  May  22,  992-999. 

[coni. 
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Telephone  Service— <?oiii. 

National  Telephone  Company,  Agreement 
with. 

Amendments  to.  Powers  of  the  House 
as  to. 
Oa,  lir.  Tennantp  Lord  Stanley, 
Mr.  Blake,  May  22,  101 1  ; 
Mr.  Dalziel,  1014,  1016; 
Mr.  DiUon,  1016;  Mr. 
Labouchere,    1020-1022. 

Committee  to  consider. 

Constitution  of. 
09.    Mr.      Dalziel,     May     22, 
1026  ;    Lord  Stanley,  1027. 

powers  of.  Restrictions  on. 
0».    Mr.     Kearley,     May    22, 
990-905,  999,   1000;     Mr. 
(  ,  .  Tennant,       1001 ;         Mr. 

YoxaU,  1002;  Mr.  Lough. 
1003,  1004,  1023;  Mr, 
Field,  1006;  Mr.  6. 
Bowles,  1007,  1008;  lir. 
McCrae,  1008,  1009,  1023 ; 
Lord  Stanley,  1009,  1010, 
1022-1026;  Mr.  Blake, 
1011 ;  Mr.  Dalziel,  1012- 
1015;  Mr.  Dillon,  1017, 
1018,  1024,  1025;  Sir  C. 
Fumiss,  1019. 

Debate  on.  Date  of  resuming. 
Os,  Sir  A.  Acland-Hood,  May  15, 
402;  Mr.  Dalziel,  403;  Mr. 
Churchill,  403;  Mr.  Kearley, 
403;  Mr.  J.  Walton,  404; 
Mr.  McKenna,  404. 

Discussion  of,  Opportunity  for. 

Oa.     Mr.    Kearley,    May    22,    999, 

1000  ;   Lord  Stanley,  999,  1009, 

1012 ;  Mr.  Tennant,  1001  ;  Mr. 

McCrae,  1009 ;  Mr.  Blake,  1011 ; 

'   Mr.  Dalziel,  1012. 

Employees,  Position  of. 

Ob,  Mr.  Tennant,  May  22,  1001, 
1002 ;  Lord  Stanley,  1002, 1010, 
1011,  1026;    Mr.  Yoxall,  1002. 

Q.  Mr.  C.  Grant;  A.  Lord 
Stanley,  May  18,  762. 

C  .Municipalities,  Protection  of  Interests 
of. 
Oa.    Mr.  Lough,  May  22,  1004, 
1005. 

National  Literests  not  secured,  alleged. 
Oa.    Ifr.  Kearley,  May  22,  992-999. 

Pledges  given  to  the  House  by  the 
Postmaster-General,     Power     of 
Chairman   of   Committee    to   re- 
deem. 
Oa.    Mr.  Dillon,  May  22,  1015, 
1016. 

Postponement  of,  proposed. 

Q,    Sir   J.    Dimsdale ;       A.     Lord 
I  Stanley,  May  11,  61,  62. 

Terms  of  Agreement,  etc. 
Oa.     Mr.    Kearley,    May    22,    991, 
1000 ;  Mr.  Labouchere,  1020. 

Pblice  Communication  in  Country  Districts, 
Extension  of,  proposed. 
Q.    Mr.  Slack ;  A.    Mr.  A.  Douglas, 
May  11,  46. 
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Register  Presented,  Mt^  24,   1227. 

Tengyueh 

Unhealthy  Place,  Treasurjr  Minute  dede 
ing  as,  Presented,  May  11^  6w 

Tennant,  Mr.  H.  J.  [Berwickahire] 

Agricultural  Rates  Act,     1896,    etc.,  Ccr 
tinuance  Bill,  Com.  May  17,  64a 

Telephone   Service — Agreement    with  Na 
tional  Telephone  Company,    Jfoy  ^' 

1001,  1002. 


** 


Thames 

Estuary,    Pollution   of,    by    lUsoharge  o{ 
Crude  Sewage. 

g.     Sir    J.    Dimsdale  ;  A.    Mr. 

Amold-Forsier,   May  25,  1375. 
Q.     Sir  J.  Dimsdale  ;      A.     Mr.  G. 
Balfour,  May  25,   1395. 

Thames  Conservancy  Bill 

c  2b.  May  16,  560. 

Debate    on    Second    Beading     IComnumf 
May  16,  560. 

Barges,  Objections  to  increasing  Dues 
on,  571,  574,  580. 

Borrowing  Powers,   Proposals   as  to, 

562,  564,  568. 

Compensation    for    Damage    to    Pro- 
perty or  Works,  proposed,  682. 

Dredging  Schemes,  Cost  of,  Advsn- 
tagee  of  a  Channel  from  the  Nore 
to  Gravesend,  etc.,  663,  666-57ft 
672-577,  580. 

Dues,  Increase  in  Rate  of,  proposed, 

563,  568,  571,  574,  678. 

Financial  Proposals,  568,  672. 

Funds,  Division  of,  into  Upper  and 
Lower  Thames  Navigation  Fondst 
560. 

Jurisdiction  of  the  Conservancy,  560, 
561,  581. 

Land,  Granting  Facilities  for  Acqmi- 
tion  of,  562. 

Oils,  Inflammable,  Danger  to  Shipping 
from,  564,  565.' 

Purification  of  the  River. 

Inspectors,  Extension  of*  Powers 
of,  proposed,  560,  561. 

Mill  Beds,  Disposal  of  Mud  from* 
561. 

Representation  of  Dues-Payers  on  ths 
Conservancy,  proposed,  570. 

Surveys,  Ex()enditure  on,  563. 

Trade  of  the  Port,  Decrease  in,  562, 
576,  577.  .  ^ 

Thomas,  Sir  A.  [Glamorgan,  East] 

Merionethshire — Refusal  of  Lcoal  Author- 
ities to  carry  out  Education  Act  190"^ 
Maj  15,  367. 
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Thompson,  Dr.  E.  C.  [Monaghan,  N.] 

Army  Medical  GorpB,  Royal — Reser/e  of 
Civilian  SurgeonB,  proposed.  May 
16,  470. 

Auxiliary  Forces — Reorganisation  Pro- 
posals, May  16,  47  (. 

Poor  Law  Administration,  Committee  of 
Inquiry  into,  proposed.  May  15,  272. 


Thorbom,  Sir  W.  [Peebles  and  Selkirk] 

Vehicles*  Lights   Bill,   2il,  May  12,  202- 
204. 

Thring,  Lord 

Workmen^s  Compensation  BilL  Rtv,Mav 
22,  936. 

Ihiurles 

Lock-up,  Alleged  lU-Treatment  of  W. 
Fryday  in. 

e.  Mr.  K.  O'Brien;  A.  Mr.  W. 
Long,  May  25,  1373,  1374, 
1399.  1400. 

Tibet 

Convention,  Terms  of. 

Q.     Sir  M.  Bhownaggree  ;  A,     Mr.  Brod- 
rick.  May  15,  275-276. 

Tobacco 

Cigarettes,  Foreign,  Revenue  from  Tax  on. 
Q.    Sir  W.  Foster ;  A.     Mr.  A.  Chamber- 
lain.  May  18,  742. 

Duties  on — Additional  4d.  on  all  clasBes 
of  Tobacco — Exemption  of  Irish 
Tobacco,  proposed. 

References  to,  in  Debate  on  the 
Finance  Bill,  May  23,  1166- 
1172. 

Unstemmed  (Whole  Leaf)— Clearar.ces  from 
Bond  and  Stems    returned  for  Draw- 
back. 
Q.     Mr.     A.     Taylor;  A.     Mr.     A. 
Chamberlain,  May  22,  949,  960. 

Tomlinson,  Sir  W.  E.  M.  [Preston] 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  [Sunday]  BiP, 
2e.,  May  26,  1657,  1668. 

Solar  Eclipse^  Expedition  to  make  Scientific 
Ob»rvation  of.  May  22,  966. 

Steam  Engines  and  Boilers  (Persons    in 
Charge)  Bill,  2il,  May  26,  1681-1584. 

Toulmin,  Mr.  0.  [Bory,  Lancashire] 

Agricultural  Rates  Act,   1896,  etc..  Con- 
tinuance Bill,  Com.,  May  17,  666. 

Children,   Boor  Law— Number  Emigrated 
to  Canada,  May  22,  946. 

Trade,  Board  of 

Pre^rkle9{/— Marquess  of  Salisbury. 

Secretary — Mr.  A.  B.  Law. 

JStatwt,  Government  Proposals  as  to  Im- 
provement cf . 

Q.     Mr.    L.  Sinclair;  A.  Mr.  A.  J.. 
Balfour,  Maj  12,  176. 
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Trade  and  Commeroe 

Ireland  and  England,  Comparison  between. 
Qa.    Mr.  O'Mara ;   Aa,  Mr.  A.  Chamber- 
Uin,  May  15,  298. 

Ministry    of    Commerce,  Proposals    as    tu 
Creation  of. 
Q.     Mr.  L.  Sinclair;  A.     Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour,  May  12,  176. 


Trade  Beports 

Annoal  Series  Presented,  May  11,  6,  33; 
May  15,  239,  258;  Mai/  17,  607; 
May  18,  727  ;  Ma*/  2S,  919,  941 ;  May 
23,  1087,  1110;  May  26,    1516,  1631. 

Trades  Union  and  Trade  Disputes  Bill 

c.  Order  for  consideration  read  and  dis- 
charged and  Bill  withdrawn.  May 
26,  1586. 

Tralee  Urban  Distriot  Council  Bill 

c.  Rep,  May  11,  31. 

Con.*  May  17,  605. 
'   3iL*  May  24,  1226. 
*  L  Commons'     Amend te.  Con.*    May    25, 
1350. 

Tramways  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  1) 
BUI 

L  2r.*  May26,  1515. 

Tramways  Orders  Confirmation  (So,  2) 
BUI 

L  2b.*  May  26,  1515. 

Transyaal 

British  Indians,  Admission  of, to  Franchise, 
proposed. 

Q.    Sir  M.  Bhownaggree ;  A,     Mi. 
Lyttelton,  May  18,  735,  736. 

Chinese  Labour  in. 

Debaie  [Lords]  May  16,  407. 

Australia,  Opinion  in,  434,  435. 

Canadian  Restrictive  I^egislation, 
434,  443. 

Cape  Colony,  Opinion  in,  434. 

Capitalists,  Preponderating  Influ- 
ence of,  448,  451,  467. 

Colonies,  Opinion  in,  434-438. 

Compounds. 

Conditions  of  Life  in,  427- 
429,  432,  433,  440,  445. 

Number  of  White  Labourers 
Employed  in  Erection  of, 
422,  423. 

Constitution — Objections  to — 
System  of  Appointment  of 
Electoral  Areas,  418. 

Enlistment,  Fraudulent,  Precau- 
tions against,  439,  440,  446, 
447. 

Flogging,  Regulations  as  to,  413, 
414,  426,  448. 

Law  Courts,  Right  of  Access  to — 
.  Government     Pledges,     etc., 
412,  413,  423. 

[rj.nt 
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Transvaal—coni. 

Chinese  Labonr  in — cont. 
Debate,  etc. — conL 

Misrepresentati)!!^  by  the  Liberal 
Party,  alleged,  428,  429,  429. 

Native  Labour. 

Mortality,  Reduction  in  Rate 
of,  410,  420,  42L 

Shortage  in.  Causes  of,  410. 

Necessity  for  the  Importation, 
alleged,  450,  456,  457. 

New  Zealand,  Opinion  in,  434. 

Ordinance,  Comparison  of,  with 
West  Indian  Ordinances,  446. 

Protector  of  the  Chinese,  Duties  of, 
423. 

Public  Opinion  in  the  Transvaal, 
438,  439. 

Referendum^  Policy  of,  410, 
411,420. 

Race  Hatred,  Danger  of,  444,  445. 

Responsibility  of  the  Crown,  .407 

Rioti  and  Desertions,  Causes  of, 
etc.,  416,  425-427,  453. 

Wages. 

Pledges  given  by  the  Govern- 
ment, Non-fulfilment  of, 
alleged,  411,  412,  423, 
424. 

System  of  paying,  424,  425. 

Wealth  sent  out  of  the  Country, 
409,  418,  451. 

White  Labour. 

Compounds,  Number  of 
White  Labourers  Em- 
ployed in  Erection  of, 
422,  423. 

Displacement  of,  since  In- 
troduction of  Chincte, 
alleged,  416,  417,  421, 
422,  429,  431,  453,  4  54. 

Witwatersrand  Native  Labour 
Association,  Methods  of,  410. 

Women  and  Children,  Facilities  for 
Importation  of,  441,  453. 
454-456. 

Pledges  given  by  the  Govern- 
ment, Non-fulfilment  of, 
alleged,  414-416. 

Working  of  the  Expsrimont,  In- 
formation as  to,  407,  441 , 
442,  452,  458. 

Quin,  Mr.,.  Opinioa  of,  430, 
432. 

Disturbances,  Information  as  to. 
Q,    Mr.      H.       Samuel ;     A.     Mr. 
Lyttelton,  May  24,  1237,  1238. 

Punishment. 

Corp3ral  Punishment,  Regula- 
tions as  to,  Number  of 
Sentences,  etc. 

Q.  Mr.  Beaumont ;  A.  Mr. 
Lvttclton,  Afay  J6, 
273. 
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Chinese  Ijbboar  in  >-<x>n(. 
Ponishmeat — eont 

Imprisonment    and    Repatriation 
Statistics. 
Q.     Mr;    H.    Samuel ;  A,    Mr. 
Lyttelton,   Ma^  11,  44. 
Refusal   to  go  down  the  Mines, 
for. 
Qe.    Mr.    I^evy;  Aii.    Mr. 
Lyttelton,      May    16, 
470 ;  May  17,  618,  614. 
Repatriations,  Number  and  Cause  of. 
Q.      Mr.      H.      Samuel;    A,     Mr. 
Lyttelton,  May  11,  44. 

Qe.     Mr.  Levy  ;  Aa.    Mr.  Lyttelton, 
May  24,  1235 ;  May  25,  1388. 

Labour  Question. 

Chinese  Labour,  eee  thai  euhheading. 
Native    Labour    Recruiting — Circular 
of  Witwatersrand  Native  Labour 
Association. 

Q.     Mr.  S.   Buxton;     .4.     Mr. 
Lyttelton,  May  17,  616. 
White  and  Coloured  Labour  in  Mines, 
Percentage  of  Increase  in. 
Qa,     iSr.  H.  Samuel ;   As.     Mr. 
Lyttelton,  May  11,  45. 

Minea. 

Gold  Output,  Dividends  paid,  Incomc- 
Tax.  etc.   (1902-1904). 
Q.    Mr.    C.    Grant;       A,     Mr. 
Lyttelton,  May  18^  746. 

Labour  for,   see  evhheadinge   Chinese 
Labour  and  Labour  Question. 

Representative  Institutions. 

British  Immigrants,  Provisions  as  to. 
Q.    Sir  J.  Rankin ;  A,    Mr.  Lyttel- 
ton, May  U,  lAl. 

British    Indians    Admission    of,    to 
Franchise,  proposed. 
Q.    Sir  M.  Bhownaggree ;     '4. 
Mr.    Lyttelton,    Ma»f    IS, 
735,  736. 

War  Contribution  Loan. 

Conditions  of  Issue  of. 

References  to,  in  Debate  on  the 
Finance  Bill,  May  16,  514; 
May  24,  1288-1298,  1304- 
1307. 

Delay  in  Payment  of  First  Instalment. 
References  to,  in  Debate  on  the 
Finance  Bill,  May  16,  514, 
585;  May  24,  1252,  1258, 
1278,  1282-1286,  1290.  1291, 
1291,  1303,  1308-1312. 

Guarantors,  Position  ot. 
O.    Mr.  Cawley,  May  24,  1283. 

Trawling 

'*  BanflEshire,"  Loss  of.  Inquiry  into  Cir- 
cumBtances  of. 
O.    Lord  Mnskerry,  J/dy   IS,  729. 

Illegal,  Prevention  of,  on  Irish  Coast. 
Q.    Mr.  Boland;    A,    Mr.  Long,  M^jf 
24, 1248.  ^ 
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Trevelyan,  Mr.  C.  P.  [Yorka.,  W.  R.,  EilaxK^] 

FiiiAnoe  Bill*  Com.,  May  23,  1202-1206. 
Jncome-Tax,     Oiadnation    of.    proposed. 
May  23,  1202-1206. 

Trinoomalee 

Naval  Base  at,  Beasons  for  Abandonment 
of. 
08,    Mr.  G.  Bowles,  May  lU  112, 
113 ;   Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  153. 


Trinity  College,  Dublin 

«ce  under  Dublin. 

Truro  Water  Bill 

e.  jBep.,  May  11,  31. 
3e.*  May  15,  265. 

Tuff,  Mr.  C-  [Rochester] 

Sheemess  Rifle  Practice,  Fatal  Accident  at 
May  24,  1236. 

Tuftiell.  Lt.-Col.  E.  [Essex,  S.  E.] 

Coast,  Ero-sion  of,  by  the  Sea— Investiga- 
tion proposed.  May  22,  964. 

Vehicles'  Lights  BUI,  2b.,  May  12,  184- 
186. 

Tnke>  Sir  J.  B.  [Edinburgh  and  St.  Andrew's 
Universites] 

Companies  Acts,  Evasions  of  Dentists  Act 
and  Medical  Acts  under — Opinion  of 
Law  Officers  of  the  Crown,  May  22, 
948. 

Tully,  Mr.  J.  [Leitrim,  8.] 

Gortumloe  Outrage,  Result  of  Investiga- 
tion into,  if  ay  12,179. 

King  Harman  Estate. 

Bog   Lands — Procedure   in    selecting 

Trustees,  May  17,  609. 
Grazing  Lands,  Disposal  of.  May  16, 
469;  ifay  22,  952. 

Land  Act  1903— Trustees  for  Grai^ng  Land 
Lands  and  Turbary,  Instructions  to, 
Powers  of,  etc..  May  11,  56. 

Land  Purchase — Advances  for  Purchase 
of  Tenants*  Interests,  May  11,  56. 

Sandford  Estate — Negotiations  as  to  Graz- 
ing Lands,  May  16, 469. 

Turkey 

Trade  Report  Presented,  May  26,  1515. 


Tyneside  Tramways  and  Tramroada  Bill 

c.  Rep,  May  IX,  31. 

Can,*  May  17,  605. 

3e.*  Jfay  22, 938.  ^     ^     ^        ok 

I,  Commons'  Amendts.,  C(ln^  May  25 
1349. 

Tyrone,  County  of 

Boycotting  Case— Action  of  County  Crown 
Solicitor  and  Solicitor-General  in  giving 

Evidence. 
Os,    Mr.  T.  W.   Russell,  May  25, 
1456-1458  ;    Mr.  Gordon,  1457. 

Polling   Districts   for   Local   Government 
Elections,  Alterations  in. 
Q,  Mr.  Doogan;    A.  Mr.  W.  I/)ng, 
May  12,  179. 

Uganda 

Poll-Tax  Ordinance— Provision  as  to  forced 

Labour  in  lieu  of  Payment  of  Money. 

O.    Mr.    J.     O'KeUy;        A,    Mr. 

Lyttelton,  May  23,  1110,  1111. 

Uganda  Railway 

Expenditure  under  Acts  of  1896  and  1902 
— Account  Presented,  May  16,  463. 

Unemployed 

Scotland,  Inquiry  into  Question  in,  pro" 

posed.  _ 

Q,    Mr.   K.   Hardie;      A.    Mr.   S. 
Dickson,  May  24,  1244,  1245. 


Tweedmouih.  Lord 

Closing  of  Licensed  Premises  (Christmas 
Day)  (IreUnd)  Bill,  2r.,  May  11,  9. 

Defence  of  the  Empire — Letter  from  Duke 
of  Wellington  to  Sir  J.  Burgoyne, 
Printing  and  CircuUting  of,  proposed, 
May  15,  252. 

Education  Board  Provisional  Order  Con- 
firmation (London  No.  2)  Bill,  2r. 
May  12,  170. 

Public  Health  Acts  (Amendment)  Bill, 
2b.,  May  11,  23-26. 

Woolwich  Borough  Coun?il  Bill,  2b.  May^ 
23,  1084-10o5. 
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Unemployed  Workmen  Bill 

Date  of  Taking.  .     '  ,, 

09,    Mr.  K.  Hardie,  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour, 

May  11,  60. 
Qe.     Mr.  K.  Hardie,  Mr.  Crooks,  Sir  G. 
Bartley;     As,    Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour, 
May  18,  774-776. 
Local    Bodies    to    Administer,    proposed 
Number  of,  and  Conditions  of  Grant- 
ing  Exemptions. 

Q.     Mr.   K.   Hardie;     A,     Mr.   G. 
Balfour,  May  24,  1242. 

United  Irish  League 

See  under  IreUnd. 

United  States  of  America 

Immigrant  Tax  on  Aliens. 

Q.     Sir  H.  Vincent;    A.     Mr.  B.  Law, 
May  17,  613. 

Mail  Service— Time   Occupied  in  Transit 
etc. 
Return  ordered,  May  17,  607. 

Trade  Report  Presented,  May  23,  1087. 


Universities 

Interchange  of  Students  with  the  Colonies 
— Issue  of  Circular  Letters  as  to  Rule 
and    Regulations    for    Reception    of 
Students,  proposed. 

Q,    Sir     J.     Rankin ;         A,     Mr. 
Lyttelton,  May  IS,  747. 
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1877  —  ^^''^^  ^  Cambridge  Act 

Statutes    amending    Statutes,    Presented' 
May  11,  6. 

Uniyersity  College,  London  (Tnuufer)  Bill 

/.  Rep,*  May  18,  725. 
3r.*  May  26,   1514. 
c   iB.*  May  26,  1628. 

Vaccination 

Regulations  as  to  Size  of  Scar,  Amendment 
of,  proposed. 

©.    Sir  J.  RoUeston ;     A,    Mr.  G. 
Balfour,  May  18,  740. 
Teachers,  Pupil,  in  Scotland,  Regulations 
asta 

Q.    Mr.  Weir  i  A.    Mr.  S.  Dickson, 
Jfoy2^,1112, 1113. 

Valuation  (Ireland)  Bill 

c  lB.»  Jfoy  i5,  306. 

Vehicles*  Lights  Bill 

e.  2b.  May  12,  181-218. 

Dthait  on  Second  Reading,  May  12,  181. 

Accidental  Extinction  of  lights.  Ex- 
empting Drivers  from  Fines  in 
Cases  of,  proposed,  185. 

Cycling    Associations    in    Favour    of 

the  Measure,  195,  190,  200. 
Ireland,  Reasons  for  Excluding,  191, 

196,  200. 

Light  to  be  carried  either  before  or 
behind  the  Vehicle,  proposed, 
182,  193,  199,  201. 

Local  Authorities,  Control  and  Juris- 
diction of.  Objections  to  Inter- 
fering with,  187,  188,  192,  209. 

Objections  to  the  Bill,  185,  188,  189, 
193,  196,  204-206. 

Scotland,  Attitude  of,  towards  the  Bill 
— Exemption  of  Scotland,  pro- 
posed, 183, 186-188, 190,  195, 196, 

197,  203,  204,  208. 

Uniformity  in  Practice,  Necessity  for 
fecuring,,  182-184,  186,  192,  195, 
200,  201,  203,  214,  215. 

"Vehicle,"  Definition  of  Term,  193, 
194. 

Wheelbarrows,  Dangers  of,  to  Motors, 
etc.,  189,  200. 

Vemersbridge 

Postman,  Charges  against. 

Q.     Mr.  J.  Campbell ;  A.     Lord  Stanley, 
May  15,  299,  300. 

Vincent,  Col.  Sir  U.  £.  H.  [Sheffield,  Cf  ntral 

Aliens,  Immigrant  Tax  on,  in  United  States 
and  France,  May  17,  613. 

Defence  of  the  Empire — Home  Defence, 
Troops  available  for.  during  Absence 
of  Regular  Army,  May  22,  955. 

Post  Office— Ex-Soldiers  and  Sailors  in 
Postal    Service,  May  22,  963. 

Volunteers  —  ReorganiBation  Proposals, 
May  22,  983,  984. 
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Vivisection 

8ee  Animals,  Experiments  on. 

Volnnteers 

Field  Army,  Battalions  with. 

Q,  Maj.  Seely ;  A.  Mr.  Arnold- Forster, 
May  25,  1388. 

Officers,    Injuries    to,    while    on    Duty, 

Regulations  as  to  Compensation  for. 

Q.     Mr.     C.     Hobhouse ;     A.    Mr. 

Amold-Forster,  May  23,  1116. 

« 

Reduction  of,  Proposals  as  to. 

0«.  Major  Seely.  May  11,  139-141  ; 
Mr.  Renwick,  143 ;  Mr.  C.  Hobhouse, 
146. 

Reorganisation  Proposals. 

Q.  Mr.  McCrae;  A,  Mr.  A.  J.  Bal- 
four, May  15,  263. 

Q,  Sir  H.  Vincent;  A.  Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour,  May  22,  983. 

South  African  War — Colours,  Regulations 

as  to  bearing  words  "  South  Africa  " 

on. 

Q.    Mr.    Bryn    Roberts;    A,    Mr. 

Arnold  Forster,  May  11,  40-41. 

Vote  for.  Facilities  for  Discussion  on. 
O.    Mr.  McCrae,  May  11,  163. 

Wallace,  Mr.  B.  [Perth] 

Licensing  (Scotland)  Act  1903 — Definition 
of  Medical  Officer  under  Section  55, 
May  15,  264. 

Walthamstow 

Cost  of  Elementary  Education  at. 

Q.  Mr.  E.  Gray;  A.  Sir  W.  Anson, 
May  25,   1381,   1382. 

Walton,  Mr.    J.  [York,  W.R.,  Bamsley] 

Africa,  South,  Garrison  in.  Charging  Cost 
of,  on  the  Finances  of  the  Country, 
proposed.  May  16,  591. 

Coal  Export  Duty,  Abolition  of.  proposed. 
May  16,  591. 

Education,  Expenditure  on.  May  16,  588. 

Expenditure,  Growth  of,  Financial  Posi- 
tion of  the  Country,  etc..  May  16 
587,  590,  591. 

Finance  Bill,  2r.  May  16,  587.  597. 

National  Telephone  Agreement,  Date 
of  Resuming  Debate  on.  May  15,  404. 

Persia,  Russian  Expansion  in.  May  16,  589. 

Steam  Engines  and  Boilers  (Persons  in 
Charge)  Bill,  2b.  May  26,"  1519,  1580. 

War  Office 

Secretary  of  State— Kt,  Hon.  H.  O. 
Amold-Forster. 

Under-Secretary — Earl  of  Donough- 
n)ore. 

Financial  Secretary — Mr.  W.  B.  Daven- 
port. 
Stores. 

Identification  of  Contractor  by  mark- 
ing Stores,  proposed. 

Q.     Mr.  Levy  ;  A,     Mr.  Arnold 
Forster,  May  16,    471. 

South     African     War    Wadtagc,    ste 
South  African  War. 
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Warden  Estate 

Reinstatement  of  Evicted  Tenants,  Delay 
in. 

Q,     Mr.  Boland ;  ^.  Mr.  W.  Lon^, 
May  16,  478. 

Warner,  Mr.  T.  C.  T.  [Stefford.  Lichfield] 

Agricultural  Rates  Act,  1896,  etc..  Con- 
tinuance Bill,  Com,,  May  17,  678-680. 

Gibraltar. 

Cold  Meat  Store — Allocation  of   Cost 
,  between     War  Office     and     Ad- 

miralty, May  IS,  822,  827. 

Official  Residences  at.  Reasons  for 
continuing  Expenditure  on.  May 
18,  819. 

Wei-hai-Wei. 

Dredging  at.  Reasons  for  Expenditure 
on,  etc..  May  18,  814. 

Naval  Base  at.  Reasons  for  Maintain- 
ing— Information  as  to  Ex- 
penditure, etc.,   May  18,  814. 

West  Indies  Government,  Form  of — Ad- 
ministrative Federation  proposed. 
May  17,  704 

WaflOIIf  Kr.  E.  [Clackmannan  and  Kinross] 

India  —  Administration  —  Separation  of 
Judicial  and  Executive  Functions, 
May  26,   1387. 

Sale  'of  Intoxicating  Liquors  (Sunday) 
Bill,  2r.    May  26,  1654-1556. 

WaSOn,  Mr.  J.  C.  [Orkney  and  Shetland] 

Agricultural  Rates  Act,  1896,  etc.,  Con- 
tinuance Bill,   Cam.,  May  17,  667. 

Motors. 

Heavy — Speed  Regulations.  May  17, 
619. 

Speed  Regulations  in  London — Recog- 
nition of  Clause  9  of  Act,  etc.. 
May  11,  50. 

Traffic  Regulations  in  Scotland — 
Ascertaining  opinion  of  Local 
Authorities,  etc..  May  19,  862. 

Vehicles*    Lights  Bill,  2il  May   12,  185- 

188. 

West  Indies  Government,  Form  of — Ad- 
ministrative Federation  proposed.  May 
17,  713. 

Watches 

Imported,  Contravention  of  Law  by  Sale 
of,  alleged. 

Q,     Mr.   A.   Stanley;     A,     Mr.   B. 
Law,  May  18,  741. 
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Weaver  Havig^ation  Bill 
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Waterford 


Epizootic     Lymphangitis     Outbreak, 
under  Horses. 


see 


Waterville 

Steam  Laund.-y  at,  Proposed  Erection  of 
— Government  Assistance. 

Q.    Mr.  Boland  ;  A.     Mr.  W.  Long, 
May  23,  1123. 


C3 


/.  Rep*  May  16,  406. 

3b.*  May  22,  918. 
c  IB.*  May  23,  1109. 

Wei-hai-Wei 

Dredging  at,  Reasons  for  Expenditure  on, 
etc. 

Oa,  Mr.  Black,  May  18,  809,  816, 
Mr.  WTiitley,  810,  811;  Mr. 
Bright,  81 1,  .812  ;  Mr.  A.  Lee, 
812  :  Mr.  G.  Bowles,  813  ;  Mr. 
C.  Warner,  814  ;  Mr.  C.  Devlin, 
815. 

Naval  Base  at,  Reasons  for  Maintaining, 
Information  as  to  Expenditure,  etc. 
08,  Mr.  Whitley,  May  18,  810, 
812;  Mr.  A.  Lee,  812,  814; 
Sir  C.  Dilke,  813;  Mr.  C. 
Warner,  Mr.  Labouchere,  814; 
Mr.  Mooney,  814,  816. 

Weir,  Mr.  J.  0.  [Ross  and  Cromarty] 

Congested  Districts  (ScotUind)  Bill— Date 
of  taking  Second  Reading,  May  23, 
1116. 

Coroners'  Inquests — Procedure  as  to  Post 
Mortems,  May  24,  1228. 

Deaths,  Uncertified,  in  Ireland  since  1900, 
May  17,  613. 

Education — Pupil  Teachers,  Compulsory 
Vaccination  Regulations  for,  May  23, 
1112. 

Educational  Endowments  (Scotland)  Act, 
1882.  Annual  Income  of  Trusts  under, 
May  17,  610. 

India. 

Calcutta  High  Court— Case  of  Im- 
perator  v.  A.  C.  Rolt— Tabling 
of  Papers,  proposed.  May  11,  38. 

Hooghly  Gaol — Summary  Procedure  in 
Case  of  Ayoom  Khan,  May  11,  38. 

Lewis,  Island  of. 

Barvas  Schools,  Insanitary  Condition 
of.  May  25.  1379. 

Insanitary  Condition  of.  May  23,  1116. 

Uig— Expsditing  Report  of  Medical 
Officer,  proposed.  May  17,    610. 

Mansfield  Commission,  Date  of  Presenting 
Report  of.  May  24,  1228. 

Medical  and  Dental  Practitioners  struck  off 
Register  for  Misconduct,  Number  of. 
May  23,  1 1 14. 

Post  Office — Letter  Delivery  Arrangements 
for  Public  Holidays,  May  25,  1376. 

Telephone  Service — Sunday  Duty  in  Glas- 
gow, May  17,  610. 

Welby,  Lt-CoL  A.  C.  E.  [Taanton] 

House  of  Commons — Divisions,  Proposals 
for  Signifying,  to  Members  approach- 
ing the  House,  May  24,  1244. 

Militia  Re-organisation  Proposals — Claims 
of  Subaltern  Officers,  May  24,  1236. 

Inland  Revenue,  Board  of — Authority  to 
collect  Agrioultusal  Statistios,  May  12^ 
177. 


LWel-Whi 


Welshpool  and  Llan&ir  Light  Ballway 
(Further  Borrowing  Powers) 

Order  presented.  May  26,  1510,  1531. 

Wemyss.  Earl  of 

Closing  of  lioensed  Premises  (Christmaa 
Day)  (IreUnd)  BiU,  2b.  May  23,  1106 

Defence  of  the  Empire — Letter  from  Duke 
of  Wellington  to  Sir  J.  Burgoyne, 
Printing  and  Circulating  of,  proposed. 
May  15  247-250. 

West   Cumberland   Electrio   Tramways 
(Extension  of  Time)  Bill 

c  3b.*  May  17,  31. 

West  Ham 

Cost  of  Elementary  Education  at 

Q,    Mr.    £.    Gray ;    A,     Sir  W.  Anson. 
May  25,  1381,  1382. 

West  Indies 

{See  aho  Names  of  Idanda,  as  Jamaica, 
St.  Luoia) 

Distillers,   Effect  of  Recommendations  of 
Industrial    Alcohol    Committee    upon 
Trade  of. 
Q,    Mr.    Lawrence ;       A.     Mr.    A. 
CSiamberlain,  May  18,  741. 

Sovemment,     Form     of — ^Administrative 
Federation,  proposed. 

Ddtate  on  Moiion  (Mr.  Lamont),  May 
17,  694. 

British   Troops,    Withdrawal    of, 
707,  710,  711,  714. 

Commissions,    Recommendations 
of,  095,  698,  722. 

Cost  of  present  System,  606,  720. 

Crown  Lands,  Disposal  of,  699. 

Education  System,  Defecta  in, 
697,  710. 

Fiscal  System,  AnomalieB  of,  696, 
702. 

Sugar    Industry,    Condition    of, 
703,715.    • 

Taxation,    Incidence    of,    Repre- 
K  sentation    of    Taxpayers    in 

Administration,  etc. ,  700, 704 , 
716. 

Terms  of  Federation,   698,   701, 
706,  709,  711,  716,  722. 

Western  Valleys  (Monmoathshire)  Water 
and(}asfiill 

l  Rep*  May  23,  1073. 

3r.*  May  26,  1614, 
c  iB.*  May  26,  1628. 

Westport 

Roman  Catholic  Clergyman  assaulted  hy 
Bible-reader. 
0«.    Mr.  W.  Moore,  May  25,  1446  ; 
Mr.    H.    Burke,    1462;       Mr. 
Sloan,  1476b 
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Weybridge    and     Walton-npon-Thamei 
Eleotrio  Supply  BiU 

L  Rep*  May  16^  405.        ^ 
3b.*  Jfay  19,  853. 

Whale  Island 

Barracks,  New,  at,  Ezpenditnre  on. 
Os,    Mr.  A.  Lee»  May  18,  778,  787,  800 ; 

Sir   J.    Colomb,    787,    788;       Mr. 

Whitley,  800. 
Qs.    Mr,  £.  Robertson ;     As,    Mr.  A. 

Chamberlain,  May  22,  958,  950. 

Whiskey 

Duty,  Additional,  on — Exemption  of  Ire- 
land, proposed. 
Os.    Mr.    Flynn,    May   23,    1183; 
Mr.     A.     Chamberlain,     1184; 
Mr.  Moon^y,  1184-1186.  ' 

Whitby  Urban  District  Conneil  Bill 

{.  Bei>,*  May  22,  917. 
3b>  May  26,  1514. 
e.  iK.*  May  26,  1528. 

White,  Mr.  0-  [Norfolk,  North.West] 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  (Sunday)  Bill, 
2r.  May  26, 1545-1548. 

White,  Mr.  P.  [Meath,  Noi-th] 

Income  Tax — Schedule  J),  Amount  leviable 
under  in  the  United  Kingdom,  for  Year 
ending  April  5th,  1905,  etc..  May  11, 
37. 

Whitechapel  and  Bow  BaUway  Bill 

L  2b.*  May  18,  725. 

Whitley,  Mr.  7.  H.  [Halifax] 

Beer,  Duty  on — Effect  on  the  Consumer — 
Supply  of  Deleterious  Articles,  ete., 
Jfay  2^,  1176. 

Chatham — Commander  -  in  -  OMef  of  the 
Navy,  Estimate  for  Erection  of  Resi- 
dence for.  May  18,  839,  843. 

Finance  BiU,  Gonu  May  22^  1030 ;  May  23, 
1146-1147,  1163-1165,  1176. 

CSause  1,  line  18 — Meaning  of  Word 
"bvied,"  May  22,  1030. 

Clause  2 — Omission  of  Words  "in- 
cluding the  increased  Duties  im- 
posed oy  Section  5  of  that  Aott*' 
May  23,  1163-1165. 

Gibraltar  Cold  Meat  Store— Allocation  of 
Cost  between  War  Office  and  Ad- 
miralty, May  18,  820,  828. 

Jamaica  Fruit  Trade— ProTisions  of  Con- 
tract with  Messrs.  Elder,  Dempster, 
ft  Co.,  May  16,  471. 

Land  Values  Taxation  (Scotland)  Bill, 
2b.  May  19,  879-886. 

Law  Officers  of  the  Crown,  Fees  and  Salaries 
of.  May  15,  263  ;  May  18,  755,  756. 

Kayy — ^Whale  Island,  Expenditure  on  New 
Barracks  at,  May  18,  800. 

paper.  Rates  of  .Freight  on,'  from  London 
and  Rotterdam  to  New  Zealand, 
May  23,  1121. 

Wei-hai-Wei. 

Dredging  at.  Reasons  for  Expenditnxe 
on,  ete..  May  18,  810,  81L 

Naval  Base  at.  Reasons  for  main- 
taining— Information  as  to  Ek* 
penditure,  etc.»  May  18,  810,  812. 
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Wolverton,  Lord 


[Whi— War 


ArrangemeDtB  as  to, 
Qa.    Earl  Spsnoer ;    Marquess  of  Laos- 
downe,  May  SS,  1351. 

I 

Whittaker,  Mr.  T.  P.  [York,  W.R..  Spen 

Valley] 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  [Sunday]  Bill, 
2k.  May  26,  1566-1671. 

Wiok 

Harbour,  Expenditure  on. 
Q.  Sir  T.  Esmonde ;  A.  Mr.  S.  Dickson, 
May  15,  264. 

Williamfl,  Kr.  A.  0.  [Merionethshire] 

Merionethshire. 

Education  Act,  1902,  ]|^fusal  of  Local 
Authorities  to  carry  out.  Provi- 
sions of  Act  as  to  Notice  of 
Repairs,  etc..  May  15,  305,  363, 
373. 

Education  Grants,  Payment  of. 
May  15,  291. 

Williams,  Col.  E,  [Dorset  \re«t] 

Exchequer  Bonds — Cancellation  of  Issue  of 
1900,  May  24,  1264. 

Finance  Bill,  Com,,  May  24,  1264-1255. 

Wilson,  Mr.  F.  W.  [Norfojk,  Mid.] 

Rifle  Clubs,  Grants  to — Conditions  of 
using  War  Office  Ranges,  etc.,  May  24, 
1237. 

Wilson,  Kr.  John  [Falkirk  Burghs] 

Coal  Export  Duty,  Abolition  of,  proposed. 
May  16,  586,  587. 

Expenditure,  Growth  of,  Financial  Position 
of  the  Country,  etc..  May  16,  585. 

Finance  Bill,  2b.  May  16,  585. 

Militia  Training^Arrangemente  for  Lanark- 
shire Regiments,  May  17,  615. 

Transvaal  War  Conlnbution  Loan,  May  16, 
585,  586. 

Wilson,  Kr.  John  [Glasgow,  St.  RoUox] 

Clyde,  Inconvenience  Arising  from  Kaval 
Vessels  Anchored  in.  May  IS,  851. 

Wimbledon 

Cost  of  Elementary  Education  at. 
Q.  Mr.    B.    Gray ;  A.  Sir    W.    Anson, 
May  26^  1381,  1382. 

Winehester 

Motor  Regulations,  Opposition  to  Applica- 
tion for  Powers  as  to. 
Q.  Mr.  Cawley ;  A.  Mr.  O.  Balfour. 
May  11,  51. 
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Public  Health  Acts  (Amendment)  Bill,  2ii, 
May  11,  22-23. 

Women's  Enflranohisement  Bill 

c.  2s.,  May  12,  217-236. 

Dd)aU    on    Second    Beading    [Commons] 
May  12,  217. 

Colonies,  Results  of  Experiments  in, 

234,  235. 

DisraeU  Reform  BiU  of  1867,  Views 
of  John  Stuart  Mill,  etc.,  218, 226, 

235,  236. 

Enfranchisement  of  Women  of  all 
Classes  proposed,  219-224,  227, 
229,  232,  233,  234. 

Former  Attempts  at  Legislation,  218. 

Industrial  Position  of  Working  Women, 
Injustice  of,  222-224,  231. 

Juries,  Right  of  Women  to  sit  on,  231. 

Majority  of  Women  not  Desirous  of 
the  SVanohise,  alleged,  229,  235. 

Membership  of  the  House,  Undesira- 
bility  of  throwing  open  to  Women, 
229,  230,  233. 

Municipal  Bodies,  Qualification  of 
Women  to  Vote  for,  and  sit  on 
Boards  of,  219. 

Physical  Disability  of  Women  to 
Fulfil  the  Duties  of  Citiienship, 
alleged,  226,  227. 

r 

Woolwich 

Arsenal  Discharges  (1903-1905). 
Q.  Mr.    J.    Bums;  il.  Mr.    Arnold- 
Forster,  May  24,  1236. 

Woolwich  Borongh  Connoil  Bill 

{.  2r.  May  23,  1075-1087. 

M)aU  on  Second  Beading  [Lords],  May  23, 
1076. 

Clause  20,  Deletion  of,  proposed, 
107&-1082,  1085. 

Dock  and  Railway  Companies. 

Rates,    Special    Allowances    on, 
1075,  1076,  1081,  1084,  1085. 

Rights  of,  Objections  to  Abolition 
of.  107&-1082. 

Public  Act  sought  to  be  repealed  by 
Private  BiU— Objections  to  Prin- 
ciple, 1082-1084,  1086,  1087. 

Worcestershire  Connty  Conndl  (Bridges) 
BiU 

c  Bep.*  May  25,  1369.  . 


